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ADDRESS TO THE READER.

Tue length of time which has elapsed since the injuries inflicted on me were
first perpetrated, and the distance of the country in which the transactions oc-
curred, have both contributed to the difficulty of keeping the facts of my case
constantly before the public—in such a form as to make them easily read, and
as easily remembered ; so that I have suffered the greatest disadvantage from
the misconceptions and the prejudices which have sprung up in some quarters,
and have been industriously propagated in others, respecting the facts them-
selves—and still more so respecting the inferences to which these facts were
made to lead.

It is my earnest desire, therefore, to recall the attention of the friends of jus-
tice to the facts proved in evidence—to the opinions pronounced by public men
in England and in India—to the petitions from various parts of the country—and
above all, to the most recent intelligence from Bengal; by which it will be seen
that public honours and public rewards were bestowing by the whole of the
British and Indian community on the acting Governor-General of India, for his
removal of all restrictions from the press of that country ;—that medals were
struck, and public entertainments given, at which the principal functionaries of
the Indian government attended ;—while the city of Calcutta was illuminated in
honour of this liberation of the Indian press, by putting it on the footing of the
press of England, subject only to the jurisdiction of a Court of Law, and the
Trial by Jury.

For advocating this Freedom of the Indian press—and for this alone, was I
first banished without trial, and then despoiled of a most valuable property,
without conviction of any crime :-——and after twelve years of unceasing efforts
to obtain redress—with the testimony of no less than threec Governors-General
of India in favour of the soundness of my views, and the utility of my public
labours :—namely, Lord Hastings, Lord William Bentinck, and Sir’ Charles
Metcalfe—three of the ablest public men that ever presided over the government
of that country ;—after an unanimous decision of a Select Committee of the
House of Commons in favour of my Claims to Compensation for the injuries
sustained—the Resolutions to that effect having been drawn up by the Presi-
dent of the India Board himself (Mr. Grant, now Lord Glenelg), and the
general feeling of India and of England, most extensively and powerfully ex-
pressed in my favour—I still remain unrecompensed and unredressed.

_The world will therefore Judge, whether it is just, or becoming, or even expe-
dient, that one man shall be despoiled and trampled in the dust for being the
first to advocate a great public good—while another shall be honoured and
rewarded for accomplishing the selfsame object ;—whether, if it be a public
virtue to establish the Liberty of the Press in India, it could have been a public

crime to commence its advocacy, and to recommend its adoption :—and whe-
ther, if injustice were committed in thus punishing one whose views have been
subsequently adopted by the highest authorities in the land, it is not high time
that the injustice should be remedied and redressed :—more especiall as all the
great objects for which I contended in India, and for my advomcg of (w] icl
alone, I was thus banished and despoiled ;—namely, Freedo ff Setil ‘s
Freedom of Publication, and Freedom of Trade,—ha:'e since nll)e?n ';eltfltxletleutlentt()’
India, by the late Charter Act for (hat country, which, having pass:d‘through

both Houses of Parliament, and recejyeq the Rov -y
blished law of the land. oyal Assent, is now the esta-

Believing, therefore, that an accurate knowledge ' i

that is wanting to obtain for me the svlun;atllyccliflog —, ftCtSfOflllny St minds
: ) ¥ G upport of a S i

I have endeavoured to compress them into the Smallcs% Ipossib!e conguit-sl}nnds,

desire only that the following pages may be perused in that fair '1}1);(1b ' a;]'ci

spirit, with which every other person, placed in my sityation would d et

own judges to be imbued. ) desire hig

London, Feb, 10, 1836, J. 8. BUCKINGHAM.
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PETITION FOR PRIVATE BILL.

(Prosextep Fes, 9, 1835.)

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled.— The humble Petition
of James Sill: Buckingham, late of Calcutta, in the East Indies,

Sugwers,—That your Petitioner resided, as a British subject, from the year 1818 to
the year 1823, in Calcutta, in Bengal, and during that time, by the expenditure of large
sums of money, amounting in the whole to about the sum of Twenty Thousand Pounds
sterling, and by great labour and exertion, established a Daily Newspaper, called 7%e
Calculta Journal, and which Journal, in the year 1823, had become a very valuable pro-
perty, and then yielded a very large income and profit, amounting annually to about the
sum of Light Thousand Pounds sterling.

That in the year 1823, your Petitioner was the sole Editor of such Journal; and was
beneficially entitled to Three Hundred and Thirty Shares therein as Proprietqr, the whole
having been divided into Four Hundred Shares, of the value of One Thousand Sicca Rupees,
or upwards of One Hundred Pounds sterling, each.

That the acting Governor-General for the time being (who filled this office for a few
weeks ouly, between the periods of the departure of one Governor-General and the arrival
of another as his successor) disapproved of an article which appeared in the said Journal,
in the said year 1823, but did not cause any prosecution or criminal prpceedmg to be
instituted against your Petitioner in respect of such publication, but did, by his own
authority, and without any form of trial or conviction, banish your Petitioner from his
Property and Connexions in India.

That after such banishment, the Governor-General of India for the time being, did, by
the exercise of his own authority, and without any prosecution or criminal proceeding,
cause the said Journal to be wholly suppressed ; and refused to permit any person to pub-
lish the same, so long as your Petitioner,A although absent from India, should continue
to possess any interest in the same, or derive any benefit therefrom.

That by the exercise of such power and authority on the part of the Goyernor—General of
India as before mentioned, in suddenly suppressing the said Journal, without any trial or
conviction whatever,—all the capital embarked therein, and all the gains and profits which
would have arisen from the continuance of the said Publication, were wholly destroyed
and lost to your Petitioner, to the amount, in capital, of his Three Hundred and Thirty
Shares, of the value of One Hundred Pounds Sterling each, and in income of more than
three-fourths the annual profits of the Concern, besides losses, in debts rendered irrecover-
able from others, and liabilities incurred by himself, amounting in the whole to upwards of
Forty Thousand Pounds Sterling.

That the whole of the matters and things hereinbefore recited, have been proved before a
Select Committee of your Honourable House, which, on the 4th of August, 1834, reported
their Resolutions and Evidence to the House, declaring wnanimously, that Compensation
ought to be made to your Petitioner by the East India Company, for the losses herein-
before described.

That the said Select Committee, wishing to leave the amount of such Compensation open
to an amicable adjustment,stnt?d in the said Resolutions, as their only reason for abstaining
+o name the exact sum, that “ they entertained a hope that the said East India COH?P:‘“.Y
would take the matter nto their ﬁwou‘mble consideration, and thus render’fhe further inter-
ference of Patliament in the next session, to xhxgsuch amount, unnecessary.
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That these Resolutions, th i
Honourabie. Ry S, thus unanimously adopted by the said Select Committee of your

Charles Grant (now I'::')eif é(;mmumcated by the President of the Board of Control, Mr.

i rd Glenelg), by whom the Resolutions were framed, to the Court of
accompanied by the expression of a hope that they
vourable’ consideration : And that at the same time,
; urt of Directors, expressing his perfect readiness to
which might be made by any i compromise, and to abide by any award or arbitration,
which applications, on ihe Y lmp;u tial Tribunal to which the matter might be referred ; to
answers returned w,ere thos pa;t of the Board of Control, and of your Petitioner, the only
the Report of the said Seleec(: é:;efu?al to comply with the recommendation contained it
question of Compensation, t mmittee of your Ionourable House, or to entertain the

» 10 any amount, or in any shape whatever. ’

That the further
nterference of i
ment of the Compensation t} o

PETITION FOR PRIVATE BILL,

ment, to fix the amount, and provi I 3
y A s provide for the pay:
s declared by the said Select Committee to be due to your

Petitioner, whi
refusal of’ ‘]:lvsl::g; h}?ztliv},: o [r eserved for exercise in the event of the East India Company’s
advised that a Bjl| shoulgbt s become necessary to be exercised, your Petitioner was
ts}tlltutional m » submltl]e gssto you]r ['i‘onourable House i;s}the proper and con-
Nose cases for whi ess sought for by your Petitioner, as this was one 0
1amentalone coullcf};nt"})]sgfl Wasno remedy by the ordinayry} course of lawr:, lz;ut forwhich Par-
both Houses, and receiyi : als it had recently done in the instance of a Bill passed through
East India Company werlgg é]e Hoyal Assent 5o recently as the year 1832, by which the
and Eighty-two Pounds ts)‘r G{Fed to pay the sum of Twenty-three Thousanr’i Five-hundred
Tespect of a Claim which ] erling, to the Representative of James Iodges, Esquire, in
of Parliament (2d and 3d1e fa{$.9°mpﬂny had resisted and refused, but which the Act
Pay; and which paymentisoent illiam 1V, c. 112, July 11, 1832),compelled themj_to
House of Commons (No. 235, 1\ered in their Financial Accounts, printed by Order of the

the Act 2d and 3d Willjam I\fjaga;s’]llg:;ﬁ’ page 16) as being ¢ made in obedience to

That such a B;

g ill, fo .

mittee of your Hon’ourl;rl])(]]:dﬁ(:;:lslhe, unanimous Resolutions and Report of the Select Com-

nas introduced during the la te, and conformably to the precedent hereinbefore recited,
ast session of Parliament, by the honourable Member for

Pool (Mr. Tulk : :
Wffifds read a se)éoggltci?nflxl\:ixgi tc a"g.ef? on its first reading, by a large majority—was after-
of your Honourable House or, be!z)lal}wsxon—and after Counsel had been heard at the bar

sidered in a Commj of the East India Company, was about to be con-
taken by the rignlr;[tnllllctﬁe of' ?e whole House, as a Public Bill, wl?er?z,t:c'}llsniia?gbjeoclioen was
ourable the President of the India Board (Sir John Hobhouse), as

to the form of :
proceeding, which i
stead of a Public Bill. chit was contended ought to have been that of a Private in-

That this objecti ring it i i
e proc‘]eedl:)vri]t,hrﬁ?edg:mg it mpossible, from the lateness of the session (August 28
Ly e easure as a anat.e Bill, it was withdrawn for the present o :
Bill, oty o Lhe’ens 1 the ge_neral understanding that such Bill, if introduced as a Pris o
uing session, should be allowed to pass through the stages t‘o whicllllvfllte
e

Public Bill had plevmusl arrived, w ut o osition, in order that i ref
y el ithout cierr
> PP kY that it mlght be erred to

Your Petitioner, therefore, humbly prays that your E . .
Bill to be introduced and brought iny; i?l o};der cht ltl]ielle(;?]zu;‘;ble House wi
such Bill securing to your Petitioner the payment of that ful]J(l;]'Stlce may be obtained, by
Select Committee reported to be due to your Petitioper ; and ompensation which youy
tained by appeals either to the justice or the generosity of the r; wluch? as 1t cannot be ob-
equally without the means of recovery by any form or pro “ast India Company—and js

arliament is alone competent to enforce. process of law—the authority of

Il permit such

J.S. BUCKINGHAM.

London, February 9, 1836.
19, King Street, St. James’s Square.

PARLIAMENTARY REPO.RT

ON

MR. BUCKINGHAM’S CASE.

Serecr CoxmrrreE—Housk or Cosrvons—Avcusr 4, 1834.—Ordered to take into considera-
tion the circumstances connected with the suppression of the Calcutta Journal, in the year 1823
and the loss of property entailed on Mr. Buckingham in consequence of that measure ; and to
report their opinion to the House, as to whether any and what amount of Compensation ought
to be granted to Mr. Buckingham for his losses on that account.

Mr. Lambton
Captain Maxfield
Mr. Hughes Hughes
Mr. W. S. Gladstone

Major Beauclerk
Mr. C. A. Walker
Lord John Russell
Mr. Pendarves

Mr. Charles Grant Mr. Hume ;
Mr. A. Baring Mr. John Smith
Lord Granville Somerset | Colonel Torrens
Mr. Guest Mr. Walter

Mr. Langdale Mr, H. Fleetwood Sir Robert Peel Sir Thomas Fremantle
Mr. Robert Gordon Mr. Bernal Mr. Abercrombie Sir W. Trelawney
Mr. Stuart Mackenzie Lord Althorp Mr. Wilks Mr. Blake

Mr. Charles Ross Lord Ashley Mr. Baines Mr. Robert Clive

Mr. Williams Wynn Mr.Alderman Thompson | Mr. F. Shawe Major Keppell

Mr. Cutlar Fergusson

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED TO TUE HOUSE.

1. * Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee that Mr. Buckingham resided in Bengal
from the year 1818 to 1823, under a licence of the East India Company, and was engaged as
principal” Proprietor and Editor of the Calcutta Journal, which was then a highly profitable
Concern, yielding to himself and the other proprietors a large annual income.”

9.« Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that in the year 1823, in the exercise of
the discretion vested in the Governor-General, Mr. Buckingham was, by the acting Governor-
General, ordered to quit India within two months.”

3. ¢ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that after the departure of Mr. Buck-
ingham from India, the Calcutta Journal was, by order of the Governor-General, altogether
suppressed.”

4. ¢ Resolved, That your Committee, without impugning the motives which actuated the
measures of the Government, feel that those measures have in their consequences, proved to
DMr. Buckingham and his family, penal to a degree which could not Lave been contemplated at
the time of their adoption.”

5. < Resolved, That your Committee are therefore of opinion that Compensation ought to be
made to Mr, Buckingham.”

6. ¢ Resolved, That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of
Compensution, in the bepe that that subject will be taken into the favourable conslt}eration of
the EFast India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament, in the next session, to fix

such amount, be rendered unnecessary.”

FACTS PROVED IN EVIDENCE.
1818, under the legal sanction

1. Tiar Mr. Buckingham was residing in India, in the year g ! ]
v v y and recognised by their public

of a licence granted him by the East India Company, in England,
authorities in Bengal.

9. That he established, at considerable labour and expe
Caleutta Jowrnal, which 1s described by one of the principa € I
ment, as having «created a great taste for literature, and the prosecution of enlightened pur-
suits % and which is also proved by others to have been very generally read and approved by

s © . .
the British community of India. ]
3. That, animated by the public professions of the Governor-General of India, Lord Hastings,
as to his removal of all restrictions from the Indian press, save those of a respousibility to the
regular legal tribunals, and the verdict of a jury, Mr. Buckingham, commented occasionally
himself, and at other times permitted his correspondents to comment, on the public measures of
, and a
the government in that countrye. .
arti ver ined of. to theextent of seven or eight only in th
. That some of these articles were complained of, t g ly °
oﬁ;’se of about five years, some few of them belpg made the subject of leg;ﬂ prosecution, and
:thers only of remonstrance and warnings of banishment in the event of their heing repeated,

nse, a daily newspaper, entitled the
1 functionaries of the Indian govern-
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5, That in th o , .
Buckingham wase ::qlﬁikgsl. P ;’ggeadmg which was persevered in and carried before a jury, Mr.
andironsans tenfemsd b M; o k_mt 1ln the'cas?s merfely remonstrated against, the explanations
convinced the Gover Y '-G. uckingham, in his replies to such remonstrances, appear to have

nor-General that the articles complained of did not de;erve the severe

punishment of removal from the country.

6. That { ; .
successor, OII,lo?c]le fniﬁ?xz??nuoé‘tﬁordhHﬁsmlllgs’ a short period elapsed before the arrival of his
Adam, as Senior Member of Counc‘i‘i. ich, the supreme authority was exercised by Mr. John

7. Tl i i3 infery ;
supply lgft‘ gtﬁtrilgfe:};f(:ﬁﬁ:‘ngb:;indpé;;:nttma:t tof(')li_, place, by which the office of a clerk for the
artments of Gove 3 q o cend

Dr. Bryce, the head of the Presbyterian Establishment ixl;lllllxll(gl?zf.qu satadsasad oo dhe: Sewe g

8. That Mr, Bucki Lo g
uckingham wrote in his Journal an article, in which the duties of such an

office were SI]O“D. to be incompatible w th scharge of the reverend g entleman’s
P 1 a due discl arg o

9. That for writin ishi
£ | a e this arti . : o .
g iy el aufhg“l‘}:“bl‘lillﬂ’% this article, Mr. Buckingham’s licence to reside in India
I, to quit Todla was ordered, without a trial, investigation, hearing, or any process of
» on pain of being seized and sent out of the country by force.”

10. i £ .
geng‘alrrgs&eﬁ tlllzperlod, and for some time before, Mr. Buckingham’s Journal was in sucl
between 60001 :nd BT(%IUIGSt’ as to have !Jecome_ extremely profitable, yielding an income ol
rupees, or 406081 0L, a year, and being estimated at the full market-value of four lacs of
seventy of which sterling.” On this estimate it was divided into 400 shares of 100l. each,
R y : 1ch were Pur(:l_m.sed by bankers, merchants, civilians, and others, on which the
It asers realized large dividends of actual profit, shich were paid to them at quarterly

periods.
11. That on his arrivalin England, My, Buckingham found that the India Directors, and the
o the measure of Dr. Bryce's

'Boargl of Control, had both concurred, not merely in condemning S _
appointment, but in annulling it on the ground of 1ts impropriety, and ordering Dr. Bryce to be
immediately removed from his office.

12. That notwithstanding this, the Court of Directors refused to permit Mr. Buckingham to
return to India, even to collect the sums of money that were due to him there, }vhich,' from the
nature of his business, were very widely ccattered, by which hewas prevented {rom winding up
his affairs, and saving something from the wreck.

13. That subsequently to Mr. Buckingham’s banishment from India, where le left his ex-

tensive establishment under the protection of the 1aws a3 they then stood, and which were suf-
by-law or regulation was passed by the Indian

ficient to guard it from any violation, a new eslelhonn : 3
Government, giving themselves the power (which previously hud no existence) of placing every

vact Copy of the Article itself.
n named below, (Dr. Bryce,) who, We perceive by the Index of that useful pub-

icati 3 ivi r 1 Moderator of the Kirk Session, and who, by
irectory, is a Doctor of Divinity an¢ 5 3 S , 5

glc: ‘;}:\?c;utl}lgf lt\]?en ;?gl'lg:); ;owc)r’s, now combines the ()ﬂu]:c nff:")i;l; “;Jlxl‘c“lﬂillgf;':(:t':‘tg‘: :ir(ll‘ihlécé:ﬁlclécl;t'\: c?so

Y q i is new place A & 0 S, @ k b
G e e she, public dulous dutics of 1S BEW PUESE here required, to inspect and reject whatever
sl.t-ela :aa - appear objectionable to him, chould be a competent judge of the several sorts of pasteboard,
T'xll(i:ne;an) inl‘;)stands sand, lead, gum, pounce, tape, and leather ; an_(l one vmulfl imagine that nothing
g}c;ort of n..r’egular appr’enticeship at Stationers’ Hal lify a candidate for such a situation. All

1 would gqua g s
his information however, the reverend gentleman no doubt possesses in a more eminent degree than any
s 2 -
;tllllz; person \\‘hé counld be found to do the duties of such

an ofiice; and though, at first sight, such informa-
tion may seem incompatible with a theological education, yet

we know that this country (India) abounds
th ising instances of that kind of genius which fits'a man in a moment for any post to which he
with surprisil
may be appointed.

«n Scotland, W€ helieve, the duti

The following is an ¢

“The reverend gentlema

cs of a Prc:'slgy_’rorian minister are divided between preaching on the

- days of the w\_'c.elg, visiting the sick, comforting the weak-hearted, conferring
Sabbath, and on ﬂlle ?ggs:'a(g'il)lg the timid, in the several duties of their religion. Some shallow persons
wm;l: ke B emtll(la?if 2 Presbyterian clergyman were to do his duty in India, he might alsofind abundant
might conceive, 4

¢ hout the year, in the zealous and faithful discharge of those pious duties which ought
occupation throug ou e his devout attention: but they must be persons of very little reflection indeed
Mioroiespedid Ty o engagdm» We have seen the Presbyterian flock of Calcatta take very good care of
who entertain such al ’ 1t1L1.9 without a pastor at all; and even when the chepherd was among them, he
{themselves for many m°1¥t a coptroversial newspaper, long since defunct, and to take part in all the meet-
hed SUlapt it fo s fmd flatteries, that were current at the time. He has contrived to display this
mg_s,festlvxtles, aq(lressC}S, f dispositim'l, up to the present period ; and according to the maxin ¢to him
eminently ctive if not l'?l };nore shall be given, and from him that hath nothing, even the little that e
ghat hath much (to d0) St]’ this reverend doctor, who has so often evinced the universality of his genius
hath ShEL b e i t,h.e pale of divinity or without it, is, perhaps, the very best person that could
and talents, ontner th}u.nl -ed, to take carc of the foolscap, pasteboard, wax, sand, gum, lead, lcathcl‘ré
be selected, all things copsli Clqu’t India Company of Merchants, and to examine and pronounce ontt :e
2”31‘?% %ictlllm'=£lgxsu£lsaelzailm(t- no drafts are given on their Treasury for gum that will not stick, tal

e acll, B ”

Short of measure, or inkstands of base metal.

n
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Journal in the country.under alicence, to be granted by the Governor-General, and to be revo-
cable at his pleasure, without reason assigned.

“14. That the Editor left in charge of Mr. leclginghaxn’_s Journ:}l republished in it, section by
section, and from time to time, the contents of a pamphlet, originally publisbed in England
written by the Hon, Leicester Stanhope, on the subject of a I'ree Press in British India ?\'i)ich’
publication was not complained of, nor remonstrated against in any way, during its pror;ressi\-e
appearance. =

15. That several days after this republicatien had been completed, and when no injury was
even alleged to have been either produced or apprehended from its circulation, the Government
of Bengal issued an order, witheut any previous triul, bearing, or investigation, withdrawing
the licence of Mr. Buckingham’s Journal, forbidding its further appearance, and thus anni-
Dilating, at a single stroke, a property of considerable value, when its prineipal proprietor was at
ata distance of many thousand miles, und could therefore have no means of explunation or
defence.

16. That the agents of Mr. Buckingham, who were bankers and merchants of the first re-
spectability in India, endeavoured to obtain from the Government there a renewal of the licence ;
but after various pretexts for delay, during all which time a large and expensive establishmen;,
of men was kept up in daily hope, grounded on the positive promise of such renewal, the Indian
Government at length came to the determination, that while the types, presses, and other ma-
terials belonged to Mr. Buckingham, no licence should be granted to any one to use them : thus
making the property utterly vulueless to him.

17. That one of their own servants,Dr. Muston (who was a son-in-law of one of the members
Government, Mr. Harrington) having made an advantageous offer to lease or rent the use
of types, presses, and other materials, for the period of a year, to carry on a Journal for his own
benefit, the Indian Government, though they were perfectly satisfied with the editor, who was
indecd one of their own officers, refused to grant a licence for such a paper, on the alleged
ground, that they had no security but that at the end of the year for which the lease was to be
given, the influence and control of Mr. Buckingham might again return to the Paper, though
Mr, Buckingham was then in England, and, as was well known to the Indian Government,
would not be permitted to return.

18. That after still further ruinous protractions and delays, the avowed determination of the
Indian Government not to allow the property to be used for the establishment of any Journal,
so long as Mr. Buckingham was to derive any pecuniary benefit from it, compelled the agents
of that gentleman to sell it on such terms as they could obtain, in a market, where by the very
operation of this determination of the Government, there could be few competitors for its use;;
and accordingly, the materials of an establishment, which it cost upwards of 20,0001 sterling, and
five years of fime, to bring to the state of perfection and profit described, were sold for so small
a sum, and had become encumbered with such heavy charges by the delays and difficulties
adverted to, as to leave D, Buckingham not only without proceeds, but very largely in

o
debt.

19, That the licence which the Indian Government refused to grant to Dr. Muston, to carry
on a Journal, by renting Mr. Buckingham's materials, from which both parties might have been
benefited, the same Government granted to Dr. Muston himself, immediately that he became
possessed of these materials as his own ; the effect of this being, therefore, not to suppress the
sentiments which the Journal might contain, as the Editor would in both cases be equally free
from Mr. Buckingham’s control, Dut to take the profits from the original owner, and transfer them

to the subsequent possessor.
20. That the copyrieht or goodwill of this lone-established and popular Journal, with all its
copyrig g0 085 pop ¢
consequent profits, thus taken {rom M. Buckingham, and conferred upon Dr. Muston without
purchase or consideration, was ultimately sold by the latter gentleman for his own benefit, to the
Proprietors of another Indian Paper, the Bengal Harkaru, to whom the subscribers were ac-
cordingly transferred.
21. That Mr, Buckingham has now been in England eleven years, during which he
2 g A i n Lng Yy ing has
been subjected to the greatest difficulties, arising out of the losses described; but he has,
nevertheless, persevered in every legitimate and honourable mode of appealing to the India
Pirectors, to the Board of Control, and to Parliament ; the Authorities ot the Government of
India being so protected, as to render it impossible to obtain redress from them through a Court

of Law.
09. That the result of all these proceedings has been to entail on Mr. Buckingham the total

i . o § cospects i ia, by the utter extinction of his Establi
1 of all his property and prospects in Indin, by ; stablishment th
s o - ated at the value of 40,0001, sterling ; and by the accumulation u]e:::

hich was not over-estimated i 0C j t
Emseu‘. as the party responsible for all the liabilities of the Concern, of debts to the extent of

nearly 10,0007, more.

of the

e
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OPINIONS OF EMINENT Pusric Fu~crionaries in IN DIA, 1N FAVOUR
oF A FrREE PrEss 1x THAT COUNTRY.

e d x:5'17_' éolm Jl[alcoim,'—Gene;‘-al of the Army at Madras.
epochs, when sttn 'Dgl:}\lnd on the affairs of India have been rare, except on some extraordinary
spread,of the 1{6 ntll('mf ﬂs} been forcibly drawn to that quarter, and a groundless alarm has been
sequent full discxsc Heis ;V}“d] (many conceive) must arise from such free disclosure, and. con-
will have a di utssmu of the acts of the Indian Governments. This practice, in my opinion,
our possessio 2 Icoclll.trary effect. Tt must always do great and essential good, The nature of
intrusted witlllxs m‘ ndia makes it necessary that almost absolute power should be given to those
over these rule got\iernmlents in that quarter; and there cannotbe a hetter or more efficient check
and the fre uer:f’d' '_an that which must bf{ established by the full publicity given to their acts,
e (tlvealme Iscu}fswll of all their principles of rule. Such a practice will expose impru-
it will be more ¢ is’. owever defended by the adherence of powerful friends in England ; and
which may be ee'l‘dm(!]l'to prevent oppression or injustice, than the general provisions of law,
individual ide t";id de ; or the ChGCk_Of‘supenors, who may, from conceiving the cause of an
which thay o ntified with that agthonty‘ltse!f, feel themselves condemned to support proceedings
ofour cou%:( ‘mn?_tﬁPProve. This practice, in short, restrained as it always must be, by the laws
trdrchvia 1'%’: within moderate bounds, must have the most salutary effects. Its'mcpnvemences
dhsesssal ut trifling when compared to the great and permanent benefits which it must pro-
uce; and I am confident that every effort made to repress such discussion, is not merely a
sacrifice to personal feeling and to momentary expedience of one of the best and most operative
principles of the British Constitution, but a direct approximation to the principles of that

({IRII’.-N(TA‘ Tyranyy which it is, or ought to be, our chief boast to have destroyed.—Sir John
Malcolin,

Sir Simon Toller,—the E. I. Company’s Advocate-General at Madras.

The wisest political arrangements bave been made for the public safety, and to prevent the
recurrence of those dreadful scenes. The Governor-General in his answer to the address of
the inhabitants of Calcutta, has, with a manly frankness, developed the motives of bhis policy
and has appealed to the public mind for its rectitude, and I am persuaded that he has not ap:
pealed in vain. A government, when conducted with wisdom and patriotism, has nothing to
conceal, It is involved in no mysteries; the clearer and the stronger the light in which its
principles and proceedings are presented to the public eye, the more it will be applauded.—Sir
Simon Toller.

Myr. Staveley,—Member of the Supreme Court at Madras.

To all that has fallen from my honourable friend who has Jjustsat down, I give my full assent,
and add my voice to his in commendntl‘on of that freedom, than which, in m;- opinion, a greater
ble§smg cannot be bestowed upon an Lusgem Empire. And Sir, I know no law, no reason, no
Pohcy, why it should not be emplo:\'ed to its fullest extent. I say, Sir, I know no law. There
1s none upon your statute-book which restrains the liberty of the Indian press. I speak in the
hearing of those who will correct me, if I am wrong. 1 know no regulation ; and they are
present who can set me right if I amin error. That there is no reason in such restraint, my
honourable friend who bas preceded me has shown you fully ; that there is no poliey in it, I will
prove to you before I finish. If you desire to reign within the hearts of your subjects, and
govern by their affections, you must free their thought from restriction, and the expression of it
from restraint. For what improves intellect, but the collision of mind ; and what reconciles the
mind to its rulers, but the proof that its rulers are occupied for its good ; and how shall this be
known, if the great avenues of knowledge are closed up *—DMr. Staveley.

Address to Lord Hastings from the Inhabitants of Madras.

While contemplating this important subject, it must have occurred that to the attainment of
trath, freedom of inquiry was necessary ; tbat public opinion was the strongest support of just
government, and that liberty of discussion served but to strengthen the hands of the executive.
Such freedom of discussion was the gift of aliberal and enlightened mind ; an invaluable and
unequivocal expression of those sentiments evinced by the whole tenor of your Lordship’s ad-
Wimstration,—Madras Address.

M Reply of Lord Hastings to the Address from Madras.
mighyt r::g‘?]"al of restrictions from the press has been mentioned in 'luudntory language. I
my habit olfy ]"W“-,ﬂdopted_ that procedure without any length of cautious consxderqtlon, from
toved On‘iegﬂrdlng the freedom of publication as a natural right of my fellow sup]ects, to be
invidious sha)kl],y special and urgent cause assigned. The seeing no direct necessity for these
een euided 2 e}f might have sufficed to make me break them. Iknow myself:, however, to have
wu;-tf;, 5! n tbe step by a positive and well-weighed policy. If our motives of action are
oPinion’ %mst € wise to render them intelligible throughout an empire, our hold on which is,
* Further, it is salutary for supreme authority, even when its intentions are most pure,
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to look to the control of public scrutiny. While conscious of its rectitude, that authority can
lose nothing of its strength by its exposure to general comment ; on the contrary, it acquires in-
calculable addition of force. The government which has nothing to disguise, wields the most
powerful instrument that can appertain to sovereign rule. It carries with it the united reliance
and effort of the whole mass of the governed. And let the triumph of our beloved country, in its
contest with tyrant-ridden France, speak the value of a spirit to be found only in men accus-
tomed to indulge and express their honest sentiments.—Lord Hastings's Reply.

Myr. Cutlar Tergusson,—Member of the Supreme Court of Bengal.

Mr. Fergusson rose, on the part of his client (Mr. Buckingham), to show cause against the
rule for a criminal information against the Calcutta Journal. 1In moving for that rule, the
Advocate-General (he observed) had entered very largely, and more than was usually done, into
the reasons which gave rise to his motion, in which he should endeavour to follow him. That
learned gentleman had told their lordships that it was three years since the boon of the liberty of
the press had been bestowed on India. He would tell them, however, that it was three years
since the restrictions formerly illegully imposed on that liberty had been removed by a statesman
and a friend of India, characterized by the liberality and magnanimity of his sentiments, who had
thus conferred aninestimable blessing on this country, which would cause him to be remembered
with gratitude by future generations ; for if there was any one blessing likely to be more pro-
ductive than another of great and lasting benefit, it was certainly that liberty of discussion,
through the exercise of which, every suggestion for its improvement, and the advancement of its
interests, might be brought into the field of fair and open argument, and, if proved to be of
advantage, adopted for the general good. Ie was ready to admit that the liberty of the press
was subject to some evils, although he regarded it as the greatest blessing that could be conferred
on society ; but he knew of no boon that could be granted which was capable of producing so
many beneficial effects as this, by its bringing into discussion, and to the notice of the Govern-
ment, an infinite number of subjects connected with the interests of this immense empire over
which its sway extended, and with the amelioration of the condition of our Indian subjects.

Sir Edward Hyde Last,—Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Bengal.

His Lordship, the Chief Justice, Sir Edward Hyde Last, then passed to the consideration of
the merits of the case before the.Court. They had nothing to do, he considered, with the liberty
of the pressabstractedly. The Government of the country, with the advice and sanction of the
authorities at home, had established that liberty ; and he considered that a free press, or the
liberty of publication without a previous censorship, was calculated to produce much good.

My. Cutlar Fergusson,—on the Responsibility of Indian Governors.

The discussion which had given rise to this action had arisen in consequence of a question
started, and long and warmly disputed by very unlearned persons, he thought, as to the power
of the Governor-General to transmit, without trial, British subjects licensed to reside in India.
Giving his opinion as a lawyer, he must say he thought there was 1no dpubt of the existence of
the power to transmit persons licensed to reside ; and persons resxdmg in India without alicence
were, in a legal sense, committing a misdemeanor every dgzy, which the law, ho‘\vever, over-
looked. DBut the power of transmission, although it did exist, was a matter of high trust and
responsibility, which should not be exercised but on occasions that imperatively ca\l’led for it,
He did not see that any such occasion had arisen, and he hoped that no such occasion would
ever occur, nor did he believe that it would ever be exercised as long as the government of India
was in the hands of its present rulers. Such a power had been vested in the Government,
because a monopoly of the trade of the country having been given to the ast India Company,
all others were considered as interlopers, who should be removed from the country if their
conduct was obnoxious to the servants of the Company. But this power of transmission, like
the power of the servants of the Crown during the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, and
every discretionary power, could not be exercised without high responsibility, and wasnot to be
used on slight occasions. In both these trusts the ends of justice were to be satlsﬁe'd and not
defeated ; and no lawyer would deny but that wrongs, occasioned by the undue exercise of this
or any other purely discretionary power, would be heard and redressed.

Sir Edward West,—Chief Justice of Bombay,—on the same subject.

When the India Company sent out orders for imposing restrictions on the press at Bombay,
the two judges of the King’s Court there, Sir Edward West and Sir Charles Chambers, rejected
it as an infringement on the liberty of the subject, and wholly repugnant to the laws of England,
Their judgment was pronounced so recently as 1826, when all the facts and all the arguments of
the preceding cases were fully before them ; and on that occasion the Chief Justice, Sir Edward
West, used these expressions, namely : ¢« It may be remarked, that the power of sending British
subjects home from India, as it has‘bs.een gxercx;ed over the press, was probably never contem-
plated by the Legislature  an opinion in which all history bears him out. "It was a power
given merely to remove from India rival traders, under .the old .monopoly, and meant for com.
mercial purposes alone ; it is, therefore, wholly a perversion of this power to apply it to persong
whose only offence is, that they entertain and express opinions not agreeable to the Goyernment,
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Lord William Bentinck,—late Governor-General of India.

1In addition to the publicly-expressed opinions of the noblemen and gentlemen named above,
21; etter has bee1.1 ad_dressed to Mr. Buckingham by Lorp Wrrrian Bentinck, the late Governor-
0 enfgral of India, in reply to a request made to him to state frankly his opinion, as to whether

e Ireedom of the Press, exercised by the Caleutta Journal, had been productive of good or
evil to India ;—of which the following is an extract :

t * My early determination was not to interfere with the Press ; and I had, therefore, no occasion
0 compare the different degrees of freedom of discussion prevailing before and subsequent to
my arrival. - The boldness of language which I have heard ascribed to you, did not probably
‘e‘:‘:ﬁf{id )trl::{,t, \&h}(ﬁ}; has beer; ﬂfsumed by the Calcutta journals in latter years; but its novelty
ence Uf" & I,:I. N i; arm allbt lose, and especially the older functionaries, who consider the exist-
say that ‘thisleqo) _";’Sb to "hf“.c"mpﬂtlble with the safety of our Indian empire. I am I.mpp}: to
insteazl of n“oldlzle' 1:.n’slon fn.s graduull_\v given way toas general aconviction that F.rc’e Discussion,
S elrce )tl'(l:)llua' a0y those 'drended.e\.'lls, hus been productive of great benefit, and has led
of Iheséj }s}u )1 sl't'e unpyim,qmeut of our administration. Under an assumption of the correctness
journal 510 itons, 1, m my time, should lave scen with satigfaction the circulation of a
J al, conducted with the ability which has distinguished all your writings.

“ I am, Sir, your obedient servant, W. Bextinck.”

Sir Charles Metcalfe,—present Governor-General of India.

Fr(/a&e?]grgog?:l(}énﬁ ltes'tmmlny in favour of the importance, safety, and undoubted benefit of the
att % € _I.e.SS to _ndm,v:md the consequent impolicy :'md 111_)ust1c9 of punishing with
er ruin any individual for being the first to give that blessing a practical exercise m that
country, the following extract is given from the speech of Sip Cuarnrs Mrreavrr, the present
acting Governor-General, who succeeded Lorp Wiriian Brytisck, in reply to a Public
Address presented to him by the British and other inhabitants of Calcutta in the year 1835
on ﬂim subject of the Freedom of the Pressin India. 7These are Sir Charles Metéalfe's own
words :
e I look to the increase of knowledge, with the hope that it may strengthen our empire ; that
it may remove prejudices, soften asperities, and substitute a ragional conviction of the bc,nnlilt'§
of our Government; that it may unite the people and their rufers in sympathy ; and that ﬂth;;
differences which separate them may be gradually lessened, and ultimutely ﬂnnihi’luted i\'ll'lt-
ever, however, be the will of Almighty Providence respecting the future Governmcnt'of Ind‘i‘
it is clearly our duty, as long as the charge is confided to our hands, to execute the trust to tl;lé
be'st of our ability,” for the good of the people. The promotion of knowledee, of which the
Liberty of the Press is one of the most efficient instruments, is manifestly an essential part of that
duty. It cannot be that we are permitted by Divine authority to be here merely top(:ollcct tl‘m
revenues of the country, pay the establishments necessary to keep possession, and eet into debt
to supp_ly the deficiency. ~ We are, doubtless, here for higher purposes ; one o,f(whi%h is to pour
the enlightened knowledge and civilization, the arts and sciences of E\,Jrope over the l'an?l ]'lud
thereby improve the condition of the people. Nothing, surely, is more likely to cmlul\l;:t; t
these ends than the Liberty of the Press. Those who object to'it are further bm)md to show tlr(::
1t is not salutary for the Government and its functionaries to have the check of a I“reesl’(:" 58 odn
their conduct, and that the exercise of arbitrary power over a restricted press is prefer Cl‘:l t
the control of the laws over a free one—assumptions which cannot be muimaincd:" P ;e

Latest Intelligence from India.

Accounts have been received from Madras up to the 7th of September, 1835. They state that
measures were in progress to celebmte the establishment of a FREE PRESS in India by S}p
C‘,.HAI(LES Mercaree.  As a public expression of the feelings of satisfaction with which this
gllem]:dnlxeasura livu?'lrecellved in India, it was proposed, among other things, that a MEDAL

hould e struek off i - of Sir Charles, for establishine 5 Wi g
e in honour of Sir Charles, for establishing the Freedom of the Press in that

th(;A ;)S:;;utta a grand dinner had taken place to celebrate the establishment of the Freedom of
)

eretofore e‘:;%c;;LJ’O‘l?l{l' lof Sir Charles Metcalfe, who Lad broken down the restrictions
Go\remmem;_houqe ‘0""31 this important organ of the people. Several gentlemen from the
““ The Freedom L f ‘t’\;lel)presel’]'t,‘?ggl the principal Parsee merchants, Among the toasts were,
“ The Regenoration 0? PH]?SS; ", Sir Charles Metcalfe, the Liberator of the Press m‘Indm i
Grey and the het' ! BQ af,l)d H §uccess to the cause of Ireedom and Reform ;_' “ Lord
which it wag sta ol““] ‘1]-‘. &"c. &e.  Many excellent speeches were delivered ; in one of
thirty-five years (afi;f -“:dt Sir Charles Metcalfe saw the censorship established in 1800, and
done, the vrishes un:I“ 31(115 11{3‘ l_nld remoyed all restrlptions, opposing, as it was believed he had
Charles was drun at the risk of the displeasure of the Court of Directors, The health of Six

3 unk wrth t] rates : : : o
1 Caloutta were illuminat:il:g eratest enthusiasm, In the evening, many of the principal houses
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Opixions or -Pusric Mex 1x ENGLAND, as To THE TREATMENT
or Mr. Buckincuam, axp Hi18 Just Craimms To REDREss.

Myr. Lambton,—now Lord Durham.

«Mr. Buckingham has been the victim of the most Crutr CrrressioN, not Warrgnted by
sound policy or expediency, but arising from a wanton and aggravated spirit of despotism. If
such things are allowed to go unredressed, it is idle to talk of the responsibility of the Indian
Government, I do maintain that Mr. Buckingham has suffered from the grossest tyranny,
and that to suffer the repetition of such practices 1s to endanger the very existence of the
empire,” . . .
Sir Francis Burdett,—East India Proprietor.

¢« [e had heard nothing which could palliate the act of tyranny, for hp could call it by no
other name, which bad been committed against Mr. Buckingham., He felt bound to declare
that a more gross case of cruelty had never been prese{lteq to the mnotice of the House. The
object before the House at present was, the relief of an mdnvxﬂual whom he considered to have
Deen treated with a cruelty unmerited and almost unparalleled.

M. Denman,—now Lord Denman.

¢« My, Buckingham had been torn from his business, from his friends, from all hisl hopes,
and had been sent to a distant country, where he was ruined, and was, perbaps, onﬁ.le very
veree of beggary. 1t was horrible to hear of such .tlungs. It was ho}'rlb}le t{? see any thing like
an :?ttempt to introduce into this country that Indian atmosphere, which he for onel was no'tﬁp{,f-
pared to breathe. Ile considered this to be one of'the most cru_cl', oppressive, anc ]‘in‘]ll:'mtl a %
acts, which he had ever known to have heen committed by a DBritish Governor, in the history o
the Colonies, bad as they were.”

Mr. Scarlett,—now Lord Abinger.

« Mr. Scarlett observed, that no action could be brouglt against the Governmen]t of I'n(h(;\
for the exercise of that prerogative, and the only mode of redress therefore lefl'tiwns t m}tJ St.lvte
by the noble lord, a Select Commiittee of Inquiry. He was sur.prlse_d that the1 o}lsel’d“] 0 ?ere
snid to he the guardians of the lives, the ]1bert.ws,.zmd properties of %he pfop e,fcot(ll hear "grﬁo
clause of the petition read without instantly affording the petmo:l)er t]e legums o ress..‘Yh (;
petitioner stated that he was banisked from India lumsglf, and that the lcencedox copyn&, to
his Journal was taken from him and co-proprietors, without compeusil(imlrjx, ;111 presenlte as a
gift to the son-in-law of one of the members c_)f the government. Could the House endure this
st ont without endeayouring to ascertain its truth 2 Not only was he banished, but the most
bmtemlcn art of the property he loft behind him was also taken from him without consideration.
v;lluub-e; p:‘temenls were proved, the Government of India deserved the .reprel_)ension of the
{fogjzzh;rfd(‘(lie country, for punishing a man \'vithout trial.  Without giving h({mhthe oppor-
tunity of defending himself, they transported him and glestro;;(?dlixlls Properﬁ){*, and t en!.tll;fs only
answer they gave him was, that it was given to his friend Dr. Muston. _He _was&m“] ing fo
e anv harsh terms, but this conduct was not only oppressive but corrupt; and should his
uzli)]ftlzntzricml acting upon the hint given him by thg right honourable gentleman opposite, give
;:oticc of a ];IOIiOllofOI' a Select Committee of Inquiry on another day, he would certainly sup-

vort him.” _ . .
: Sir Charles Forbesy—East India Propreetor.
« T have found that Mr. Buckingham, evef silnce his air.ri]vull inbEugjlmtn‘i‘,.illfsb?gi‘crlo;}) Itgdt&e
) - whi . Pa - eave of him in the letters which he brough A
’(!mmct(‘.} “'lhlixc'zkvéu;e'e{l qci?llt\zilr%’:}ssckinghnm, the more highly I think of his character and talents.
jlxhx(:]::;‘ ]!?umn;le n;am than he is does not, to my knowledge, exist ; and there are persons present
‘ho can testify that he has afforded relief to others at a time when he has been very much in
“-:l t }nim;clf. If gentlemen have doubts on this subject, the fact can be proved by Mr,
Lt ‘ham's frieni‘xs for friends he has, who will stand by hup, whatever may be the result of
Jh-]d(m‘g',l,d voceedinﬂ‘s’. Yes, Sir, 1 am proud to say he has friends who will support him, and
this day’s P¥ i of justice against oppression over and over again, to the termination of the
;]\(Ivoc;lltel!h("C((')-:]‘:;_myis charter ; ay, even to the conclusslor;1 of]tlmt \.vluc'h may fglllow; and T
Tast India @ -er lose sight of the object they have in view until they haye
ar 7 they may never 0S¢ & g :
earnestly hope they

accomplished it. WM. II{{)ne,——EaSt India Proprz’etor.

considered an isolated one. Every one who feels
. i oham'’s case ought not to be ; soob : i

« Mr. 1_311.c1\‘1nng,1(; }nhis (_ounm?men in the Colonies, where de:po{x; hpowei prevails, ought to
for the situatio th him. It isacase of great importance, and ope that Mr. Buckmgham

m-all{e °°“If§°ﬁ£?f§p‘§:-t to which his talents and his misfortunes alike entitle him, The state-
will recely
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ments which were originally made by BMr. Buckingham have been most fully borne out by the
evidence given before the Committee of the House. I do not speak of the evidence of Mr.
Buckingham or his friends, but of the documentary proof afforded by the East India Company.
Under these circumstances, I consider Mr, Buckingham’s case to be not only one of great
individual hardship, but also of infinite general importance, By supporting Mr. Buckingham,

we shall at once evince our admiration of his conduct, and our detestation of the power by
which he has been oppressed.”

Mr, J. B. Lewin,—formerly Advocate-General in India.

“ On the private and public merits of Mr. Buckingh
between us is, whether any public man could
difficulties of his situation. Do you not v
conduct has been admitted on all hands”
though open and manly in the extreme, ha
disappointment ? NIy, Buckingham 1
yours to provide that he is also indem
deserved the support of his fellow-cou

am we are all agreed. The only difference
have braved better than he has braved the particular
earn with sympathy towards a man, whose private
to be free from reproach, aud whose public conduct,
s been productive to him of nothing but suffering and
as done well, and suffered well, for your sakes. Be it
nified well for the losses he has sustained. If ever a man
ntrymen, it is Mr, Buckingham.”

The Honourable Douglas Kinnaird,— East India Proprietor.

“ Mr, Buckingham is entitled to sympathy,

; as a gentleman of unimpeached character, who is
suffering under a great calamity,

L : without being in any degree the author of his own misfortunes.
There is not a single India Director who would not, with all his heart, make some compensation,
but for.this reason, that they dare not censure any of the acts of their servants abroad. There is
not an individual Director with whom I have ever conversed on the subject, who did not say
that Mr. Buckingham’s was one of the hardest cases he had ever heard of, Theyall acknowledge
that they have not a word to say against him as 2 man and a gentleman ; they would willingly
meet him on friendly terms in 2 private room ; but they say, if we afford him redress, if we save
him from destruction, we pass censure upon the despotic power existing ten thousand miles oft,
and that we dare not do.”’

¢ It has been said that Lord Hastings, if he had remained in India, would hav
necessary to banish Mr. Buckingham, as had heen done by his successor.
Lord Hastings’s own hand, that Mr. Buckingham never
believed that he never would have written any thin
B0 severe a measure, IKor my own part, having h
personal intercourse with Mr. Buckingham, from the moment of his arrival in this country
up to the present period, I can declare that I never met with a gentleman who under the

ifficulties and distresses with which he has had to contend, hehaved with n’mre consistenc

and uprightness—or showed a greater disposition to behave in a fair and conciliator mannel‘y
It is not a little to his credit, that, after standing before the public eye for so ]onrr):x eriod,
with the most searching scrutiny applied to every incident of s ap 2

¢ his public and private life no
man can put his hand upon his heart and point out any one of his acts ag d‘ishoxlx)ourable. ’

e found it
But I have it under
wrote any thing, and he, Lord Hastings,
g which could induce him to resoit to
ad frequent and almost uninterrupted

Lord John Russell,— Chairman of the Parliamentm'y Committee.

“I am of course in possession of all the facts which were laid before the Committee and I
am prepared to state, that baving listened attentively to all that transpired in the Com’mittec
my opinion of the hardslips suffered by Mr. Buckin i i

: ¢ gham is, instead of being weakened -
terially strengthgned! by the experience and knowledge I have thus acquired.l> What we)hxz]y.lvEl
met here to consider is, the great hardships and gri .

' : evous losses sustained hy Mr. Buckingham
i]q cholnsequence of conduct‘, which, so far fron_x attaching any blame to him): is in my op%nion:
ﬂigseye;l:ono‘llmbhtg‘ :}nd (]I)raxscml)]r.tllly, and perfectly conformable to those rules of conduct and
o° examples of freedom, which we are accustomed to admire and hold up for imita(j
others of our own countrymen, b forimitation by
€ Beir i e i . ;
Buc]ﬁﬁtlﬁﬁ,?“}l p?rF,]hmqqg had an opportunity of reading all these articles published in Mr,
o) umaler‘m]'z touma ,hwhzch were particularly found fault with by the Indian government, I
S and e to sda){ that there !s not one of those articles, although they must all have been
only:dees n:)nsente in the hurry inseparable from the publication of a Daily Paper, which not

, but are such as would do
v oie | g . welfare of the community in which he lived,
tion, on the Satt Ofst}‘lﬂvezyllef:son to be!xeve were written and published with a perfect convic-
therefore entj ¢ author and publisher, that he was serving the cause of truth, and was

itled ; : : € .
en Government"txo the thanks of his fellow-subjects, and the approbation of a wise and henevo-

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATE

ON

THE CLAIMS OF MR. BUCKINGHAM

TO

Compensation from the East India Company,

FOR THE DESTRUCTION OF HIS PROPERTY IN INDIA.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Avcust 28, 1835.

Mr. TULK moved the Order of the Day for the Honse to resolve itself into a _Comflzlolt]t]eeu(l)é'
the whote House, on the Bill to enable Mr, Buckingham to recover (flollnp?r;slt'v‘.}'?:ts e
East India Company, for the destruction of his property by the acts of their i

Sir J. HOBHOUSE said that he was anxious to know from the Speaker whether this was to
be considered a private or a public bill ?

The SPEAKER was understood to reply that it was undoubtedly a private bill.

Sir J. HOBHOUSE then began to read one of the standing orders w1t.h’ reSpe::t. t?{g:fszcilenl;t
ionof i bills. It was laid down in the standing order, which he, read to the Ho tl', ; n
bt lvm((:ul(ll :ot, rece‘ive any petition for a private bill after the 13th of ;?Inrctx ,l 1.'11d bg
tl‘_‘?'HO'ﬁ?l‘zhoul(l be read a first time after the 13th of April; and that no.;e[‘)m; tslloi]{ i
l')éé‘e(il\sﬁd :\fter the 13th of June. He thought, therefore, that this standing order of the House

d their proceeding with this bill. . . 0y
PrSI(‘:IIquePFAKI;R was understood to say that the furth‘er consulcrntlfm of. }_hl.stllullhth]oqgg]hug
The SPL ras not shut out by the standing order which had been read ; for 1e‘ oi se h
'prg\'n‘te o= “-ato dispense with such orders if it pleased ; and t:lus very day the royal assent

}t ilnblézs g‘i‘;'zln to sé\l’)eral private bills introduced without compliance with such orders.
ha

i i ight honourable baronet, the President of
-, HUME said he was really surprised tlml:thgngh : net, esi

oy I—‘IUME 'Sl“dsl)olﬂd now rz)\,ise a technical objection to a bill, the principle of w hich had
o lndm'Bozlu‘t d its passine throueh a second reading. After the full discussion given to the

)y its pass gh a sel ading ex S e 1o
Elif);c::lg [tl)]lx)t?ti; ﬁryst intlroduc?ion, and the large maj orltybliy \\'hutlll th:nquis:({ll}l 5\ :{:otl:‘;(:]n t‘i;lef;lte](zé

1 l iti i d ems a 8
rithstanding the opposition of the right honourable gen , 1 i )

llllm“ léh\:'t(:lllll((];?ﬁ\ve heai(lll no more of any obstacles thrown in the way of a cliun]\ gﬁllﬁgelgl:;
. :s)?isce and entitled to the consideration of every just mind. (I{-Iem, he:\r‘.l) ) ri((eb'o(‘tion it
- it \,v:xs an act of cruelty to Mr. Buckingham to interpose such a t(‘L1 inica 11)'{% otion ot
Zdyll mm‘nent as this ; for what were the facts of the case? W lny.t 1es"e(."d,;.net A i

Cabine ey, co! 10of very nearly the same members as the present Cab e
e e Bomumsttos of | ir ich Committee reported unanimously that
Melbourne, granted a Committee of Inquiry—which Comm e i "oyt by the Hand
1\[e Buckin’ %mm ought to receive compensation—the ,-esoluu?n's d,el:l'gthe I Sostcare 5
oerord Glegxrlelg then and still a Cabil}et} NIIi?lStelif)and 3p{’ﬁ:‘1§me¥ e et

g ) ; t (Lord John Russell), now ad gl £

State for th(;! tHP?]ﬁ,g)ﬁﬁ:t 2;_“3:]1 t(his, the new President of the India Board, in g[y)pt?snﬁm to
m.ons, and ye ,‘Sll as well as to his colleagues, came forward, after t‘mll.ngltob_(:;utlign IC(I{Ous'e
his pl-e.decessoll ? ;1el-its of the question, to put it aside by a purely techmcu' o { i . - ear,
il L on LS 1 that this conduct of the right honourable baronet was to him _per ectly
hear.) He confesst‘l( he must say that he thought he would have done lumse]_f more _hononr';f
unaccountable . z,l.n(-d nmnthy, waving all technicalities, and put the question on its merits

1is Biad eb1ue {%le‘::lonly ought it to be decided. (Hear, hear.) ‘ .
it id that the objection he had stated was no technical one, but an objec-
Sir J. HOBHOUSE S?‘ -operly taken by the Counsel for the East India Company when they
. vel)lpf! ?llxis b}gll were to be proceeded with, contrary to the estnbh'slled rules
f private bills, the East India Company would not have time to get

tion which had bee
were heard at the bar.
of the House in the case 0
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up their i y i

qll:estion ‘(;i;sri :};{:‘rp(xio?er manner. Justice could not be done to either party, unless the

o ol belce 0 a Committee up stairs, and it would not be possible that a deter-
ome to by such a Committee during the present session of Parliament.

Mr. O’CONN 1 wi
—as a public bilELI'JI‘ll:(?IEgJ];:i;}:]e 1;‘1!;‘;5:&(1_?% nlll)o“'Efl to go forward as it had commenced
second time as such, counsel had bIe)e heard ;) fo ; bl'OUght_m as such, it had been read a
which would have be’:en th(; 8 g n lleadrt efore their bar instead of before a committee,
when the opponents of tl p] .1[; place had the 13111 beer_l regarded as a private one ; and now
stand on, t} ’ t the bill were beaten on its merits, and had not an argument left to
Rl iey turned round and met it with a miserable technicality. (Hear, hear ;
as high time that such courses . chnicality. (Hear, hear.) Really
character of a tribunal of justi TSES “5_§llcse should be laid aside; they were unworthy the
ing, this was one. (‘Heq ‘JUISEIC.G 5 and if ever there was a case in which they were unbecom-
Buckingham’ Lear, iear.) .“ by, what was the allegation of the counsel 2 That Mr.
0 S s paper was full of articles, daneerous to tl ¥ ; :

nent without trial, and the subse » dangerous to the safety of India, and that his banish-
Now look at the facts Tn the. quent suppression of his Journal, were necessary to its security.
plained of, not as “bel.lous _ef(S[‘).ace of five years of a daily publication, five articles were com-
tures on their conduct .(:‘ «l.le, but as disagreeable to the Indian government, as all stric-
them, which were so S"Lt‘i:‘;'-t :'“10 to be. Of these, explanations had heen given of four of
was said of them. The }';ftlx \‘\11?150;36 C\'Cl[l tlo that complaining government, that nothing more
instantly acquitted. (Hear ‘1 P ; secx‘l ed and carried before a jury, and Mr.Buckingham was
being full of dingerons 'lt"l lef'll.) Vas not that an _answer to the assertion of his Journal
aw, though therbe was 1;1(; :f'ie? : 1Buf: thcn_:t. was said that he was banished in due form of
order for his departure \\'1:‘. and no conviction be it remembered, but a mere summary
mitted under molbiis f' 1y 1t was th'ls very circumstance of its being an oppression com-
If it had el stf’u:;lo Imvz. tha!. made it so worthy the attention and redress of this House.
the grossest ﬂ’cts t:? 'Y‘Spe_alur.g., illegal, the courts of law would have afforded a remedy ; but
them— (hear heqr\f_]'us%lce llllg’:’llt.l‘Je perpetrated under colour of law, and this was one of
interfers, for lhe‘ r) L(u;f on fthilt gl({L}nd alone, he must say, he thought the House bound to
and ]lif'h,est duti pro (’—[C{'f)r} o t‘|e su )_]ecf‘ against oppression was one of its dearest functions
Sllb'ect? st duties. (Hear, hear.) It was said, too, that'there was no time to consider the
] ) properly during the present session. Why should there not be time? The evidence
4y In a very small compass, and the House might hear it and determine on the amount of
* Compensation that should be given, in a single sitting. There was always time for"usl'n O.f
persons were but willing to employ it for that purpose. (Hear.) Tor himself, he 31 . “ltce’ 4
that he thought a clearer case of robbery had never been established than that whicl l]ml o
Perpetrated towards Mr. Buckingham. ~Not even the history of the C(,lonip;_l‘),:l]c A WA hess
:::r}tt\ If)‘rc.sent another such case of unparalleled wrongs; t’.of after the ucrluit‘ml b‘v‘ t?ni lé(;‘:;::-
el 011 four pf the :.\rtxcles _compl:}med of—fmd :1c_qmtt:ll by a jury for the fifth—he was

of thizC( f.or.a sixth article, which so far from being an improper one, was a mere anticipati @
Nad entan Yy judgment passed by the India directors themselves. It condemned i(n \'crl" Oll}
tcnogof tf]eter-n?s' the appointment of a Scotch parson to be a Stationer-General qylmtll(
e ai ticle was to show that the two offices were incompatible—]a¢ the er;(; ‘1?(, " Js
Tot ga ou il abandon one and adhere to the other—be either parson or shtri)m{ern b Ot( 105
happened ;“ %\“}t s thf:‘duhes of either would be sureto be neglected, ‘And wh t"‘ "nl(l)L
W COnde.mnei i)) tllns. That as soon as ever this appointment was heard of in F“lf:], “il Y
demned T th; Gy t 1e Court of Directors—condemned by the Board of Controlas ‘l\n( 5 1t
il bY ?neml Assembly of Scotland, to whom the parson wa e Lon s
jutied by all three—though Mr. Buckingham, who had been the S amenable, and was

fl«:‘ “wsctlm-‘;\:ulm?t)" was made the vietim ot‘i’h i‘s p;ﬂ)lic \‘i;'tlle—c?lxlé:ﬁ‘h;‘sc to call public attention
ol vf& III)CI.) did him honour, and for which he should have been t} 'lea.r)_'fm_ rc_“”." this was
d of being banished and ruined. (Hear, Hesr I 1anked and rewarded, jn-
honol‘lmble baronet would wave these technical (;{;sl'il)‘ucr'lf o g perefore, that the right
question on its merits, as on those alone it ought to he (]]C(Cri](?:}d‘m(I(II(}tC.tI}])CIlioll?c deal with the

= J ar, hear,

Mr. WILKS said Le concurred entirelyin every word that had been u

able and Iearned member for Dublin ttered by the honour-

¢ P and added his earnest praver thy
th suffer justice to be defeated by a mere technical: Arnest prayer that the House would
<40 mine years ago that he (Mr, Wik ing thon ({Hear, hear.) It was now mor
Joined with his friend S"C]“‘-II' ilks), being then a Proprietor of India .‘~'t i 11]‘1?
Henry Strachey, Sir Jolm“D( {‘lll es Forbes, Mr. John Smith, the eminent city I:u(:lcéz lqll'('
2:11;)‘511 i“teresled ek wel('-u-)e) Oef, Itr?(?i honourable member for Middlesex, and 6théyq \—;ll\ l1ls
JECt of Mr, Bucki ) 4 as any member of that House co —to bring tl
;‘Oasﬂf’ém“i‘“ L thengllnll?;ycst \\;;;(;t;g:obef(}l'e the Court of I’ropriet01~:seatc (t)l‘xl}zdh}:teli'l tlgo}::: . ?Ilg
end . refore, fr

never entnetit' And he must sz’w, that du’rhi(:mlihel].mgm”-mg’ and he had watclied its progress
Sty o tained but one opinion on it g all that period up to the present moment he had
¥s PPressively ang cruelly deprli\:e(‘lvmfd]l was this—that Mr. Buckingham was most u'n-
forou out having committel oo 0f his personal liberty and ruined in his property
Were so fzilndili‘q‘l-“dl could never be [3:3[:(‘)‘1‘1‘!? Ib'ltt fm-.condpct which did him th% llg’«.flle'sl’:
arto the people of England B’ene(r-ll)lnv tg his praise. (Hear, hear.) The facts
ally, that this was the almost uniyersal senti-

- %.Mﬁ_
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ment ; and his conviction was that the conduct of the right honourable baronet (Sir John
Hobhouse) in opposing this just and reasonable claim would escite the greatest astonishment
wherever it was known, if even stronger feelings were not engendered by it. Mr. Buckingham
he would contend, had acted with the greatest delicacy in not pressing these claims forwar(i
before. He had suffered much time to elapse, and the delay was imputed to him as matter
of blame 3 but when the motives and reasons of that delay were known, it would be seen that
not the slightest blame could be fairly imputed to Mr. Buckingham for its occurrence. He
must repeat that Mr. Buckingham’s case was one of the greatest hardship he had ever known ;
that his claims to compensation were founded in the strictest justice : and that he should
Jament to see them set aside upon a mere matter of form, while the House, in every step it
had yet taken, had acknowledged the principle of the bill and recognised the claim as just and
reasonable, leaving its amount open to compromise and adjustment in the committee. For
these reasons, he sincerely hoped that the bill would be allowed to go forward as a public bill,
and secure the sanction of the House at least in the present session. (Hear, hear.)

Sir R. M. ROLFE opposed the claim on various grounds; one, that Mr. Buckingham
had been warned of the consequences of the course which he was pursuing, but that he
had nevertheless persevered in that course ; another, that it was not in India, as in England,
where any government might laugh the attacks of the press to scorn, knowing that there was
a popular assembly in which those attacks, if unjust, might with ease be repelled ; a third,
that if the claim were granted, it would assume the shape of a tax on the natives of India, who
were altogether uninterested in the subject.

Mr. BUCKINGHAM said, that it was with great reluctance that he presented himself to the
notice of the House on this occasion; but in doing so he was actuated by two powerful
motives, each of them, e believed, of sufficient force to satisfy the House that he was justified
in the course he was about to take. His first motive was a desire to set himself right with the
House, as to certain personal imputations that he thought had been most unjustly cast upon
him by the right hon. President of the Board of Control ; and his second motive was a desire
to save the time of the House and shorten the discussion, by putting them in possession of the
main facts of the case in as brief and connected a form as the extent over which it was neces-
sarily spread would admit. (Hear, hear.) On these two grounds he entreated the indulgence
of the House while he addressed to them the few observations which he thus felt it his duty
to offer. The right hon. baronet (Sir John Hobhouse) had, in his first speech, delivered on
the introduction of the bill now before the House about a week ago, deprecated the presence
of any lion. member during a debate on a question in which he was himself personally inte-
rested, and complained of his (Mr. Buckingham’s) presence, as being unprecedented and
embarrassing ; he had next deseribed the measures taken by him (Mr. Buckingham) to put hon.
members in possession of his case by sending them a printed paper, and to ensure their
attendance by issuing a written circular—as wholly inconsistent with the character of a mem-
ber of parliament. Now these were very grave accusations, such as, if substantiated,
would deservedly prejudice him in the eyes of his constituents and the country, and indeed
render him unworthy to sit among those by whom he was now surrounded. Yet this had
been the statement which had gone forth to the world, and he therefore felt it his duty now
to rise in his place and give these imputations his most strennous and most unqualified con-
tradiction. (Hear, hear.) But he would not content himself with this, he would show to the
House that he was acting on well-established precedents, on examples of the strictest ionour,
on rules of every day practice, as well as of reason and common sense. (Hear, hear.) As to
example and precedent, he would content himself with quoting two of recent date as sufficient
for his purpose. When the hon. and gallant admiral, the member for Devonport (Sir Kd-
ward Codrington), brought forward the claims of himself and his brother officers and seamen,
to the prize money due for the capture of the Turkish fleet at Navarino, that gallant admiral,
then belonging to a profession, the very soul of swhich is honour, felt no scruple whatever in
being himself the individual to advocate the claim, to make the motion, and to take the lead
in earrying it to a close; and not a whisper was breathed ‘on either side of the House in ob-
jection to such a course. (Hear, hear.) And if it should be said that the gallant admiral was
claiming for others as well as for himself (though his own share was by far the largest in the
amount that he claimed for the whole), so also in his, Mr. Buckingham’s case, there were
others, whose property had been invaded, and to whon{ cmrgpensat%on was due, he meant the
seventy English gentlemen who were co-proprietors with himself in the Calcutta Journal at
the time of its suppression, and whose rights he was bmmd_ to dgfen(] and ':ulvocnte as well as
his own. {Hear, hear.) But there was a case still more in point, in which the amount was
much larger, and the claimants more numerous ; he meant the case in which twenty millions
sterling had been voted by that House as compensation to the West India proprietors for the
abolition of slavery. Of these gentlemen there were several who were members of that House,
and he would ask whether there was any feeling of delicacy wln.ch kept these gentlemen away
when the case of their compensation was coming on for discussion ?  (Hear, hear.) On the
contrary, was it not notorious, not only that they were uniformly all present, but that the
of them spoke in favour of their claims, and that they all voted for the large

greater number 1 - : .
Sum of money of which they were o share in the receipt. (Hear, hear.) Did any one
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condemn ther i Fgld
longing to thtral‘faorlx:otllllslsi?n;"_d Was 1t not the constant practice for honourable members,be-
facturing, and iping o 11;35ts which were represented in that House, agricultural, manu-
cuniary interests, without © present, take part in, and vote on questions affecting their pe-
or even on that' of his co leploi"‘h and without blame > Now as to votine on his own claim,
and he only wished that ;Jli[mp“etors’ he (Mr. B.“d.{ingllm") had abstningd from doing this :
questions flint eaps before tl1erﬁgentlemen pecuniarily interested in the decision of ;’arious
of corporate property, or th 1¢ House, whether for the adjustment of tithes, the appropriation
abstain. from [votinn-} A e regulation of the corn laws, wonld only follow his example, and
ge{;l‘.) At least he t;éltntl?:lxlte?xtlwt?xse lézlrllgc\l;lltxlclinl' p(l.‘m:]niml-y interests were a stalke. (P,Ic:n',
ebate, he I B g’ S 1e had taken of beine N :
Geedihs cgdi;lldng?:li anl(l’ttlxlrl:l%rof w:]nch persons of the nicest honourei-l:illltll]?(illﬂ){:f:e-n;:& :}]f
right honourable baronet (%-S.a_;l Wwhy his presence should have been so embarrassing as the
ek, he vrag at e m\ ir John Hobhquse) declared it to be to himself, unless Dindeed,
of him in his absence gn SI"PPOSC, the right hon. gentleman wished to speak more freely
general rule was to Solicit-(n 1e could venture to do to his face. (Hear Lear.) Why the
be made on his character dl:)y mel_"ber to be in lll§ place when any observat{ons were about to
move any misconception ) ndpmpose that he might be present'to answer any charge or re-
(Mr. BuCkingham’s) re )' tﬂ“. as the case then under discussion was one that affected his
liable to the imput-uionl l; l{\f:lt?n as much as it did his fortune, he should have felt himself
an occasion, As ilowevo ! le or shame if he had been absent from his place on so important
well as of the justice of ]e," ic felt neither of these, but was conscious of his own integrity, as
show the Houve ) is claim, he was determined to be in his place to defend both, and to
use that he dreaded no investigation, and wished to shun no reproof. (H,c‘ar.)

As to the complaint rai v i .
h;\'in(;g forwarded [t)o the 111er51':31(31el};)ﬂt11;$ir;tlegclllt;t!i?:n(:gxi?]:)]fe lh:l?x?sit ?ufldhzisci(rlg;i. B:;C]{'il?ghf;_‘ln’s')
attendance on the debate, to hear and judge for themselves, iy i o 1 ing Lielr
this was even more groundless than the preceding. Every and give Lheir votes accordingly 3
transactions took place many years s inB. _overy one must be aware, that as these
hardly probable t.l\I:\t honourzb?ee ?nserfl?e’r:g‘loi?l(lnb(‘:mf‘ﬂyn(llillsiff:'n\';'i?l:“:{tcr faane glqbe, g
and as the evidence on the subject fil io v g i t,he_u- details ;
subj led a large folio volume, which it was ver likely
members would read, considering the vast mass of papers presented to ] fy mi ely most
every morning during the session, he thought he should he consulting t] le'lfl by
advancing the ends of justice, if he placed in the hands of every m b 1’en convenience, and
case as he could possibly compress within the compass of a qi}nnlemher as brief a view of the
done; and the sheet contained only extracts from the laree ‘\'ollj ¢ steet 0[. paper.  This was
consecutive order. These were, first, a list of the Select z(DJOn e o E\:J(lcnce Arvanged i
in the last session to consider of the facts s—secondly, the re m]“L!ee appointed by the House
mittee after hearing the evidence ;—thirdly, an ’mﬂ,lysis 0?0 lutlons' reported by that Com-
evidence itself ;—and lastly, the opinions of Lord Durham, 1, dtle principal features of the
Mr. Kinnaird, Mr. Hume, and Lord John Russel] on tl ord Denman, Sir Charles Torbes,
show the perfect openness and fairness of this course 'xle whole case. (Hear, hear.) To
every kind of question brought before the House, it m; ’h;, EOurSe pursued every day, and on
ment were sent to the opponents as well as to the ad\vogc t ¢ added that copies’of this state-
well as to the opposition ; and the right honourable by ates O.f u'e_b‘HS fo the ministers as
beex} also sent to him. (Hear.) No wonder llowe; ronet himself admitteq that a copy had
venient, and that he tried to make it appear so ’Ob'e ti er, that he found this to be so incone
of the Committee came to be read, and thejp unil ctionable  mode ; because when the names
came to be examined ; when the aaalysiy i An}mous decision in fayour of compensatio
all, when the opinions of the eminent and ho oedence came to be scrutinized ; and "l‘bo -
ﬂ}qy were sure to carry snch convietion a o, nom:a_hle_persox}s named came to be rep lt d‘e
diffienlt for the right honourable bar Chanprejudiced minds, as to make it excondsole
) ght honourable baronet to shake sycl ictions 9 make it exceeding]
to which such facts and such authorities would co lc]l 'Connmons’ or toralter the conCl“Sig“};
on the subject in question.  (Hear ek Bn;hel almost every impartial person to come
ggﬁ?;{:fnt~ SO](!iSllEsr(']ee:l]J]C to the l'igh; h()‘no.u1-ab]euha:'(;iﬂ‘t'm;{:qg”gmysullnce which made this.
luable in his (M, Buckinghnnf's) eves °b Was that which made it especiall
opinion in it could be overtys *yes. Not‘a fact in it could be controver ! y
lc):;?zentlconvimo"’ 5 We?]l t::lsl lflgx(']’f:[:l?réllle'ggel‘:ﬁ?el” l'e‘;nained, unrefuted :rtlldoi‘rerlelﬁ:lt'tbrll: tf"(l)?
S that were i . ! an o (E X al. €y X
high and ve:;l:nf;‘clg‘}t‘to fequest the attendance of mem]t;s; h(e]élc&:? }icm];) A-s R e
e I lonaple authority for sucl L . Buckingham) had very
received a written circular from 1 a course ;—for almost every morning }
attendance tq put the Speaker lar from the Trcasm'y, sometimes respectfully r B, a8
when the Ministers i peaker in the chair, or in other w. - Spectfully requesting his
wished this for their AE ords, to assist in making a oyse
purpose ; sometimes merely requesting e

amination

tendance on g
s Ome important debate :
urging attendance gon Lot o0t debate 5 ag other times most

}aeing underscore‘flft(:)1 gb-l(:lg‘:l':ertam division expected to cmx?irgﬁs?g t?lxédevf:o.st parti

ivered at the publie ‘¢ the utmost possible j inj ing

el expe ; 4 importance to the injunction—...
therefore it was not “nxler(‘:f)ex;x i‘;} the I;ubh? messengers of the Treasur){. (H‘:ql:- }an

g i the Government to do, it could hﬂrdl): b’e lear,) What

: Wrong in any

his at-
cularly
—the lines

R e R e

v
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individual member to follow,—more especially as the invitation was merely to attend, without
asking support, or endeavouring, in any way whatever to influence the decision of the party
attending. (Hear, hear.) He hoped, therefore, that he had set himself right with the House,
and if so, he should satisfy his constituents and the country, that in being present at the de-
bate—in providing the printed statements of the case—and in sending the circulars requesting
the attendance of honourable members, he had done nothing of which persons of the nicest
sense of honour could complain, nothing for which there was not example, precedent, and
abundant reason ; and that, therefore, the imputation of his having acted in a manner in-
consistent with the character of a DMember of Parliament, was wholly without foundation.
(Loud cheers.) |

He would now, however, with the permission of the House, address himself to the subject
of the Bill; and the arguments of the learned counsel against it; and in doing this he was
happy to say, that besides the general authorities for such a course, before referred to, he
was able to citeZthe particular authority of the right honourable baronet opposite (Sir John
Hobhouse) himself. On the occasion of his (Mr. Buckingham’s) explaining to that right
honourable gentleman the reasons which induced him to give circulation to the printed state-
ment of his case, he said that one of his motives was a desire to put honourable members in
possession of its leading facts, which he might not perhaps have an opportunity of stating in
his own person by a speech from his place in Parliament : as there might be some difficnlty,
especially if the hour should be late, of his obtaining any lengthened Learing :—to which the
right honourable baronet replied that he (Mr. Buckingham) need not be under any appre-
hension on that account, as the House would be bound to hear any gentleman addressing him-
self to their attention on a subject so intimately connected with his own interests and character
—(hear, hear) ; though it was not easy to reconcile; this opinion of the right honourable
baronet with his subsequent declaration, that he (Mr. Buckingham) ought not to have been
even present at the debate : for how any member could address himself to the House, or ob-
tain their hearing, without his being present within its walls, it was rather difficult to under-
stand. (Hear, hear.)

Sir J. HOBHOUSE rose and said—He certainly did not recollect having said what had been
attributed to him. He had no doubt that he had said so, because the honourable gentleman
(Mr. Buckingham) had asserted it ; but it had certainly since escaped his recollection.

Mr. BUCKINGHAM resumed, and said he could repeat with the greatest confidence the
statement he had just made. His own recollection of the matter was perfectly clear, however
faint might be the recollection of the right hon. gentleman ; and considering that the conver-
sation occurred only a few days ago, he was rather surprised at the imperfection of a memory
from which it could have escaped so soon. (Hear, hear.) But leaving this topic, he would
now appmncll the subject of the Bill, and advert to the arguments of the learned counsel
whom the East India Company had employed to speak at the bar of the House, where they had
been heard at length against it, and in doing so he should compress as much as possible his
references to facts, and his deductions of inferences from these in support of his opinions. He
laboured, indeed, under the great disadvantage of having no less than three powerful counsel
arrayed against him in this affair, for in addition to the learned Sergeant, Mr. Spankie, and
his learned colleague, Mr. Wigram, both connected with India, and intimately acquainted
with Indian affairs, there was the right hon. baronet, the President of the India Board, who
stood to him (Mr. Buckingham) in the nominal relation of a judge—for the Board of Con-
trol was appointed as a Court of Appeal against oppressions committed by the East India
Company, and to control and revise their proceedings generally—but who was, in reality,
counsel against him on this occasion, and pleaded with all that warmth and zeal which would
no doubt give great satisfaction in certain quarters. Notwithstanding these disadvantages,
great as they were, he should be able to show to the [Touse, that all the counsel taken together,
(the learned Solicitor-General included) had made no satisfactory defence for their clients, and
left their conduct wholly unjustified, as it was, indeed, wholly unjustifiable. The first learned
gentleman (Mr. Spankie) began, and he was followed in this respect by the learned gentleman
opposite (3ir R, M. Rolfe), by stating, that on his (Mr. Buckingham’s) arrival in India, the

ress was under severe restrictions, and that he, knowing this to be the case, was fairly visited
with the punishment he had received for his disregard of its regulations. But this was not
correct. On his (Mr. Buckingham’s) arrival in Calcutta, in the year 1818, the press appeared
to be as free as in BEngland ; and the previons censorship having been abolished, this was the
general impression. It was found, however, about three months after his (Mr. Bucking-
ham’s) Journal was cstnb!:shed, but it was not known to him before, that when the censorship
was removed, certain written rules or resolutions of the Council were substituted in thejp
stead ; and certainly as a specimen of regulations for the press they were a great curiosity.
But these never had the force of law, because the charter enjoined that all regulations before
they could become law, sholllld be passed through the Supreme Court, and receive the sanc-
tion of the King’s Judges in India. These regulations never were so passed—and never
received such sanction—so that they formed no more a part of the law of India, than did a
bill before it received the royal assent form a part of the law of Englund ; the parallel wag

i
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})g;t;zct ‘:;?tzgultts pagt?. It was not until after Le (Mr. Buckingham) had Dbeen banished from
lutior;s-—for th:‘- trial or hearmg, for a pretended infringement of these then unlawful reso-
b ‘Te was no real infringement even of these in the article complained of—that
b 10r}§ were passed into a law with the proper formalities, thus giving them an
i application, or rather. punishing an individual by banishment and ruin on a meré
circu ar_rc.ésplutlon, and then making it law afterwards, a course never before pursued, perbaps,
In any civilized community. (Hear, hear.)

. _But the learned gentleman dwelt at great length on the utter incompatibility of a free press
with the safety of India ; and by some few on the conservative side of the House this sentiment
was ch'eered, as well as by the right hon. baronet—who seemed to acree in the sentimeut, that
i India a free press was a very dangerous engine. Now in opposi?ion to these questionnblc
:llnlethl?r:-mt’,s]"quelsnouable because they spoke in quality of advocates or counsel —and those &t
Woulg \'2nts:5tt 1ardly responsible for the sincerity of “their opinions—he (Mr. ]lsuckinghfllll)
oo Ined'g re}ame as l:lgh authorities at least, and quite as disinterested, in the Oplnlon'S
anR et ant bq'_",qtm_“l’ﬂny N advocate-.general at Madras, .Sir Sqmucl'l‘oller, of Mr. Staveley,
valle: $ncludi arrister at the same presidency, and of the inhabitants of that settlement gene
I;‘. ¥, e Ud"}g f-llelcwd and military servants of the East India Company, and officers of the

Ing's army in Ifldlil. The opinions of these several authorities would be found at page 54
and 55 of the Printed Report and Evidence on the Suppression of the Calcutta Journal.

The opinion of Lord Hastings, in reply to the Address from Madras, was even still stronger ;
and considering that he was the highest authority in India, being at that time Governor-Gene-
ral, it was likely that some deference should be paid to it. It was an opinion founded on the
largest and most enlightened views of state policy and government, and its soundness had
been confirmed by all history, whether in India or elsewhere. The answer of Lord Hastings
was to be found at page 55 and 56 of the Report. To these high authorities might be added
others from the legal profession, one from My. Spankie himself while pleading before the
King's Court in India, and one from the judge presiding on the bench, Sir Edward Hyde
East, which would be found at page 64 of the Report.

The learned counsel had urged a singular reason why the freedom of the press, which hLe
admitted was of so much value'here, was dangerous in India, which was this—that there the
juries were s0O regardless of the interests of the government, that they could not be prevailed
on to convict for any censures passed on the acts of those in authority. Now those who were
the least acquainted w1.th the actual state of society in India knew this—that all the orand
juries were formed chiefly of the East India Company’s own servants, civil and mili vy
and with these there could be no difficulty in getting any bill of indictment fo 2 ot i
be wished ; while all pe]:ty juries were formed of BritiS]lyl)om subjééfsm\iﬁf, (I):;nzll that lnl‘gll:

f their being British-born, were ey A BCLS, » by the very fac
fiable to be %emoved from the cos;aig :‘? eth%fwtill’lcm IIWKIDQ‘ m.Iudla by sufferance, and were
without reason assigned. With such dependent ,l“f}‘ pleasure of the government, with or

difficulty in obtaining convictions ; so that the ar juries as these, there could surely be no
erroneous in point of fact, and most Hricaneln 7 glgm(.mt.of the learned gentleman was most
opinions of Sir Thomas Munro,—certajn] nvscwe 11r)11us inference. He quoted, indeed, the
statesman, or sound politician ;5 and as hisyo very able military man, but not a very liberal
pinion of the danger of a free press to India was

much relied on, it might be referreq t it w
par. 13. 9, and it would be found at page 117 of the Evidence,

‘. ﬁ‘Ei‘:“S; t‘éﬂ‘g’gﬁf&;}’&?ﬂlzp‘)slﬂd the opinions of quite as distinguished an author

—and’not 5 brivate @ Who, in a published volume challenging the eriticism
priva espatch to the_ India Directors, which the document of S;j

Munro was,—asserted the very opposite principle, and contended for the gy of Sir Thomas

well as perfe_ct safety of free discussion even in India, where, indeed, he Sy avantage as

much more importance than even in this country. His opinion woylq ned to think it of

of the Evidence, ouldbe found at page 127

But the most striking fact of all, perhaps, was this,—that w};
raised by Sir Thomas Munro and Mr. Sergeant Spankie, tllllélcnt]hese alarms were g9 strongly
William Bentinck, who had but just returned from India, as well o Rt authority, Lg"d
IVas now the Governor-General, had allowed the press of India taos ]Su- Charles Metcalfe, who
afﬁl(tlh; and there had.been neither banishments of editors noy Suppr oe as freq as that of Eng-
tranqi-};?l_c’d olaibs worernment ; though in 1o period of iy hglstes.smns of journals during
e v n;org safe. The able minutes of those two GOVel'nors tory had it ever been more
NP in India, would be found at pages 139 and 141 of the Ev::ll favour of the liberty o
hist::y:“;f:;};:gggsteh‘ev?n<ler at this 5 for in the most diffjey; ence.,
SkTrerne "Oombated eitts ilzs]ep(:";s‘evinen Hastings, when o Bl?trig perilous times of Tndian
S}ates with which he had to conte,ﬁj, flt:;en.gth H }vlien,‘ _heSides the I‘wI:lc]:\ver was feeble i‘n the
him ; and when the Dutch and Portumperr - of the French oo lomedan and Hindoo
ortuguese still held Settlemente powex-fully arrayed against

S on the continepg of India

ity on Indian
of the world,

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATE. 19

even then the press of Calcutta was as free as that of England, and no one ever thought of
resorting to any other mode of coercing or restraining it, but that of a trial by jury, and
conviction and punishment by due course of law.

The greatest importance would, however, be attached, perhaps, to the opinion of Lord
Hastings himself, who was the individual most deeply interested in preserving the tranquillity
of a country, for the safety of which he was responsible to the authorities at home ; and what
was the testimony that Lord Hastings had given on the subject of his (Mr. Buckingham’s)
conduct in the management of that very press which had been so erroneously described as
mischievous and inflammatory to the highest degree > Lord Hastings’s authority was quoted
by the Honourable Douglas Kinnaird at a public meeting, and would be found at page 155 of
the Evidence. He said,

¢« Lord Hastings, whilst he remained in India, was frequently applied to by the members of his council
to send Mr. Buckingham away. On those occasions public and official letters were addressed to Mr.
Buckingbam, but Lord Hastings was always satisfied by the judicious reasoning with which that gentle-
man supported and maintained the positions he had advanced. It has been said that Lord Hastings,
if he had remained in India, would have found it necessary to banish Mr. Buckingham, as had been done
by his successor. But I have it under Lord Hastings’s own hand, that Mr. Buckingham never wrote any
thing, and he (Lord Hastings) believed he never would haye written any thing, which could induce him
to resort to so severe a measure. (Hear, hear,) I state this under his lordship’s own hand, and with his
authority to make it public.”

It might be asked, indeed, how such a power could be put into exercise, if exercised at all,
for so trifling an offence as that which in his (Mr. Buckingham’s) case had called it forth ;
and this, indeed, seemed so unintelligible to most persons, that they could not recoacile it with
probability, and many could not believe but that the assigned reason was not the real one. A
Dbrief explanation would, however, solve all the difficulty. The truth was this: that Lord
Hastings, when he first went out to India as Governor-General, came fresh from his
associates in England, imbued with all the liberal spirit of a high-minded English statesman—
and he determined that there should be introduced into India as much of the spirit by which
he himself was influenced, as he should find to be safe and practicable. Accordingly, he
granted freedom to the press—had all offenders tried before they were punished—and acted
in gencral upon the sound maxims of constitutional freedom and equal justice. .But the
members of council who formed his cabinet were all of them servants of the East India Com-
pany—brought up in the school of monopoly and despotism, and imbued with all the
prejudices of their Asiatic position and education, Lord Hastings was for freedom ; his
council were for coercion; and these two antagonist principles were in constant warfare.
(Hear, hear.) Now the part that he (Mr. Buckingham) took in the conflict was the part of
freedom. He advocated and upheld the views of Lord Hastings, he therefore was the eulogizer
of the head of the Government, and the disloyalty was on the other s.ide. But by.so much as
he applauded Lord Hastings’s views, by so much did he render himself obnoxious to the
members of the council, who thought and felt differently. Thus it was, that while Lord
Hastings remained in India, he (Mr. Buckingham) was safe ; but the moment that nobleman
quitted the helm of power—from that moment his doom was sealed—and accordingly the very
first occasion that presented itself for carrying their predetermined resolution into effect, was
seized on, and he (Mr. Buckingham) was banished—without trial, without hearing, without
conviction, without defence. (Hear, hear.) It was thus that he fell a victim to his attach-
ment to the liberal principles by which Lord Hastings's Government was characterized, and in
the conflict between himself and his council, he (Mr. Buckingham) fell a sacrifice. (Hear, hear.)

The learned counsel had said, too, that if any wrong had been done, the Governor-General
should have been sued for damages or prosecuted for his offence—and this, too, had been the
language held on a former evening by the Honourable Secretary to the India Board (Mr.
Vernon Smith). But both these honourable gentlemen knew very well that the Governor-
General by whom this great wrong had been perpetrated, had died on his passage to England,
50 that no proceedings could be followed up against him ; and next they knew, or ought to
know, that supposing him to be alive, there was no possibility of reaching him }h;ough any
process of law in this country. (Hear, hear.) He would not hazard such an opinion as this
on any light authority ; but this had been distinctly stated in the debate on Lord John Russell’s
motion for a Select Committee, in 1826—in which Mr. Scarlett (now Lord Abinger, one of
the learned judges of the land) delivered a speech so remarkable for the strengtl} of its ex-
pressions, and the soundness of its vi.e\vs, that he. tru'sted the House would permit him, not
merely to point to the page of the Evidence in which it might be found——page 142—but to

read it entire. It was as follows:

] T orved, thatno action could be brought against the Government of India for the exercis
2 t?]l:f. ;::Tli;t:ft(ijyj,ﬂ;n‘] ’the only mode of redress therefore left was that stated by the noble lord, i
Select Committee of Inguiry. Hewas surprised that the House, who were said to be the guardians of the
lives, the liberties, and properties of the people, could'hear one clause of the petition read without
iust:\’ndy affording the petitioner the means of redress. The petitioner stated that he was bamshed‘ from
India himself, and that the licence or copyright of his Journal was taken from him and co-proprietors
Wwithout compensation, and presented as a gift to the son-in-law of one of the members of the Government,
Could the House endure this statement without endeavouring to ascertain its truth?  Not only was he
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banished, bt
considera,t.ioxl:t. ﬁﬁ. ’ﬂ]?szvs‘il;‘tiﬂe Ptart of the property he left hehind him was also taken from him without
the House and the coantey £ ents were proved, the Government of Iudia deserved the reprehension o
At ing hEBarr: the tl_rly]' Or punishing a man without trial. Without giving him the opportunity of
im was, thatit was giyvenat: i;”}eg him and destroyed his property, and then the only answer they gave
conduct was Dot oule iis friend Dr. Muston.” He was unwilling to uge any harsh terms, but this
Y oppressive but corrupt; and should his noble friend, acting upon the hint given

him by the right honourab] v
e gentlem i i i i .
on ansther day, he would gt i Ie an OPS;DS;te:,t’;l ¢ notice of a motion for a Select Committee of Inqui

This speech revi i i :

affair, anlc)i whichehl:ﬁégﬁ rgct::'lllectlgn of' what constituted the very worst part of the whole
speakers who had opposed tl ange to say, passed over in entire silence by every one of the
Hodoufble Presidegg ;? tht 1911“(5151"65 to the progress of the Bill ; for neither the Right
and secretary (Mr. V. Smitl )e g Board (Sir John Hobhouse)—nor his zealous coadjutor
Rolfe)—nor the ll(;n(;ul"lble] r—HO} their near ally, the learned Solicitor-General (Sir R. M-
learned counsel (Mr. Spi'mki(? a(:]plrlﬁor st ugia Stock (Mr. Robinson)—nor either of (18
copyright—made valuable b h'( r. Wigram), had said one word about the transfer of the
who had bestowed on it Yt] ’ (Mx. Buckingham’s) capital and labour—to Dr. Muston,
Indian Government, sold itnfel Le} the one nor the other ; but who, after its transfer by the
whole of this tl'ﬂns"lction  Jor s gwn benefit, and realized the profit. (Hear, hear.) The
not wonder at its bt:in 1 “flSdSO ‘extl_‘aor'dmary, and he would say so indefensible, that he did
but it should be hisldftg' ?Sbg. over in snlenqe by those who wished to palliate so had a cause;
the affair was this '~‘)Wo draw it forth a }m.le from its present obscurity. The history (}f
Journal and its '1tte1;d tlen he (Mr. Backingham) quitted India, he left the whole of his
1aw then stood‘ conlczlm P;'Og)el'ty under tlhe management of competent persons, who, as the
Banished, as he ’lndb not. le punished but I_Jy .legal process, and could not be ax~1)it1‘a{lly
reserved for thos‘ 5 leenf \Ylt 1out trial or conviction of any offence—for this was a distinction
with, (Hear hea: )V‘I{)qx.vlele of British blood—no other person could be so tymnnicnll_v.dcnlt
the property’ he 1eft beh"l 1:-1,}11.0“'ever, he (Mr. Buckingham)was thus relying on the security of
for its destruction ; as, in one the Government of India were already concocting measures
age.B2 of fhe Evide’mcs’ lndone ofrthe public despatches from India, which would be found at
measures for meetine fh:m page 54 of the Appendix, they stated their intention to-provide
el ity ehict proovios ¢ case, or, in other words, suppressing the Journal; but desired to
epposttion (Hé) ' lr out 9(‘ the country first, that they might not be troubled with his

iy H;n : b;u, mnr.)' The following was an extract from that despatch :
of his paper, gtlxlr:iln; (\:‘9}:1::‘1321 g'l\)lslewﬁ" that Mr. Buckingham signified his intention of placing the conduct
process of law. Some such expodicnt e Pq AT absence, in hands which are not tanaible, exCCPt by
venience from the executive o? thi;—l:l was to have been expected. We do not apprehend gxllch mcnu1
measures as may be calculated to meetlrtel?x: ,L:Sl‘;(l we shall immediately procced to the adoption of such

“¢It is further, in j
e our jud < i c 253 . 3 q
individual offences and Jtheg;;:&(} expedient to keep distinct the question referring to Mr. Buckingham’s
for suppressing the 1 > €r immediately arising out of it, from the general measures to be taken
be suminasil g“ € licentiousness of the press in the hands of India-born or other c‘ditorn. who cannot
en y removed, and to suspend any measures for the latter purpose until 1 2 i 1
isgu;::]n Mr. Buckingham personally shall be completed, by his actual removal fro;n lllizdgroticcdmg d.lrectCl
e for !e]rsfood to have made arrangements for returning o England, in a ship that willlll'lézzr.-B“cklpghﬂ'm
might p?esv’emt“l];" under the circumstaunces stated, it is obviously undesirable to take any t‘:}éa‘;frz“ (ir'lﬁ
nt his carrying this intention into effect.” WG
Accordingl 5 inghs R
gly when he (Mr. Buckingham) had embarked, and was fairly
sovernment of Bengal first passed the resolutions for the press—for ;1]) Ol-lt of the pay, the
ment 6f which, he (Mr. Buckingham) had been banished— through 1} Qle preleniel lahinge:
them then for the first time the force and power of law. (Hear, ];’ ; \¢ Supreme Court, giving
law drawn up by Mr. Sergeant Spankie, who was then thejr A, ear.) They next had another
whict . di S Sl weir Advocate-General, tl 3
rich was to prohibit all books as well as newspapers which tl a, the object of
Slenounce ;5 and to subject persons having them in their pos]c,ce;g 1S GO]\'ernor-GenemI chose to
in England or elsewhere, to severe fines and imprisonment f(;;'or;ifw ‘}et!ler they were printed
specimen of law-making by a British lawyer, there were some of thelsc].mmous offence. As g
preserved among the curiosities of literature, for their utter want dlflses that deserved to be
thing to be found in modern days. The clauses would be foun{l at o lesf‘l,"hhmce to any
Evidence. abpages 75 and 76 of the

This truly Indian law was opposed by the right honourable and ] .
who is now in the House, (Mr. Cutlar Fergusson,) and his objecti carned ‘Judge Advocate,
strong and so well founded, that they ought to be read by every y 1018 to its legality were so
desires to form an opinion on the subject. They would be founq e ober of the House, who

3 at pa deeis
It might be added, that when an attempt was made in July, 1826 Iu“ge 77 of the Evidence.
» WIT€R years gyhseq
Juent to

the transactions at Calcutta, to introduce this iatic pi
actions : 8 C! same Asiatic piec :

%)h(:sﬁge!\u;gls_gluc?g;:s of the Supreme Court there— Sir Ed\l\'ar(f \?,-f Ieglslatiou into Bombay
u-e . Jl?lceeél it ;nt 1 %lst(l]ﬂmé as wholl)‘r repugnant to the laws of EGSt and Sjp Charles Ch'un:
ary e har ‘etr 078 e Supreme Court, and wholly inaqm; ‘Dgland, and as sycl lon.
lastr,'Wou ':ndebs}’ei?r(tluep;:f th?sf'l‘lhe Illvulence. (Hear, heay ) Yrentls'i]ble el lawﬁ;l "‘:;’;:‘tfon 5
ation, ! Hlegal power, that the Caleyy, 4/ WAS is. il regi-
Buckingham’s) banishment, wholly SUPpl'éssed «'ln];dce[s[éfgtm Journag \ras’psoorl"tlhﬁtllle;frql r(ﬁu.
O, e I's
yed., (Hear, Lear.) I;ldegd,liltsnsight
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be said that this regulation was made and passed with no other view or object ;—and too skil-
fully it effected its destructive end. The facts of the case were these :—Soon after the passing
of this illegal regulation, there arrived, among other books from England, a pamphlet, written
by the Honourable Leicester Stanhope, an intelligent and honourable man—and an intimate
friend of the right honourable baronet opposite (Sir John Hobhouse.) This pamphlet treated

among other things, of the advantages of a free press to India, and the evils of a censorship :
and was filled chiefly with reports of the public proceedings at Madras, on the occasion of lhé
British inhabitants of that presidency having sent up from thence an address of congratulation
to Lord Hastings, thanking him for having taken off the censorship from the press in India.
As this pamphlet lay for sale at every bookseller’s shop, where any person might buy it for
half a crown, it was thought perfectly safe to republish it in sections from day to day for the
information of the British residents in that country ; and accordingly the following slow and

cautious process of publication was followed :—First, there was an announcement of an inten~

tion to publish ; which passed unnoticed by any censure, intimation, or complaint. Then there
was a first section published. 'This, too, passed over without exciting any notice. The subse-
quent sections were then published from time to time, and the whole was spread over several
days, without exciting the least attention from the Indian government or any of its fuctionaries.

Yet, after the whole had been completed some days, and the matter had been passed over in

entire silence, there was issued a mandate, as severe as it was unexpected, for the immediate

suppression of the Journal, the licence of which was withdrawn, on no other ground, than that

the Editor had published some articles in favour of a free press, which was one of the pro-

hibited topics, and therefore it was declared that not another number of the Journal should

again appear. (Hear, liear.) To some honourable members, this suppression of a public

journal might not appear so great a violation of property as the seizure and confiscation of its

presses and types : but a moment’s reflection would show that as violations of property they

were equally severe, with this difference, that the suppression of the publication, and the con-

sequent destruction of the copyright, would in most cases be ten times, and in some instances,
probably twenty times the greatest evil of the two, as in the case of the Times newspaper. 1f
an order from the Home Office should be sent down to the Times to-morrow morning, suppress-
ing that journal, and utterly prohibiting its future appearance, the destruction of property, in
the value of its copyright or powers of production, would probably be little short of 200,000L.,
while its presses, types, and machinery, might not sell for 50007, at auction, A still stronger
case might be given of the Quarterly Review. Ithad probably no types, nor presses belonging to
it at all, and not a shilling’s worth of any tangible property connected with its copyright, as it
would be printed at any printers who could execute the work best and cheapest. Yet, it was
more than probable that if the Quarterly Review were sn.ppressec], and all its future numbers
prohibited from appearing, Mr. Murray would hardly estimate his loss at less than 100,0001.
of capital, from the loss of an equivalent yearly profit. (Iear, hear.) The sudden suppres-
sion of the Calcutfa Journal, was a measure of this description. Its productive power as a
mine or source of daily profit, was gone, and the types and presses that remained were of little
value, comparedwith that which Dy this arbitrary decree had suddenly been destroyed. (Hear,
hear.) To show what a reign of terror this period of confiscation and destruction had become,
an anecdote might be mentioned to the House. It was this :—that when some numbers of
the Quarterly Review reached India, containing among its announcements stitched in at the end,
the prospectus of a new work on India, entitled the Oriental Herald, the bookseller to whom
they had arrived, was so terrified lest this prospectus of a publication from England, about to
call in question the measures of the Indian government, should subject him to the penalties of
Mr. Sergeant Spankie's act, that every one of the forbidden sheets was torn out before the
Quarterly Review itself could be exposed for sale. (Iear, hear.) :

The Jonrnal thus suppressed, its agents made an effort to get it revived ; and the Govern-
ment of India promised from day to day to grant a new licence. A large establishment of
printers and pressmen, with clerks, messengers, and other requisite assistants, was kept up,
on full pay, waiting from day to day the pleasure of the Governor-General, and many weeks
of time was thus consumed, every day deteriorating greatly the value of the property, besides
adding largely to the actual loss. At length a verbal assurance was given that the Journal
should be revived, and on the faith of this a new prospectus was issued ; but this prospectus
rting briefly to the late regulations for the press, as being in their nature calculated to

of discussion, and make tlie Journal less interesting than before
whicli was put forth indeed as a sort of apology for its apprehended inferiority in attractive..
ness ;—this innocent announcement, written too by a personal friend of one of the members
of Council, and most devoted to the Government, drew down the new displeasure of the
Governor-General, or his chief secretary, aqd t}le 1'g\f1ved Journal was put down almost before
its appearance, and was literally strangled in_its birth by the very hands of the person who
had but just given it existence. (Hear, hear.) Still further negotiations and further delays
went on, till at length it was resolved by the Government of India, that the Journal should
not be revived, but under an editor of their own choosing ; and even when tl{at editor was
appointed, he being one of their own servants, and son-in-law of one of the Cabinet Ministers,

adve
throw a damp on the freedom
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or member of the Indi i
own choice should nodtui)l:: ng;?g—gthey then further resolved that even the editor of their
or any of his former co- I;o 1tted to carry on the Journal, so long as he (Mr. Buckingham)
the same—thus making itpnoplgetors had any beneficial interest in the profits accruing from
tion ; and assigning as a I'Basm]nfge.r ‘i‘.Wal‘ against certain sentiments, hut a personal persecu-
ingham) might again return t 011 tlis proscription, that unless it was made, he (Mr. Buck-
this could not be done with R to udia, to exercise a control over his own sroperty ; though
e without the permission of the Directors in Englnndl(hém', }ht’aar); s0

that at lengtl
choice——ang tllxet[::(;lJ‘vxl"i?rlI?t proplerty- was transferred to Dr. Muston, the editor of their OWR
yright made his, without any consideration—which copyright lie subse-

quently sold to the proprietor: p

ferred,y and realiz?:(}”gglﬁie:(gi of af}?ther paper in India, to whom its Subscribers were trans=
this then were not a robber Wi DRIy ate and personal use, the profits of this transaction.
Government—though under}d Pelfpetmted under the authority and sanction of the Indian
(Hear, hear.) The whole of tllle- orm of law—he knew not what could deserve that name
here stated would be seen to ;:c correspondence on this subject, where every one of the facts
143 to 148 of the Evid rest on testimony the most conclusive, would be found at page

ence, to which, therefore, honourable members might refer.

Indeed, one of
mhainaE b'eing ccnggigt:gr:giizgiggtf?tthat could be offered of this persecution being persmla]:
BUCkillgham’s) firstbe ility to the liberty of the press, was this : that on his (Mr-

after he Lad left it, he 1flr;;ir’rm?lft tht?se é‘em"c“"e.l“'oceedings towards Lis property in Inci¢
leave to return to India for eveyo 1e1 ourt of Directors in England, where he then was, for
require, merely to wind up his asguisrlson avl)le.l:xo'(], and under any sgcul—ities tlm.t they mig
money due to him from persons scatter (%’“5 his just debts, and receive the various sums 0
close all his accounts and return ho ered over the face of the whole country, so that he might
but even this just and 1'eason'1blel(;~lfle with what he might be able to gather up from the wreck 3
occasioned by the destruction of alch;:ie:t ‘::s p?remptorlly.refused and in sadiion 88 e 10155
loss of large sums of money then oxvfnp tPelr_y, was entailed upon him, by this x'cl'}lsnl, the
vered, zmd' debts accumulated upon him,gfox(-) “ti:?c’h,;?él WIHCIE TRt cpuld he otlu_:rwxse reco;
future period be compelled to pay. (Hear, hear.) was still held liable, and might at som
The Board of Control was then appealed t interfer
tliere also redress was equally dcnipcld; and,o a§°§t l:(t,?;felencef
reasons, namely, that the authorities of that Board had %Egeme
Directors and their servants abroad to the commission of thel:'s?v :
only brought to light by the production of the secret docunmng)f;ICtS complained of; a fact
firmatory of this view ; so that to grant redress to him (Mr. Buc]i?;ul the India House con-
censure on themselves. The case was then brought for the first tiﬁ,?{?} would be to pass
Commons, on the 25th of May, 1824, by Mr. Lambton, now Lord Durhap; ore the House of
sion the Whig opposition benches were crowded, and cheers of indignation - ?n whiclh ooeas
were both loud and deep,—the right hon. baronet opposite (Sir John H b“t ndian tyranny
those cheers as loudly and as cordially as any among the number ;— obhouse) joining in
would turn to the report of that debate they would find in what str) and if Lon, members
My. Lambton, the bosom friend of the right hon. baronet, ag v ,](l)!?g terms of reprobation
then the right hon. baronets colleague in the representation (of \\L' as Sir Francis Burdett,
Mr. Denman, now Lord Chicf Justice of the King’s Benc] estminster, and above all
Indian authorities, which it was now the painful duty of . Spoke of the conduct of :
5 Their hes would b y of the right } 1ct of the
if not to defend. Their speeches would be found at pa, right hon. gentleman to palljate
would content himself with reading an extract from (E)x;gisf &3‘5 to 135 of the Evidengc mﬁé
«Mr. DExyAN (now Lord Chief Justice) said, when Lie heard tl 1em only ; namely, My, Del‘lr‘nnn.

Directors talk of the five warnings which My, Buckingham 1 ie Lonourable Chaj

] > . 3 > had ¢ = 8 1airm

Swith which he -,]y, rs_f][;:rfcé((\),ulrtt l(\):fl_l_ull nt].ly)occm'red to him to aslidtll\facilo‘:gu“_gmnsl‘ the t:ommias]:igf the Court of

not been broug’l‘ i AT kil istice.  He would answer that. Unl rable Chairman why u" of the offence

Jiome and abroad,of canvassing tie conduct of persons in authority, d; ess the power were alloc offender had

ing form thap that of speech, and swell into danger u ¥, discontent would sog;e allowed freely at
y @

as a Court of Appeal 5 but
d, for the strongest of al
cretly encouraging the India

: ith the offence in questi pon every oceasi 1 tak

was charged with t juestion, he had brought Casion, At the i ake a more gl =

prietors of the John Bull newspaper, by whom an ﬂc!iox?l\nalfllgg!]m] in the Sy I)L"L‘lll?:zocthmtmr' Bllﬂl\'in'r‘}.rf?xln
¢ ourt agp S

the double. capacity of plaintiff and defendant ; yet Mr, Adam | 5
from all his E\OPVLB, mu}'had sent him to a distant county "\vh(‘]?’d torn i from 13 him, 80 that he was in
verge of beggary. It was horrible to hear of such thi y where he wag his business. f; Aewas i
YerEe O ce into this country that Indian of ch things; it was Lopp; ruined, ang yy S, Irom his friends,
m“ st PRisantavy i mosphere, which he, for ono"‘”'le to see any “?is Perhiaps on the very
1-ienceg. n]lz had been considgro‘:i]qn":cleys;;g;ht]ob: iﬂ'“,itulcd into the tr:g VaS not prepareq tg%ilg;cua“ attempt to
had been situated to the judgment of a court of"lar\';"in”fﬁ f-""d‘mt of iﬁfn‘?lﬁ'&‘ that Mr. Buci, 110. I
dia v ¢ “ingham h

hee i
0 brougl,t against st the pro-

Was it not in Mr. Buckingham’s favour, that in the ¢ in seyopa) ;) duals sit ad expe-
4 e el 1e civi : eral ituated s : el
s character, he had recovered damages, and that th Vil action yje), ;;Lsti':nces; if in o:i}‘{:l,‘[s:::’};';"?l{ﬂfl;
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;)?;é‘ Frane ac:“:'?&l information aZﬂ‘t for a libel on
wvith respect to Mr. Adam, it did happe Dressive, ang i) {llten, that he ref; nst him by Mr.
: have been a b f pen that that egal? used to send it to
Jected him to have beeu a boy of a most amjable apq - ¢ teman g
the present occasion My. Adam seemed to i, ln“d gentle chara.wzls au old sehaolf,
justifiable acts which he had ever known to hav, 0 haye commj e, evey s ellog
"cilonics, bad a3 they were. (Hear.) §p i’a;me be, Mitteq ong of thoc} lrg"lm e must declq, e, that onl
A S 3 3 N % "W i N C ; a ¢
i ndulgence, except, indeed, from the cipeyyes 8 conduct jp ¢ ritish goseyo ¢ oppressive, and un-
stance of hig pop e ransaction Trom Qeany histories of the
ing in thig ¢ eserving to be regarde
ountry to dere g Lo be regarde
end it, that in his

Adam was considered so unwarrantable by the ;
jury, end declared the whole proceeding toybel:,«{ll:]]gg
el

of his, and he recol-
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(Mr. Denman's) opinion it ought to receive the most marked and general reprobation; butalthough Mr. Adam
was not in the country to defend himself, he had published his defence ; and no person could read that defence
without finding in it Mr. Adam’s own condemnation, and seeing the arbitrary and uncontrolled power which

he had exercised.”

These, too, were no doubt the real sentiments of the right hon. baronzt (Sir John Hobhouse)
if he were free to utter them. DBut it was not as the member for Nottingham that he opposeci
this bill; for his constituents could never sympathize with him in this opposition ;—it was
not even as a member of the Cabinet that he opposed it for his noble colleague, the Secretary
of State for the Home Department (Lord John Russell) had voted in favour of the bill, and
his noble friend the member for Yorkshire (Lord Morpeth) was found in the majority also
on the recent division, in its favour—(hear, hear)—while he believed that other members o;‘
the Cabinet, by their absence, marked their want of coincidence with the right hon. baronet in
his present views. It was, in short, merely as President of the Board of Control, and in
that capacity alone, that he (SirJohn Hobhouse) acted in this opposition to the claims con-
tended for by the bill.

Sir J. HOBHOUSE rose and said, that the honourable gentleman opposite had no right to
say this; that he had perused the evidence himself, and opposed the bill not ex officio merely,
but on principle and conviction, that the claims it put forth were neither reasonable nor just.

Mr. BUCKINGHAM resumed, and said, that the right honourable gentleman had asserted in
his place, that as President of the India Board, it was his duty to defend the rights and interests
of the East India Company, more especially as they had now no directors sitting in the house,
and he was their only official representative. (Hear, hear.) Now it was quite true that there
were no India directors at present in the house, hecause there was not a man among them who
could present himself to any popular constituency with the least chance of a successful election.
Their despotic principles and antiquated notions were unsuited to the age and to the country,
and therefore they could find no favour in the people’s eyes. (Hear.) Butthere was, at least,
one gentleman, who, till very recently, had been a director of the East India Company, and
who had held that situation since his return to this country; lie meant the right honourable
and Iearned Judge- Advocate (Mr. Cutlar Fergusson), whom he was glad to see in his place,
and who would correcthim if he were wrong. This right honourable and learned gentleman,
who was familiar with all the transactions under consideration, and who had defended the
liberty of the press in India, had also spoken in favour of his (Mr. Buckingham’s) claims to
compensation, not only in that house, but in the Court of Directors also, and still, he be-
lieved, adhered to his formerly expressed opinion, that the destruction of his (Mr, Bucking-
ham's) property in India was most uncalled for, and his claims to compensation both reasone
able and just. (Hear, hear.) This right honourable gentleman, though not a Cabinet
minister, was a member of the present government, holding the hlgh office of Judge-advo-
cate-general ; and yet, notwithstanding this he possessed suflicient independence to hold and
proclaim opinions the very reverse of those maintained by the right honourable the President

of the India Board. (Hear, hear.)

After the debate in Parliament on Mr, Lambton’s presentation of the first petition, the sub-
ject was brought before the Court of Proprietors of India Stock, by the Honourable Douglas
‘Kinnaird, proposing a grant in partial compensation for the losses sustained ; and when it was
stated that this motion was supported by such men as Sir Charles Forbes, Mr. John Smith,
Major Carnace, Siv Henry Strachey, and Sir John Doyle, and supported by 157 Proprietors of
India Stock, who gave their votes in favour of the grant—but were overruled by the directors
and their dependants—the Ilouse would form some idea of the strength of his cause. Mr.
Douglas Kinnaird was also the intimate friend and associate of the right honourable baronet
(Sir John Hobhouse), and he (Mr. Buckingham) had reason to Dhelieve, that up to that period,
at least, their opinions on the case were similar j for there Was no difference in the terms of
md.ignutiou with which each of them expressed their abhorrence of the Indian tyranny of
which he (Mr. Buckingham) had been made the victim. (Hear, hear.)

Sir JOHN HOBHOUSE again rose and said, that he had never made any speech in public
onjthe subject ; and that it was neither fair nor usual to advert in Parliament to private opinions
expressed in private society, on matters of public discussion.

Mr. BUCKINGHADM resumed, and said _he would not press that point further,—not be-
cause he conceded to the soundness of this distinction, for he did not really perceive the differs
ence between a private opinion and a public one, when the tra th or thesincerity of an advocacy
or an ()pposiLion to any particular measure was in question. For his own part, his private and his

ublic opinions were always in accordance, and he hoped they a lways would be,—though with
gentlemen filling official situations, such distinctions might be vexy convenient. He had other
and stronger proofs of this discrepancy between the public and p. vivate opinions of the right
honourable baronet,—but as he had promised not to press the sm hject further, he would ab-

stain from adverting to them. (Hear, hear.)

He came, then, to the next step in the progress of these proceedings
ation of the second petition to the House of Commons by Lord John 'R,

which was the present.
ussell, in 1826, when




24 PARLIAMENTARY DEBATE.

the Whig opposition supported the noble lord in his motion for a Select Committee to inquire
| into the case, with as much zeal and

| ardour as_they before supported Mr. Lambton in 1824
and it was rather remarkable that though the right honourable baronet (Sir John Hobhouse)
'\ Was now opposed to the bill, and had declared that if Le had Dbeen in Parliament in 1834, he
would have voted against the Committee, on whose report it was founded ; yet that in 1826,
} he not only voted for the Committee, but acted on it, and was one of jts most zealous members.
J (Hear, ear.)

Sir J. HOBHOUSE again rose and said,

[ that though his name had been put on the Committee Le certainly was not a zealous member 0
1t, nor did he distinetly recollect that he had ever attended. (Hear.)

Mr. BUCKINGHAM resumed, and said, that a reference to the debates at that time wolﬂd

show that ona subsequent attempt being made by the Tory ministry to set aside the decision in
favour of the Committee being appointed, he (Sir John Hobhouse) had spoken in condemna-
tion of such an attempt, and had supported the noble lord (Lord John Russell) by his Speed”
and by hx§ vote, and by his attendance also. (Hear, hear.) But that Committee did 1ot
:lll)ncludg its labours, in consequence of a sudden and unexpected dissolution of P‘","““'neutf
H?ugh its Evidence Wwas nearly complete. The matter then remained dormant for cight ycm?
UL 1834 5 and as this had been made a ground of objection to its revival now, it having beer
contended that this long silence was a proof of the claim being abandoned as hopeless by t.l.le
claimant himself, he (Mr.Buckingham) would explain very shortly to the House why that was

the case. The only reason was—that from 1826 to 1830, a Tory government was in officc, and
10 reasonable hope existed of

: , : . . Aith
> any motion for the revival of the Committee being crowned ‘]‘,,lllr_
T}lccess. Fror_n 1830 to 1832, the discussions on the Reform Bill occupied all minds, in 1%
lament and without, and made it desir

able to waituntil a Reformed Houseshould be asscl“bl,c.ds.
To that Reformed House he (Mr. Buckingham) was himself returned a member, and by @
free, as Intelligent, and as honest a constituenc
year 1833, there were so many subjects of high

1 L : irst
Yy as any in the kingdom. But during the fif
ation, that motives of delicacy

and important interest pressing for CO{’S'flcgl.
3 prevented him from obtruding amidst these Lis own claims, 1
his own wrongs. (Hear, hear.) In the following session of 1834. however, his honourable
fnend,. the member for Middlesex (Mr. Hume), moved for the ’nppointmcnt of a Selcc::
C_omml.ttet? o inquire into the case, which twas granted without opposition from "n"l
single md{ﬂdua], and the names of its members bging jointly approved by the Whig an
ory presidents of the India Board (Mr. Grant and My, Wynn), the Evidence taken
efore the Committee of 1826 was referred to tleir consideration. ~ M. Peacock, a gentleman
%olfl the East India House, was heard as an advocate and as a witness for two entire days it
frem:lllfhi(s)fe l:hel Last India Company 3 and all the docuxn;ntmy testimony which he ?Olal(zyli):xlll(?a
witl -mployers, some of it the most secret and confidential kind, was admitted and | hole
]f:'lt_l the rest of the Evidence. After both sides had Dbeen fully heard, and the _who
"ldencg fully considered, the Committee met, according to appointment, to consider 1lS Re-
bort. The resolutions submitted for adoption were drawn up by the hand of Mr. Charles
Grant, then President of the India Board, occupying exactly the same situation as that now
flllled by the right honourable baronet opposite (Sir Jolhn Hobhouse), and equally ljlt‘rdgcf!fto
efenc.l the rights and interests of the East India Company, whenever they were not inconsist-
ent Wlth_ the superior rights and interosts of justice. The Committee was very fully attended,
Y @ majority of its entire number, including two of the present Cabinet Ministers (Lord
Glenelg and Lord John Russell), two of the Secretaries to the India Board (Mr. Robert Gor-
don and Mr. Stuart Mackenzie), the ex-President of the Board of Control, and two of its ex-
Commissioners ( Mr. Williams ‘Wynn, Lord Granville Somerset, and Mr. Charles Ross), with
other members of opposite politics 5 and the resolutions declaring that Compensation ought to
be granted to him (Mr. Buckingham) for his losses of property occasioned by the acts of the
government in India, were passed unanimously, and without a single dissentient voice (hear,
hear)—the amount being left open, in the hope that the India Company would [themselves
adjust this, and render any further parliamentary interference in the next session to fix] the
amount and enforce its payment, unnecessary. These resolutions were communicated to the
a::;lpany, accompanied by a very humble appeal to their generosity, and offering to leave the
i unt entirely to any mode of arbitration that they might appoint. But this appeal was
conditionally rejected, and the application treated with disdain. (Hear, hear.) There was

]ulltliioonnse Cfmln‘se then left—to appeal again to Parliament for that interposition which the reso-
o event of a refusal, and which the honour

of Pani 1e Select Co i .
semf;g ?i?:‘et b ged to exert. The change of Ministry during the recess again pre-
Obstacle ; but even then the subject was not lost sight of, having been presented
ew President of the Board of Control. Before any definitive

answer ¢ lgration g tiein
ou : 3
second recess :’: glven, anoter change restored the liberal ministry to power, and then a
the House rest (i:i“]’le thern to mature their plans, occasioned still further delay. At length
of Commons foT}LJis ]dlfcsil:'t"ng’ a:{l “0‘3;; day ‘S"ﬂs luit in :llppealing to the Leader of the House
< ©C1%,10n on the matter. cveral weeks ela . b, o 1
be determineq whether the Sipport of the G S psed, however, before it could

Overnment collectedly conld be given to any mea=

that he hiad not spoken on the question, and-

e
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sure for redress ; and it was at length determined that the great pressure of other and mgre
important business prevented its being taken up as a Government measure ; hut encourage-
ment was given to the belief, that if brought forward by some private or independent member
of the House, it would not have to encounter any opposition from the Government as a body,
and might receive the support of some of the Cabinet in their capacity _of m(h_ndual meml.Jers.
(Hear, hear.) He was not perhaps at liberty to say more on this sul)J.ecL, as private
opinions were not deemed fit subjects of reference in public debate. But th.e issue hud. sho.wn
that, taking the whole of the members of the Cabinet, more had voted for it than against it ;

and that the greater number had absented themselves from the discussion and the division, in
proof of their strict neutrality.

The first notice of motion for leave to bring in the Bill was placed on the Order Book for
the 14th of July, now nearly six weeks since. In every attempt made to bn}‘lg it on, it was
defeated on every other ground than its merits. Sometimes it was too early in the evening—

at other times it was too late ; then it was shifted, as a notice of motion, to follow after the
orders of the day ; when it had become itself an order of the day, it was then pushed aside
to give precedence to the orders of Government ; sometimes it was deferred becz}use it was
inconvenient to take it in the order in which it stood on the list 5 at other times it became a
dropped order, because there were not members enough to forl}: a l‘lous >3 and it was thus
more than a month on the books before it came on for actual discussion. The result of tl§c
division on the first reading had shown the feeling of the independent portion of the House in
its favour ; and the principle of the bill was now admitted to be sound and unobjectionable,
with a certainty that it would at once be voted into Committee, were it not for the new and
unexpected obstacle that had now been stated, on a mere technicality. (He‘nr.) But if he
were asked why he should object to postpone the consideration of the subJect. to thg next
session, his answer would be—first, that twelve years had already elapsed, during which it
had had as much consideration as it was ever likely to receive again ; having been so repeatedly
before the House and the country, that all those who took any interest in the progress of
public affairs must be tolerably familiar with the outline of the subject at least :—zmd‘ next,
that he was now past the prime of life, and had children grown up and dependent on him for
support ; and that having seen, during the present session, two of his personnl friends, as
young, and to the full as healthy, as himself—he meant the late members for Hull and Belfast,
drop into the grave—he knew not but that ke, too, might descend to the tomb before another
session might arrive, and he was not willing that his children should lose the benefit of his
advocacy, for it was their property as much as his own, that he wishc_d to have restored to
them, while he had yet life and health to persevere in their claims for justice. (Hear, hear.)
Those claims he had now presented to the House in the best way that the circumstances of the
case would admit of his doing at the present moment ; and if he had justified himself to the
House in the steps he had taken, and shown that there was nothing inconsistent with his
character as a member of parliament, in being present at the debate, and taking part in the
discussion, though he should not, of course, presume to give a vote on the question, he should
sit,down with a consciousness of having done his hest to discbarge a solemn duty ; and for the
rcét, Lie had the fullest confidence in the justice and integrity of the independent portion of
the House of Commons ; in their hands he was willing to leave his case, and to their judg-
ment he should bow with resignation and submission, believing, as hLe did, that they would
consult the ends of justice as paramount to every other consideration. (Cheers.)

Mr. WARBURTON was entirely in favour of the

were a private one, he should think that for the ho

the great expense by which it must be accompanied—it would be most advisable that it should
be withdrawn for the present session. Such a course of proceeding would in no respect preju-
dice its introduction in the shape of a private bill, early next year, when it might be taken up
at the stage at which it had now arrived ; and be allowed to be read a first and second time
without opposition from the Indija Board.

Mr. TULK said he should be quite prepared to act upon the suggestion of the honourable
member forI.Bridpm't (Mry. Warburton) if it were understood that, on the introduction of the
Dbill next session, the first and second reading should not be opposed.

Siv JOHN HOBHOUSE said, that having st
he was opposed to the principle of the bill, he
from him. He begged to observe_,‘that Mr. Buckingham was mistalen when he Supposed
that his (Sir J. Hobhouse’s) opposition was merely ex officio.  He had more than once t‘old
the honourable gentlemap tlmt. that was not t.h.e case; and he thought he had some reason t
complain of the manner in which the supposition was repeated. He did not know that f\e 11'18
any great difficulty in saying th:}t the bill, if withdrawn now, might be Permitted to al‘rive( ¢
a similar stage to that in which it at present stood, 2

The principle of the bill hag ;
agreed to. He confessed that he was unwilling to make any sort of bargain upon :1?2 g\flt)}::ecin
and knowing how strongly he was opposed to the principle, and seeing that th ol

€ greater num-.

principle” of the bill; but if the bill
nourable gentleman’s own salk e—looking at

ated how distinctly, and witl wh

at earnestnesg
knew not liow such a ple

dge could he required
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ber of his colleagues were not

present, he knew not how the honourable gentleman could
expect him to enter into any

arrangement which should affept the course of proceedir:;; 1?E}T:
year. After the course which things had taken, it was a little too much to expect tha

should give way. He had certainly anticipated that the chair would Lave stopped the debate
before it had been extended to so great a iength.

The SPEAKER conceived that he had no right whatever to stop the debate. He begged rtic:
state, however—what indeed lie had before observed—that he considered the bill to bee;ls}lon
vate one, and to repeat that, being a private bill, if it were to be proceeded with Llnls o days"
it was necessary, in compliance with the standing orders of the ‘house, that seven ¢ cmmittee
notice should be given between the second reading and the committal, whether to a comt =
of the whole house or to a committee up-stairs. That being the case, he cpuld only Pl-lsion-'
the House whether it would be possible to proceed with the Dill at this period of the ses bi;l
Mr. AGLIONBY expressed a hope that some understanding miglt be come to, that 11{‘3 70
should, in the next session, be allowed to pass through the first and second reading, a

. . . PR details
nto committee at once, as the House was clearly in favour of the principle, and the
could be best settled in_committee.

Mr.PRAED, the late secretary to the India Bo
of asking the President of the India Board to mq

. - ouse
Mr. ROBINSON, as 4 proprietor of India stock, protested against the power of the H
to compel the East India Company to make compensation.

; , .d to

Mr. BAINES said that he approved entirely of the principle of the bill, and lmdﬂ l)l(;g:iste(
have seen it pass into a law. But if the right honourable baronet (Sir John Hobl{olll.bcv further
on pressing his technical objection, of course the bill could not be proceeded wit 1:}%1(3 friend
during the present session. Under these circumstances, he should advise }ns horfoul:'l Iy in the
(Mr. Tulk) to withdraw it for the present, and re-introduce it as a private bill eal )c]e:ll'Cl"
next session. He could not sit down, however, without saying that a stronger Orl by Mr-
claim to compensation had never in his mind been made out than had beex} esL:lbllalxlef 2 hehid
Buckingham. He (Mr. Baines) had attended all the sittings of the commlttce——!lC N-md 0o
all the evidence while it was proceeding, and lhe had read it all over carefully since, ‘]uct T
conviction was ever deeper on his mind than this—that in all Mr, Buclnnglm]l‘l’s C""ftwmc ;
India, in the management of his Journal, his moderation had been exemplary in the e:\ s
there was not an article that could be characterized as inflammatory, intemperate, O l;ld and
and he doubted whether any journal could be named in which so uniform a course 0*}‘,““ Aote
temperate argument, and fair and impartial statement of facts, could be found. ﬂict,(’d ob:
withstanding this, his punishment had been more severe than had ever hefore b(:en‘m1 r it
any public writer of whom he had ever heard—banishment from all his property (I;Ifm Foe all
aud utter ruin of all his hopes and prospects ; these were the rewards heaped ul‘)o.n1 uu. 3 tle
his careful and honourable exertions to promote the good of his country. (Hcm’-']te[}st.quding
thought it was impossible that the House could continue to refuselhim redress, notf\}l se. could
the argument of the honourable member for Worcester (Mr. Robinson) tllﬂt[“‘% : ocl-lune Wit
not compel the India Company to pay compensation; which argument, by the L)'z,:e t.:ll'lt early
a very odd grace from the gentleman who had only a day or two since Biven no l' i "1 b e
in the next session he should bring in a bill to compel the East India (Jompim]) o ‘Pf‘) int
e ight honoursble baronet (s John Hobbouse) o was s caxeul oF 1 Inberst oF L
the right honourable baronet (Sir John Hobhouse) who L il on that wealthy body to entey
East India Company, would use his powerful mﬂuenceotlt"dl’lll?l‘“‘“some redress, whicl they
into SC{)T)C COllnggo:{::sfo“{;e“;V B]Il'né}&fl:]:’ghz‘}‘;é;lﬂ,zﬁ) He was persuaded that the inte
well able, and 2 !:C mpany, and the reputation of the right honourable b
plaitie Bast, Rncct 1o zldi‘?t,ion ;5 and between this and the next session
be advanced by such medis t ,(He'u' hear.) If, however, they w
time for such an arrangement. i/ Mr. Tulk) w ST S il 3 )

: 1 urable member for Poole (Mr. Tulk) would persevere in his intention
did hope that the honour: ivate bill in the earliest part of the pexyy, session, when it should
of bringing in the bill as a Pélnls he doubted not it would that of ), House at Ia o 11’0- it
have his most cordial support, bers could make themselyes g s o arge; or 1

ras i ssible that honourable mem g : acquainted with the facts
was impossi D heir most cordial support. (Hear, hear,)

Wwithout giving the claims their

Mr. WILKS said that his opinions in lfiv:“:i:;t?tegginrgmmned unaltered ; indeed, he had
not heard a single argument of any Welgf ltl egmerits of the cny dharler. Batas they were met
by a technicality, wholly independent 0 16 Soniss Tty but tg o2 20d this technicality was to be
persevered in, he feared there was nowr 0) e 0 Wlthd.raw the bill for {he pheaent
session, and re-introduce it early in the n'ue;:amined & assured it would receiye that general
support to which, the more the subject was » i€ more it would be Proved entitled to
receive. (Hear, hear.)

d unexpected eir,
Mr, TULK said, that under the new an D
Which had arisen, he could only withdraw the bill for the

ard, opposed the bill, and deprecated the idea
ke any agreement on the subject.

were
rests
arouet, would Lol
there would be ample
ould come to no terms, he

Cumstances of t

he technical objection
Present, and p -

romise his early intro-

duction of it as a private bill in the ensuing session, (Hear.)

PETITIONS TO PARLIAMENT.

The following Circular has been addressed by M. Buckingham’s

Constituents at Sheffield to the leading Merchants and Manufacturers
of the principal Towns in the Kingdom.

We, the undersigned, Merchants and ManuﬁtcturersﬁoflShetheld
sensible of the services renderéedh})y our tl‘(epxi;aselr;_mt;vi,(r Mr, Buckingham,
ring interests of this country, 1s long ( )
?ﬁgml?ﬁgzq?:;?liglzflane Trade to India, Ch'iuar, ind. the countries of the East, from which thev
were formerly so injuriously excluded by the Trading Monopoly
and conceiving that such services give h}m a powerful claim
all who regard the opening of those countries as likely to be of
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SHEFFIELD—NOTTINGHAM—LEEDS.

To the Lords Spiritual and Temporal (andto the Commons of the United Kingdom OfG"Mt
B/rz[am and Ireland) in Parliament assembled.—The humble Petition of the Merchants:
Manufacturers, Traders, and other Inhabitants of Sheffield, :

& H];mm_[.v SuewrTn,—7That your Petitioners have read in the Parliamentary Reports and 1If
e Public Journals, the folloiing Resolutions of a Select Committee of the Iouse of O!nk
mons, appointed to examine into all the facts connected with the banishment of James 'llh
B“Ck‘ng.h“.m from India, and the subsequent Suppression of the Calcutta Journal, of whit
he was Editor and chief Proprietor: and which Resolutions the said Select Committee had und”
nimously agreed to and reported to the House of Commons, on the 4th of August, 1834, v&*

lSl' i Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that Mr. Buckingham resided in Bengal from theyer
E(llistc‘:? (1)?231,1(:1110(10; az%lce'lncc of ;:he lEa}st India Company, and was engaged as principal Pr(])l"“‘;gig and
1 alcutta Journal, which was then ighly yielding to him
o'.he!:‘pmbrmtors a large annnal income.” ! ikl
vc2s'te(l litrclsotlltg(l,GThat it ap(l’)cnrcdltogiour Committee, that in the year 1823, in the exercise of t]hc dljg::c
: I overnor-General . Buckingha 7o i iovernor- al, o
quit ‘I‘ndm in two months.” ’ ! Hsaghain was, By Tae axting GoveronGeniiil m
2 3. Ifeso!ued, That it appeared to your Committee, that after the departure of Mr. Buckingham fro
undia, the Calcutta Journal was, by order of the Governor-General, altogether suppressed.” of
th‘L Resolved, That your Committee, without impugning the motives which actuated the nlcns.ur?s.,m
¢ Government, feel that those measures have, in their consequences, proved to Mr. Buckingharl
and his family penal to a degree which could not have been contemplated at the time of their agopLons
5. ‘“ Resolved, That your Committec are, therefore, of opinion that Compensation ought to be ma
to Mr. Buckingham.”
G. ¢ Resolved, 'That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of Compel
sation, in the hope that that subject will be taken into the favourable consideration of the Eas

India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament, in the next session, to fix such amount, be ren-
dered unnecessary.”

etion
d to

That your Petitioners have since learned, with pain and disappointment, that, although these
unanimous Resolutions of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, were duly laid
before the East India Company, by the then President of the Board of Control (now a member
of the House of Peers, and one of His l\;InJesty’s Cabinet Ministers, as Principal Secretary of State
for the Colonies), the said East India Company refused to grant such Compensation, and
declined to entertain any proposition whatever on the subject,

That your Petitioners humbly beg to assure your Honourable House, that they regard such
adenial of Justice as this to be }l}glll)f derogatory to the British name and reputation : asit appears
to your Petitioners that a British !;-“bJeCl has been banished without trial—punished without
conviction—and ruined in all his fortune and pursuits without even the allegation of his
having been guilty of any crime. ' )

That the great Charter of English Liberty guaranteed to
man should be punished but by the :]ud%melnt of his peers—t
portioned to the oftence—that there should be
should neither be delayed nor denied to.ﬂﬂy man.

gt fmose Of]?leT:l?gﬁ.)n;ftsy‘gl::ls:e%:ce]:??gﬁ:uh your Petitioners regret to perceive that
il:lal\f;}ee;sefgl‘{ulll(;lplﬁz obee;llgpunished without judgment eof, without necessity, and without adequate

his peers— hi i
< = o his d offence—, peers—his punishment has been
wholly disproportioned to his dél_f‘?_ga‘;dofoiﬂ;i 11(; has suffered a grievous wrong, without having
any remedy at law for the sam re than twelyve years past, during which the facts

is case have been so often befqre the P‘-lbllc as to be familiar to almost every one wh ;

gslsltxice has been delayed and dcr.ned-—_—wlxtho'ut his having yet been proved mybe guilt: (1)'?'1]([115,
other offence than that of advocating, in nd}a, that Freedom of Trade, Freedom of Set.llem.; Yy
ond Freedom of Publication, which were ermer]y denied to Tnglishmen iy that countr nt,
which are now happily made, by the last Charter for India, the established

but,
Ives to bl dhat o ad law of the lund.y’
- «: < cannot bring themselves to believe that the adyoeqy;
I e fouses of Legislature, and Iis Majesty on the

the subject_s of this realm, that no
. hat all punishments should be pro-
© wrong without a remedy—and that Justice

ng and ractisi :
P Sing
T o actising in

" x 1'G 3 ave since o
tioned and approved, and ;vha(ii ttheb;n::tg(i:ttlI;gl;lll:;;ei:lg(:\gz,le:clll::;g,enfml of India, ";ch:d?:(i

- 4 o ¢ advantaoe ‘ .4 past g
present, have publicly declare verned country (namely, the Freedy 0 gndm as it §

i S to Eno-
land, and to every other well go inistered by a Judge and - Of the Pregg )
only to the control of the i adll)lllil:]:itf:ue anﬁ a pubﬁc goodjzuz):l)d Olilght to be
in any other light than that of a pa and arbitrary ruin of an h A
conceive, that the summary banishment an 2(&110“ un};l s ot honoumble individyg], v
out trial or conviction—on no_other allege "ltobe defended b o vas guilty of o = With.
and practising the Freedom of the Press——canfr'mvhich it is wholl}:'?r?g bl the <i§a.n‘n
Constitution, to the very spirit and essence of whic a Y 8 entirely repuguautntlsh
Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly implore your]IIC;I.:ﬁllll}an?e?gl}lsi—e, that Jou wij p, :

to give your sanction to such a Bill as may enable t lehfch the Sel ltL Buckl."gha tf Sy
from the East India Company that Compensation, W 2hat et ,(ch Commutee of 1] Tecover
of Commons reported it to be their unanimous opiniont i dalb ast Ingj ot 1 House
to make to him, for the destruction of his property, eceasioned by the Mmeasureg hpany ought
mentioned, Creinbefore

subject
considey,
refore, they litldr:nlbelg
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EDINBURGH.

To the Lords Spiritual and Temporal (and to the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland) in Parliament assembled.—The Petition of the Inhabitants of Ldinburgh,

Hunery sueweri,—That your Petitioners have read in the proceedings of Parliament, the fol-
lowing Resolutions unanimously agreed to by a Select Committee of the House of Commons,
and reported to that Honourable House on the 4th of August, 1834, viz.:

1. ¢ Resolved, that it appears to your Committee that Mr. Buckingham resided in Bengal from
the year 1818 to 1823 x%nder a licence of the East India Government, and was engaged as prin-
cipal Proprietor and Editor of the Qulculta Journal, which was then a highly profitable concern,
yielding to himself and other proprietors a large annual income.

2. ¢ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee that in the year 1823, in the exercise of the
discretion vested in the Governor-General, Mr. Buckingbam was, by the Acting Governor-
General, ordered to quit India within two months.

3. ¢ Resolved, That itappeared to your Committee, that after the departure of Mr. Buckingham,
from India, the Calcutta Journal was, by order of the Governor-General, :\Itogelhera sup-

sressed.
. 4. ‘ Resolved, That your Committee, without impugning motives which actuated the measures
of the Government, feel that these measures have, in their consequences, proved, to Mr.
Buckingham and his family, penal to a degree which could not have been contemplated at the
time of their adoption. -

5. ¢ Resolved, That your Committee are therefore of opinion that Compensation ought to be
made to Mr. Buckingham.

6. ¢ Resolved, That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of
Compensation, in the hope that that subject will be taken into the favourable consideration of the
East India Company ; and thus the interposition of Parliament in the next session to fix such
amount, be rendered unnecessary.’

That your Petitioners have learned, with disappointment and surprise, that notwithstanding
these most cogent Resolutions, the Fast India Company have refused the Compensation declared
to be due to Mr. Buckingham. That your Petitioners consider that refusal a denial of justice;
a wrong (for they are informed there is no action for it competent at law) which demands for its
remedy a direct exercise of that control over the acts of the East India Company which is con-
stitutionally vested in Parliament.

That your Petitioners cordially concur in the conclusion come to by the Legislature, and to a
certain extent by the Board of Control itself, that the principles, for his advocation of which Mr.
Buckingham was banished from India, and his property and prospects in life sacrificed, are con-
stitutionally and essentially sound.—nmnely, Freedom of Trade, F 1'eedpm of Set.tlement, and
Trecdom of Publication; all of which are now, by the last Charter for India, recognised and esta-
Dlished aslaw ; and they huml_ﬂy maintain that, instead of pﬂ@ru.nonml ruin and reproach, Mr.
Buckingham deserves the gratitude of his country, and of India itself, for his conduct,

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly entreat your Honourable House, that you will be pleased
to give your sanction to such a Bill as may cn.ublc th‘e said J%}mes Sl‘“( ]3gclixng]1axn to recover
from the East India Company that Compensation which the Sele'ct Lpnxtllltte_e of the House of
Commons reported it to be their unanimous opinion that the said Fast India Company ought
tomake to him for the destruction of his property occasioned by the measures hereinbefore

mentioned. GLASGOW.
Tothe Honourablethe Commons of Great Bl'itllillﬂml Ireland, in Parliament assembled.—The Petition
of the undersigned Merchants, Manufacturers, and other Inhabitants of the City of Glasgow, and
its Vicinity, o
Suewrrn,— Lhat your Petitioners have heard, with the most painful feelings, 9& the destruction
of the Property of James Silk Buckingham, Esq., a British Subject, residing in Bengal, by the
suppression of the Calcutta Journal by the Indian Government, and of which he was the chief
Proprietor, wztlxqu.t any trial or convietion of any crime. » .
That your Petitioners have heard with astonishment of the refusal of the East India Compan
to orant aBY Compensation to James Silk B_uckmghnm,' Esq., for the serious injuries he hag gyg§.
.57 1 through the arbitrary conduct of their servants in Bengal, notwithstanding the unanimoyg
t‘:sxﬁutions of a SelectdComlmttee of your Henourable House having reported that such Compen
Tese e made to him. 7
sation oughltltgg’efusal on the part of the East India Company, in the fa
That ?:;cof the Select Committee of your Honourable House, has a direc
resolut(;: of Justice, and is disrespectful to the authority of Parliament.
the 10,“, it therefore please your Honourable House to take such steps as to
ml\étugo secure to the said James Silk Buckingham, Esq., that full Inden
;10 which he is entited by the decision of the Select Committee appoint
 Boises and your Petitioners will ever pray.

ce of the unanimous
t tendency to obstruct

your wisdom may seeq

0 0
'ty and Compensatiop,
ed by your Honourap]e
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DUBLIN. |
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-

%en;l.assembled.—The humble Petition of the Merchants and other Inhabitants of the City of
ublin,

Sm:wmx,—Tpat the losses sustained by James Sirx Buckingnan, Esq. in India, in con-
sequence of the indefensible and unjust conduct of the East India Company’s Officers there, are
matter of public notoriety in Great Britain and Ireland.

That the justice of his claims on the Company for full and ample Compensation has been
honourably recognised by the unanimous decision of a Committee of your Honourable House,
who have reported as their opinion that to such Compensation he has a just and a fair claim.

That your Pqtltioners have heard with regret, and indeed with astoniéhment, that the Directors
of the East Indin Company have refused to comply with the terms of that just Report.

Your Petitioners, therefore, respectfully solicit that your Honourable [ouse will adopt such
measures as you may deem meet to ensure to the said JaMes S1ox Buckinoiaa the Compensation
to Wl‘nch’be 1s 50 justly entitled ; that thus the free and noble principles of the British Constitution
may in his case be cleared from the reproach of sanctioning the longer continuance of the great
Injustice which has been practised on this talented individual by the East India Company, for
10 other reason than hecause he had the manliness to advocate those principles of Free Discussion
which it is the proudest boast of Britons to maintain both at home and abroad.

SOUTHWARK,
To the Honourable the Commons of the Uniled Kingdom of Great Britain and Treland, in Parlia-
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the undersigned Traders, Merchants, and Inhabitants l_'f
the ancient Town and Borough of Southwark,

SueEwETH,~—That your Petitioners have heard with regret and surprise, that after a Committee
of your Honourable House had examined into the claims of James Stk Buckivenan, Esq., for
Compensation for the losses sustained by him through the conduct of the servants of the East
India Company in Bengal; and after that Honourable Committee had reported that such
Compensation ought to be made ; its Report was rejected by the said East India Company, who
refused to make any adjustment of those claims when solicited so to doj; although the sufferer
would have been ready and willing to have entered upon an amicable zu‘run(remgnt and agreed
to any reasonable and just proposition to that effect. ° ’ °

That your Petitioners, as Englishmen, who value the Constitution of their country, feel deepl
grieved to see the deliberate decisions of any portion of the Legislature treated wiih, contumcl-hy
or brought into disrepute and contempt; yet such must be the case if, after the appointment of:;.
Select Committee of your Honourable House, and the Report and 1‘e<’:ommendation of that bod
founded upon the facts produced before them in evidence, such Report and such recommend '1tio?;
be treated with silent contempt or open opposition, whether by a private individuz\l(or‘b ya
Company of East India Directors. y

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly entreat your Honourable House to protect and preserve
your own privileges and authority, as well as to secure the ends of Justice, by ‘nqsiI:m such
measure as in your wisdom shall seem meet to secure to the said James Silk’Bgclli‘r;f;lm?nlth'lt
full and ample Compensation to which, in the opinion of your own Committee he s 5o fully and
fairly entitled. e —— e

EXETER,
To the Honowrable the Commons thllff _Unitefl Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the Inhabitants of the ancient City and
Exeter, in the County of Devon, :

, in Parlia-
Borough of

_ Supwerm,—That your Petitioners regard the security of Property as the foundation of
civilized society, and the distinguishing characteristic of ail just and equitable Governments,
That this security of Property has been disregarded and violated, in the arbitrary suppression
of the Calcutta Jmu‘i'xal, without trial or conviction ; the said Journal having been f)rincipa]ly the
}:gop{irty of James Silk Buckingham, a British subject, in conjunction with other co-proprietors
'}vl om certain portions of that property belonged. [
o cxat the Select Com_mxttge of the House of Commons a
m[:}s: a%d report their opinion thereon to the House,
Perty by reporting it as their unanimo inion tl
said James Silk Buclg o cetatioalont
S e Bengal ckingham for the losses entailed on
That the refugal i
. of the Fast India Company to attend to the decis;
18 fiot only o e et i pany z t ecision of the Select Committee
. . ted to brin : - !
House into contempt, R e Sy VR A2
That your Petitioners hat
therefore, humbly pray that your Heng, o
steps as to your wisdom r'nay seem meet, to secure to the said J“megagiﬁklg)$:fi“ ill take such
Compensation awarded ty Tim by the Select Committee aforesqid, ngham the fu1]

ppointed to examine into the facts of
showed a proper regard to the rights of
t Compensation ought to be made to the
him by the arbitrary suppression of his
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LIVERPOOL.
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in
Parliament assembled.—The humble Petition of the Inhabitants of Liverpool, in the County of
Lancashire.

Snewern,—That your Petitioners have read, in the Parliamentary Reports and in the public
Journals, that a Select Committee of your Honourable House was appointed to examine into the
facts connected with the banishment of James Silk Buckingham, Esq. from India, and the sub-
sequent suppression of the Calcutta Journal, of which he was the Editor and principal Pro-
prietor at that time; which Select Committee unanimously adopted and agreed to certain Reso-
lutions, which were reported to your Honourable House on the 4th of August, 1834.

That by the 5th of these Resolutions it is resolved ¢ That your Committee are therefore of
opinion that Compensation ought to be made to Mr. Buckingham,”

That by the 6th of these Resolutions it is resolved, ¢ That your Committee abstain from
expressing any opinion as to the amount of Compensation, in the hope that that subject will be
taken into the favourable consideration of the East India Company, and thus the interposition of
Parliament, in the next session, to fix such amount, be rendered unnecessary.”

That your Petitioners have since learned, that, although these Resolutions were duly laid
before the East India Company by the then President of the Board of Control (now a Member
of the House of Lords, and his Majesty’s Secre'tary of State for_ the Colonies), the East India

Company have refused to grant any Compensz}txou, or to entertain the subject in any way,

That your Petitioners view with apprehension this total disregard of the unanimous Resolu-
tions of a Select Committee of your Honourable House, as above expressed in favour of Mr,
Buckingham’s claims. . ) o )

Your Petitioners would venture to submit that India, with its overwhelming and defence-
less population, is so far removed from the superintendence of this country, that when any act
of oppression and injustice is brought to light, the character of the British nation is involved in
the prompt redress of such injustice ; not only as due to the party oppressed, but as a whole-
some check upon power, comparatively speaking uncontrolled, but often, it is feare.d, abused,

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly implore your Honourable House, that you will be pleased
to give your sanction to such a Bill as may enable the said J.ames Silk Buckingham, Esq. to
recover from the East India Company that Compensation which the said Committee of your
Honourable House reported it to be their unanimous opinion that the East India Company
ought to make him, —_—
BIRMINGHADM.

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great ].ix-itaiu and Iveland, in Parlia-
ment assembled .—The humble Petition of the Merchants, Manufacturers, amd other Inhabitants
of the Borough of Birmingham,

Suewrri,—That your Petitioners have learned that a Select Committee of your Honourable
House was, in the year 1834, appointed ¢ to tgke into consx({e:atlon the circumstances connegted
with the suppression of the Calcutta Journal in the year 1823, and the loss of property entailed
on Mr, Buckingham in consequence of that measure ; and to report their opinion to the House
as to whether any, and what a’x’nount of, Compensation ought to be granted to Mr. Buckingham

i on that account, . . .
fo{llill:tl?l?:e:aid Committee, as your Petitioners are al.so assured, having examined evidence,
and inquired carefully iuto all the circumstances touching the case, reported to your Honourable
House sundry resolutions, among which are the following :

“ That your Committee are of opinion that Compensation ought to be made to Mr. Buckingham,

« That your Committee abstain from expre§sing any opinion as to th.e amount of Comgensatxog,
in the hope that that subject will be taken into the .f'nvourable consu.leratxm} of tllvle Tast {nd]m
Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament in the next session to fix such amount, he
rendered unnecessary.” '

But your Petitioners find, with much pain and disappointment, that the East India Company,
on the above Resolutions of the Committee of your Honourable Ijlouse being pr.esented to‘then.;,
have not only refused to grant any Compensation, but have declined to entertain the subject in
any Sha,PI‘;;titioners’ therefore, convinced of the arbitrary nature of the measures pursued by the

Y.'OUI -nor-General in ordering the sudden removal of Mr. James Silk Buckingham from
Acting Gover 'the subsequent suppression of the Journal of which he was the conductor, cannot
India, andin the conduct of the East India Company, in disregarding the unanimous Res:)luti
but consider of your Honourable House, as altogether unjustifiable and contumacioug Tﬁns
of sGommmttes hat your Honourable ITouse will tale measures to render the R luti oy
therefore trust that ¥ 5 i mieatasl esolutio

¢ Committee respected and etiectual,
yo}i‘o this end your Petitioners humbly implore your Honourable House to give your sanction to
ch a Bill as may secure to the said James Bilk Buckingham the full Compensation anq
;;demnity which your Select Committee have unanimously decided that he oucht to receiye,

ns of

o
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BRIDPORT. . ;
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland,in Parlic-
ment assembled.— The humble Petition of the Merchants, Manufacturers, and other TInhabitants of
the Town and Borough of Bridport,

m_;aﬂ:v.lﬁ_nn your Petitioners have heard with pain of the destruction of the property. of
James Silk Buckingham, Esq., a British subject residing in the East Indies, by the suppression
of the Calcutta Journal, of which he was chief ﬁ_.oviam»oﬁ without any trial or aouia:on.om
crime, and for no other apparent reason than that the said Journal exercised the freedom of dis=
cussion on the public acts of the Indian Government. i

That your Petitioners conceive the act of freely commenting on the public conduct of public
men, to be one for which no individual should be punished but by the verdict of a jury Bt B
fair and open trial in a public Court. :

That your Petitioners bave seen, by the Public Journals, that the case of the said James Silk
Buckingham has been fully considered before a Select Committee of the House of Commons,
appointed to examine evidence and report upon the same ; and that the said Committee unant-
mously reported their opinion to be, that Compensation ought to be made by the ELast .H_::u
Oﬁ:?:.w to the said James Silk Buckingham for the mowQEwmoﬁ of his property as &.o_.mmuz_..

::.: your Petitioners have further learned that the said East India Company have, notwith-
standing this unanimous resolution of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, refused
to grant such Compensation—to any amount whatever.

That your Petitioners, deeming this to be an invasion of the rights of property, which would
be fatal ‘to all security if it were suffered to pass without redress, humbly implore your Honour=
able House to take such steps as to your wisdom may seem meet, in order to secure to the m”ﬁm
James Silk Buckingham that full Indemnity and Compensation awarded to him by the decision
of the Select Commilttee, appointed by your Honourable House for that purpose, as aforesaid.

TAUNTON.
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the undersigned Merchants, Traders, and Inhabitants
of Taunton, in the County of Somerset,

Suewrrn,—That your Petitioners have heard with surprise and regret that the East India
Company have refused to grant any Compensation whatever to James Silk Buckingham, Esq.,
for the loss sustained by him, in consequence of the unjust suppression of the Calcutta Journal
by the Indian Government ; notwithstanding that a Committee of your Honourable House had
unanimously reported that he is entitled to such Compensation.

That your Petitioners hold the Freedom of the Press to be the corner stone of Constitutional
Liberty; and they conceive that no person should be punished, but by the verdict of a jury after
a fair trial in open Court. .

That it is the belief of your Petitioners, that the said James Silk Buckingham was deprived
of his property without conviction of any crime, merely for having exercised that which is the
inalienable privilege of every _w:.:mr subject—the right of freely McEBEE:Q upon public mea-
sures, and pointing out _‘.:SS grievances. =

Your Petitioners, therefore, feeling thatit is due to the character and credit of British Justice,
that this great wrong should not go unredressed, do humbly entreat your Honourable House to
take effectual means to secure to the said James Silk Buckingham, full Compensation for the

losses to which he was so unjustly subjected, as awarded by the solemn and unanimous decision
of the Committee of your Honourable House.

TAVISTOCK,
T the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland,in Parliament
assembled —The humble Petition of the undersigned Merchants, Traders, and other Inhabitants
of Tavistock, in the County of Devon,

Smmmw,ﬂwqwlm__i vﬂmza Petitioners feel a deep interest in the maintenance of the national repu-
. msh_m._qoz”._m,_na at lome and abroad, and believe that it is the duty of every British subject
e o secure for their fellow countrymen the fullest enjoyment of their civil and po-
m.w, Mamrﬁmu whether in the colonies or in the mother country.
Oozgwﬂswww—:w..ohﬂozm% have, therefore, heard with great regret of the refusal of the Bast India
e dw H.:B M_”% o_gumw:m::@: whatever to James Silk Buckingham, Esq., for the injuries
James Silk Buckinghans, thecr oy conduct of their servants in Bengal ; by whom the suid
Towiilenahre b E m, _Huocm 1 residing in India as a British subject, fully possessed of the
ined o e Qamnncomwomof» J—m ﬁ.:dm».w. was m»ﬂw.n banished without a trial, ﬁub.%umﬂﬂ Wﬂmmmaumq in-
Nk 0, in his absence, of his highly valuable property, withoutbeing convieted

& That when a Select Committee of your Tonourable House had unanimously resolye,
roadmsmﬁsu ought to be made to the said James Silk Buckingham for the losgeg o

ad been thus unjustly subjected, your Petitioners had hoped that their award Woul L
respectfully cbeyed by the said East India Company, to whom it Was transmitteq 1,
authorities; the Board of Control.
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That the refusal of the East India Company to grant such Compensation, after the unanimous
decision of the said Committee in favour of such grant, is at least a disrespectful if not a con-
temptuous disregard of the high authority of your Honourable House, and an obstruction to the
ends of Justice.

That your Petitioners, therefore, humbly pray your Honourable House to take such steps as in
your wisdom may seem meet, to maintain the reputation of the British name, and uphold the
authority of your Select Committee : by securing to the said James Silk Buckingham the payment
of that ample Compensation for the Iosses so unjustly inflicted on him which the ends of sub-
stantial Justice require.

WILSDEN.
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the Clergy, Dlanufacturers, and other Inhabitants of
the Township of Wilsden and its Vicinity, in the County of York,

Suewer,—That your Petitioners have learned with pain, from the evidence efore ba Com-
mittee of your Honourable House, appointed to investigate the grievances and claim for Com-
pensation of James Silk Buckingham, 1sq., that the rights and liberties of a British subject haye
been, in his case, infringed in a manner which has not only justified the interposition of the
Legislature, but which demands for Mr. Buckingham, as an object of oppression, the sympathies
of every Briton.

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly but urgently entreat your Ionourable House to be
pleased to order such Compensation tobe made to Mr. Buckingham, by the East India Company,
as will fully redress the losses and injuries he has sustained, to which the Committee of vSE...
Honourable House has declared him to be entitled ; thereby vindicating the honour of the
Government, and ensuring to our fellow-subjects, in foreign parts, the security of their just
liberties and possessions.

YEOVIL.

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-
ment assembled,—The humble Petition of the Inhabitants of Yeovil, in the county of Somerset,

Suewgeru,—-That your Petitioners believe the Freedom of the Press, subject only to the
control of the laws as administered by a Judge and Jury, to be of the greatest benefit to all well
governed countries, and eminently conducive to the advancement of the public welfare.

That the individuals, therefore, who have been the foremost to advocate and to practise the
Treedom of the Press, in any part of the British empire, ought to be regarded as public
benefactors, and be crowned with honours and rewards. )

That your Petitioners have seen, with the deepest regret, an extent of punishment, :rbom_m un-
s effected on a Dritish subject, ..?Emm Silk Buckingham, for no other reason, either
eced, than that he was the first to advocate and to practise the Freedom of the
it ions in India.

paralleled, a
apparent or allege ; o
S itish posses! ., : . :
?mwv ﬁ%%w:wmmnﬁ.% Ws_%nmmmmo: of the Calcutta Journal, of which the said James Silk Bucking-
1 . the chief proprietor, was as much a violation of property, as the forcible stoppage of a
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our Honourable House having examined into this matter, and
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. Buckingham for the destruction of his | { : .
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Hm - ammw House will take such steps as may be most effectual to maintain the .a.m::%.om wﬁm
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SuHEWETH, kingham, Esq., during his residence in the East Indies, by the suppression of
James Silk Buc E:m of which he was the chief proprietor, for no other apparent reason than
the Oﬂ?:%..;&%mﬁ.uaw exercised the constitutional privilege of commenting upon the acts of
that the sal

ublic men. <3 consider the liberty of the press attacked and endangered by th e
P¥Ihat your %ow_wowmm James Silk Buckingham, in this instance. ° Y the hostility
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unheard, or without trial by jury in open court, which just law appears to your Petitioners £2
have been violated by the Iast 1ndia Company towards the said James Silk Buckingham.
That your Petitioners therefore humbly pray your Honourable Ifouse to adopt such measures

3s shall do full justice to the said James Silk Buckingham, and uphold the liberty of the press and
the laws of the British Constitution.

KENDAL. .
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament

assembled,—The humble Pelition of the Merchants and other Inhabitants of Kendel, in the
County of Westmoreland.

Surwern,—That your Petitioners witnessed, with pleasure, the Award and Recommendation
of a Select Committee of the last Parliament, to the effect that Compensation ought to be made to
James Silk Buckingham, Lsq., by the East India Company, for the ruinous consequences of an
act of Tyranny done towards that Gentleman by their Government in Tndia.

Ihat with corresponding indignation and regret your Petitioners have since learnt, that the
said East India Company have set at defiance all and every claim of Mr. Buckingham, not-
withstanding that such claims were so urged by the unanimous Resolution of the aforesaid
Committee.

Your Peti.tior.zers would deprecate any act of Oppression by whomsocever exercised, or on
whomsoever inflicted ; they would deprecate every attempt to cartail liberty of thought and fice-
domqfdisc.ussian,. which they regard as the distinguishing birthright of Britain's sons.

But against this particular act of Injustice, your Petitioners feel more especially incensed, by
reason of the contumacious conduct ofthe Oppressors on the one hand, and in consideration of the
estimable and exemplary character of the injured individualon the other,

Your Petitioners therefore bumbly implore your Honourable Houseto take such immediate and
decisive steps asin your wisdom you may deem meet to secure to the said James Silk Buckingham,

Esq. that full Indemnity and Compensation which your Petitioners believe him so justly entitled
to receive.

CANTERBURY.
New Town Councin or Cavtersury, Tuespay, Feo, 2, 1836.
Arperman H., Coorer brought before the

] ourt the case of the hon. ber for § 1
James Silk Buckingham, Esq., and in a clear a o LR e

f K : nd perspicuous manner pointed out the persecu-
tions and ill-treatment which that talented and worthy individual had suﬂ'e]rcd. After forci}le com-

menting on the Resolutions of the Select Committee appointed in 1834—the facts proved in
evidence before that Committee—the opinions of the eminent functionaries in Ind}n inpf'wour of
a Free Press in that country—as ;_\Is_o of the most popular characters in Encland ';s to the
treatment of Mr. Buckingham, and his just claims to redress for the injuries and]%ersec‘utions he

had sus;uined—the worthy Alderman concluded his address by reading an extract from Lord Jobn
Russell’s apeech, as Chairman of the Committee, on the pl'ﬂiseworthyuﬂn(l honourable conduct of
Mr. Buckingham and the advantages of a Free Prog L

g ) s.  Alderman H. Coo tl d tl
foll: » e i ‘ per then proposed the
mozg}ngdlc’);ttg&o? to the House of Commons, which wag seconded by Mr. Repour, and unani-
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e i 4 e gdom of Great Britain and Ireland, i Parlia-
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses qf’th: F:ro “:Irl
of Canterbury, in Council assembled, dadal

SnEwnrnf—That your Petitioners have heard with regret and surprise,
the Resolutions unanimously passed by a Select Committes of
pensation ought to be made to James Silk Buckingham, Isq
of_thhls property in the arbitrary suppression of the Calcutta
without iial by jude jury— ia C D
by de?il); tmlfbl) judge or jury— the East India Company have not thought ‘proper to attend
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Veedis, o sllzl!tr(lasdtﬂtl;ciemwgicht{our Petitioners cannot but consider as an unjustifiable denial of
orityizgo oty pugnthe respectability of your honourahle House, and to bring its au-
our Petitioner: Y inci :
Pray your honour:ﬂs)’lshf‘;t)f?é% 01.1 la principle of national honour, justice, and ever expediency,
Becuring to the said James Si(t)ktd]';z siu'ch Steps as in your wisdom may be judged proper, for
unanimous Resolutions of youy Sel ckingham the equitable Compensation contemplated by the
R your Select Committee, and to which he i unquestionably entitled.
e 2AN Brexr offered some observations on the g
18 thechoice of the people) in having the opportunity oftingmtages which the Council possessed
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€ presented to the Ha;b‘::‘;ms on the conduct of public individug)y o ~1OWn to the Legislature the

by Lord A. D. Conyxcuad, and thntlv’[“nd Proposed that the Petition
m‘ the prayer thereof ; which being seconded by My, BO%ME’B“’"GTON be requested to
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Journal by the Bengal Government,

OPINIONS OF THE PUBLIC PRESS.

It would fill a large volume to give the whole of the Opinions already expressed by the
Public Journals, on the conduct of the East India Company, in refusing to carry into effect
the unanimous Resolutions of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, in favour
of Mr. Buckingham’s Claims to Compensation for the Destruction of his Property in India :
but a few selections from Papers of the latest date, and fiom different parts of the kingdom,
will show the general feeling that has been expressed on this subject.

From the Ldinburgh Observer.

By many of the inhabitants of Edinburgh Mr. Buckingham must ke remembered, from his
having very recently delivered a course of lectures in this city, on subjects connected with the
Eastern world,—while it is known that in his public capacity Le contributed greatly to bring
about the arrangements which followed on the expiry of the East India Company’s Charter ;
thus aiding in extending our commercial relations, and opening new sources of demand for
our manufactures. The case of grievance, to which we dircet attention, may be briefly stated
from the evidence adduced before a committee of the House of Commons, in the aufumn of
1834, Between the years 1818 and 1823, Mr. Buckingham appears to have resided at Calcutta,
under a licence from the Indian Government ; and to have been engaged in conducting the
Caleutta Journal, of which he was also principal proprictor. From five years of unremitting
exertion, and an outlay of upwards of 20,000l this Journal had hecome ““a highly profitable
concern,” yielding to the proprietors an income of between 60002 and 80001 a year. During
the interval between the Governments of Lord Hastings and Lord Amlierst, the Reverend
Dr. Bryce was appointed by the Council, clerk for the supply of stationery to the public
departments of Government; and upon this appointment, Mr. Buckingham wrote in his
Journal an article, “in which the duties of such an office wereshown to be incompatible witha
due discharge of the reverend gentleman’s sacred functions.”” For the publication of this article,
Mr. Buckingham’s licence to reside at Calcutta was withdrawn ; and without a trial, or any
other legal process, he was banished the country. For a short time after his departure, the
Journal was conducted by another editor, but subsequently its licence was withheld ; and
although a liberal offer was made for the mere use of the types, &c., the agents of the Indian
Government refused to grant a licence to any party to use them, so long as they remained the
property of Mr. Buckingham, who was thus absolutely compelled to permit a sale of his valu-
able materials, where there could necessarily be but few competitors; the son-in-law of a
member of Council became the purchaser on easy terms ; and thus, without the least pretext of
legality, but by a very reckless exercise of power, Mr. Buckingham was deprived of property
which was estimated by purchasers of shares at 40,0007 and left with a debt of 10,0002

The matter subsequently became the subject of Parliamentary inquiry ; and a Committee of
the House (of which Sir Robert Peel, Lord§ Althorp, Russell, and Somerset, Messrs. Cutlar
Fergusson, Abercrombie, Hume, and other distinguished gentlemen were members) came to
these resclutions :—

¢ That your Committee are of opinion that Compensation ought to be made to Mr, Bucking-
ham. That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of Compen-
sation, in the hope that the subject will be faken into the favourable consideration of the East
India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament, in the next session, to fix such
amount be rendered unnccessary.”

But the Company chose to overlook this recommendation ; a bill was brought into parlia.
ment by Mr. Tulk, to enforce payment ; passed its first reading by a majority of more than
three to one,—its second without a division—Dbut was stopped in committee by an objection as
to a point of form ; and here the case rests ; a case which Lord Denman ‘‘considered to be
one of the most cruel, oppressive, and nryusn.,‘gﬁablc acts which l}e had ever known to,have been

nmitted by a British governor, in the history of the colonies, bad as they were ;” of which
cot Francis Burdett ‘¢ felt bound to declare that a more gross case of cruelty had never been
B to the notice of the House;” and Lord John Russell said that the sufferer ¢

presented the thanks of his fellow-subjects, and the approbation of a wise and beueye

entitled to

nt.
governme will again be brought before Parliament next session, and in the :
The mnt'tel‘ reparing in many English towns in favour of Mr. Buckingham’g lmpan ““ﬁe
etiulo‘nsnlel ie}:'erzll gentlemen h.;u'c.resolyed to procure petitions from this quar te;- i?; Ilu'mf) e
'u‘x;ldc::i?é’ s involving qlelvl.ndlcanon of L!lehber't_v of the press, and procuring justic]e‘sfosham
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From the Glasgow Chronicle.

There are few cases of private wrong which have excited a deeper feeli
public mind, than that of Mr. Buckingham, M.P. for Sheffield. We give in another column :;
short statement of the leading facts of the case, with the Resolutions reported to the Holl_S(i,Od
Commons by the Select Committee appointed to investigate the subject. Will it be belfc‘ee
that, notwithstanding so decided an expression of opinion on the part of sucha Committee,
the East India Company still refuse the Compensation due ?

We ourselves read the Calcutta Journal, and considered it one of the most splendid n(]a“('IS:
papers ever published. In polite literature, and in general information, it was 1xngqllt§h€tlé
while its immense size, each daily number being as large as an ordinary volume, betokene (:e
exercise of no ordinary industry. It numbered every individual in India of literary emmel\nlr
among its contributors, and its suppression must be considered as not only an injury to Hr.
Buckingham, but as obstructing the course of intellectual improvement.

alled upon to

The obstinacy of the East India Company in refusing to act justly, even when ¢ ¢
do so by a Committee of the Housec of Commons, renders it imperative on all who rcspece
public spirit in individuals, or who are anxious to maintain the liberty of the press, 10 C(;}ust
forward with petitions to the House of Commons on the subject. A bill was introduced "l'lS
session into the House of Commons, with a view to enforce justice from the Company ; it }“
carried through several stages with little opposition, but was at last defeated by the Company
on a point of form. That bill will be again introduced in the session now about to opcn: an'te
we are glad to see that petitions are getting up in every quarter in support of it. Glasgow, “ve
are glad to state, is already bestirring itself. A Petition is now in course of signature, and W
have no doubt that it will be presented at the opening of the session, with such an array ©
names attached to it as will ensure the attention of the Legislature.

ng of interest in the

TIrom the Scots Times.

We are glad to learn that a petition is in progress of signature, in our city, in favour of the
claims of J. S. Buckingham, M.P., for Compensation from the East India Company, for the
destruction of his property, vested in a Liberal and plain-speaking Journal, which he edited
in Calcutta, under the old regime—when to speak truth in India, sent a man to the right-
about in a twinkling. The claims have been sanctioned by a Committee of the House of
Commons, composed of individuals of various shades of political opinion ; and several of the
most eminent friends of liberty in this country, such as Lord Durham, Mr. Hume, Lord
\’Vllllarc.\ Bentinck, Lord John Russell, &c., have concurred in condemning the injustice and
oppression which drove Mr. Buckingham from India. This gentleman, in addition to his just
claims upon the Old Leaden-hall Street monopoly, is entitled to public support from his many
Iz’:‘\\)ll:;:ernces, :md_ his accomplishmcn!s as a traveller and a literary man, not to men'ti(m the

th;refm,:“{)l[:::tlfvmd‘.h,e has always given to the liberal cause in Parliament. We trust,
s 1is petition will be numerously signed, and that the people of Glasgow will

;:‘\ln aloud on Government to compel the Company to do an act of justice to a much injured

I'rom the Dundee Chronicle.

In}IY:éif;r :-‘: th:extraclt.? \ln our first page relative to”the claims of this gentleman on the East

civated b B ny;e g?rh:v \11;: 1 we ’l,md intended to offer some observations, but find we are anti-

ok y Jn e gople, \v:hos.e letter will be found in another column. As there can
e but one opinion regarding the justice of Mr, Buckingham’s demands, we trust that cve‘r
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extent has reached the mercantile despots of India, inasmuch as they are now shorn of their
monopoly, and a field is opened up, thereby, for British enterprise, skill, and capital—the
happy results of which can only be fully developed to succeeding generations. The active and
unwearied exertions of Mr. Buckingham, who, for many years, fought the East India Com-
pany almost single-handed, mainly accelerated the breaking up of their monopoly by en-
lightening the public mind, regarding not merely what involved the dearest rights and i’ntercsts
of the British people, but also those of the countless myriads of our fellow-men spread over
the extended continent of India, who will eventually turn their loathing eyes from the wither-
ing effects of commercial and military despotism, to the benign and soul-refreshing influences
of an enlightened and paternal government, which, I trust, is prospectively in store for them.

¢ I am well aware, hoqueg‘, and make the remark with regret, that a large portion of the
people of this country, claiming, although they do, to belong to that nation foremost in the
march of freedom, are nevertheless so deeply imbued with unqualified selfishness, that they
are exceedingly apt, at all times, to question the motives of those who, it may be, hazard
their all in the promotion or defence of popular rights. Verily, if the true patriot, even in
this, the nineteenth century, who may be so foolish as to flatter himself with the vain belief of
receiving any thing like a grateful return at the hands of those whose cause he advocates, he
will find himself, in many instances, egregiously mistaken. Verily, he must search for other
and loftier incitements to encourage him to pursue his onward undeviating course.  For, al-
though lis very soul may be bound up in his ardent attempts to promote human improvement,
still, unless he can stoop and pander to the great as well as the small vulgar (which of course he
cannot, and will not disgrace himself by doing), he must lay his account with being but lightly
esteemed. On inquiry, it will also be found that not a few are apt to question the very exist-
ence of public virtue, much in the same way as many question the truth of revealed religion,
by measuring their fellow-men altogether and exclusively by means of a standard of their own
manufacinre. I am one, however, who condemn such general scepticism, and declare my
belief in the existence of public virtue, as well as of revealed religion. Dy doubts, however,
of their general diffusion afford matter of deep regret.

¢“In accordance, then, with my declared belief in the existence of public virtue, I point,
without hesitation, to Mr. Buckingham, as one possessed of this, and call on all whose
hearts are warmed by the sacred flame of liberty, to countenance and assist him in obtaining
justice, toolong delayed at the hands of his oppressors. He stands out prominently to view as
a victim to the popular cause, which never can or will be sufficiently promoted until the public
are more cnlightened and alive to their true interests, and bestir themselves in defence of such
a man, when the sacred liberty of his person, or the rights of his property, are unjustly and
tyrannically assailed. A demonstration of deep and general sympathy, evinced by a people
daring to be free, in favour of such a man, contending, with reason, and justice, and truth on
Lis side, against the strong arm of power, would have the best possible results, It would save
the nation from dishonour—it would rescue the patriot from impending ruin—it would give a
tone to the administration of public affairs which would be attended with the best possible

consequences.”

From the Belfust News-Lelter.
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ation of the East India Company, ;

altogether incompat :

= C atible, Can ! :
p The universal spread of the r that that subject wi! e mext session, to fix such amountbe rendered |

has not been wealized, and the |

on after its assembling. The |

ition of Parliament, 1 s
pressed by the Committee

brought Defore Parliament 50
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g:t'ei(s)fgo:fns ,tlu')thone ot: party—it relates to a matter of substantial justice, in the upright dispen-
Court of I;‘ir‘ézt ever[) individual in the community is interested. So little inclined have the
D S (()irs shown themselves to accede to the unanimous opinion of the Committee,
Consequznce :';els et‘}feli to entgrj:am‘the question of Compensation to Mr. Buckingham, and the
session, but its b'mt a public bill was brought in on the subject towards the end of last
erits of the casg Je'cl‘l w?s “;}happ\ly defeated on a mere point of form unconnected with the
28 Fhe matter \Vitil Ct}c'tea( uig commercial and manufacturing towns of England have taken
praying for the '1wu:-ll l?t{ ;mé zeal, and numerous petitions will be forwarded to Parliament,
year were so m‘nni e m‘tv ompensation, in regard to whose justice the Committee of last
our readers, in c‘)rdg:'mtlls'T ¢ hav’e thought it our duty to lay this statement of facts before
assist a high’]y meritoriall?s ;ﬂ{; ]22“:1?;11-6111: gy understand the case, and may be prepared to
years lias been habitually withheld. aracter to obtain that justice which for tw elve successive

el Irom the Newry Telegraph.
ehave r ; . : P
that Mr, Bl?cl]filzle;tf:(rg) I‘\]fclli“ ?d ‘Oéllr Ol{pmon, founded on a very careful examination of the facts,
Company, for Compen’satilm'fmtl e icld, has an unanswerable claim upon the East India
India. We see that e‘tition ?I' thle Hunous losses inflicted upon him by their government 11
bee{lr signed in Slnet’ﬁgld andsdge“,lfere?}lse of Commons in favour of this act of justice have
€ co recrol . "
member g? ilfrlfi?lz%gltn%(f)llt)]l}ldme 'L‘ceds Mercury.  Mr. Buckingham, both as a journalist and
looking at present all minor ey cdly a distinguished place in the eye of the public. Over-
that gentleman, we can ne:'el-n?ui‘s of politics, in which we may conscientiously differ from
well as from thé press, by \vhic;)rlcetf ‘t!ne strong and irresistible arguments in Parliament, as
on to demand, an uui‘es?‘.rictcd 1f1e 11%t prepared t]tc nation for, and then triumphantly led it
Injurious anti-commercial mono ref vtlild)e to the Tast, and the consequent overthrow of an
House of Commons, for the pro pot}.‘ Sut, besides this, his indefatigable exertions, in the
and virtue, give to B’I,-. B“Cki?] l‘“O l('m of ljcmpemncc and other great principles of momln..y
claims are in themselves so j; gtmml an eminent title to public sympathy and snpport, His
been so unreservedly snnc.tiojntzsl ]am. t;‘]m.table_l,,u.e so well stood the test of scrutiny, and
men on hoth sides of the Hm,%; tiy a l ﬂl"mmen%nry Committee (the latter including the leading
Stk is nepessivy to t ) ‘mt\\ ¢ are confident the general expression of Punric OpriN10ON
¥y to extort a full measure of satisfaction from the East India Company.

With this vi
5 view we would sugwest that a Petit; : i i
Prepared and submitted for si':-;imture in‘l 11\’?:::111\0“ SN En 1 Cpnindy 1 Rt

’ R
From the szper(uy Free Press.

The case of My :
r, Buck ]
uckingham, M. P., whose unjust and severe treatment by the East India

mpany has conjured
up so str 7 i indi i iti 1 i
we learn, he broucht befcl))re t ‘ong.'% feeling of indignation throughout the British empire, will,
honourable g’entle?nan will re = C?nlsulo,-n_thn of Parliament very shorily, where we hope the
i parallel i t,lvlLeeiv'E L e satisfaction claimed by him, whose sufferings in the cause
a Journal in the Indies thl‘ouw]“atgl‘y of nations. It is known that he became the proprietor of
ration, and a pel‘seveyi};q i} ‘11 which he, with an ability that merited for him general admi-
o oo Do beue.-b\th ale“ rich no obstacles could conquer, advocated the c?xuse of those
ki \)olﬁly comfmnthe“pgm?smn of the Eastern Monopolists, Ile was the first, we
CBRES GPREL. WY oo mlndo xsoo.se whose npo\wr and riches were proverbial, spoke the ac
8 1 50, unappalled by threats : a certai y 3
P:iseid their corrupt practices, and denouncleld llxelllgcl\'es - 3:12?1([1\‘.\1\ci(:117mmty off "t break t o
! Pt PRk, - them: , AVing one far et
g‘ ping monf)pqu that existed, to the deterioration of 1l others exce 8¢ m s bren'k i e
Bibight on T dovoted heml thess lef ol thers except those engaged in it, 1
BN sl : ; reir ur]nmtlg‘atod hostility. A Committee of the House of d -
7 pronounced a verdict in the cuse, fay ? : o
Filenan Gp Losounael o ¥ > cuse, favourable and honourab 3
e t remains for Parliament now to ratify that verdict = and it 5. lo fo the excallent
mour of an uatrammelled press—that i it o \u’( let; and it is hoped that every
Orm?;g‘e} mind, will soe the necessity of urgin _.‘ t‘hl:x“‘} [‘Jilt every enemy to the triumph of
by . ¥ ) Leorshy U 1 = T
; emeqso i}lleceswly—asmxplenct Of'jns[icn DMT‘ Bt egisluture to be instant in the per-
SFats {1 s of the  Company,” of apwards 0‘:"10 . Buckingham hasbeen already aloser, through
ably traded, / 7 40,000l.—a larce st chic io v
e & need not tell our veades ge sum, on which he might have
ge of the state, condition, and m:mn‘n (Hsf ‘Ih“t Lie has done for the spread of a true
ers 0 ia, : as (e i
ndia, and other countries through which he

has travelleq,
7

. Iy ?;z the Waterford Chronicle,
1dence, i r
s BUCkﬁfégg::?ﬂ}: 1ht ilnvi,fucf,s, proved upon the late Parliament-
wr‘oun(}(i‘ dtl'el:z Efmlqunging the opinion that Mr.
gty g East India Company, in e i
Vals in Tockless tysun lute, despotic, ang 1'evo|tingl; t]Zey ha:é)ecl};gﬁ

ny the i
most atrocioug confiscations of fhe Emperor
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Nicholas, aggravated by the consideration that it has been exercised by a British Company, and
towards a British subject. We may be told that the Company are an irresponsible body: and
fully authorized to dispense their government over the dominions in which they were established
by charter. This may be true, but the authority which established them has a right to check
them in acts of flagrant injustice ; and never was there a case more fully and satisfactorily
proved than that in which Mr, Buckingham was plaintiff and the Company defendant, before a
Comumittee of the House of Commons. No action could have been instituted by Mr. Bucking~
ham in a court of law, against the Government of Indlia, for the exercise of their prerogativg 5
he was compelled, therefore, to bring the question before a Select Parliamentary Committee ;
and the manner in which he has done so, far from being characterized by vindictiveness, ha;
added honour to his unimpeachable character, and excited in his favour general sympathy and
support. The Committee, after careful examination and inquiry, decided that Compensation
ought to be made to Mr. Buckingham, but refrained from expressing any opinion as to the
amount, in the hope that the East India Company would, of themselves, do justice, and thereby
render the interposition of Parliament unnecessary in fising the amount.

Tt must be gratifying to Mr, Buckingham to find that the first legal opinions in the land are
favourable to his claims, and that such Compensation as may finally be resolved on (for as yet
the Company has done nothing) will not partake of the quality of a gratuitous gift, but will be a
simple reparation of rank injustice, 1n the restitution of his plundered property. Lord Durham,
Tord Denman, the present Lord Abinger when he was Mr. Scarlett, Sir Charles Forbes, Mr.
Hume, and Lord John Russell, have all expyessed themselves, in the fullest terms that language can
supply, of Mr. Buckingham’s undoubted right to Compensation, and the gross injustice of which
he has been the victim. Lord Durham’s words were these : I do maintain that Mr. Bucking-
ham has suffered from the grossest tyranny, and that to suffer the repetition of such practices it
to endanger the very existence of the empire.” The expressions used by Lord Denman are
no less strong :3* He considered this to bo one of the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable cases
which he had ever known to have been committed by a British Governor, in the history of the
Colonies, bad as they were.”  Sir Charles Forbes says: ¢ The more I have seen pf Mr. Buck-
ingham the more highly I think of his character and falents,” and also adds that his friends are
resolved to advocate «“the cause of justice against oppression.”

The rights of freemen have been outraged in the person of Mr. Buckingham ; his property, to the

amount of 40,0001., was confiscated by one despotic act of the Bast India Government, and
indelible stain will be left upon the character

unless that, or an equivalent, be restored to him, an 1 ) : 2 !
of the British Legislature. We are sure, however, that in the ensuing session he will have
s ustice, full and ample justice, done him, The opinions of the ablest lawyers, the decision of
the Select Committee recognising his right, and the character of: the Befotmed House of: Com-
mons, prevent the slightest idea that so unp_a}‘nlleled an oppression will be suffered to triumph,
or so gross a wrong to go uncbeckgd. Petitions have been forwarded on this sgb_jecr, already
from the Town and Borough of Bridport ; and the inhabitants of Sheffield, of which Mr, Bucl_(-
ingham i3 the representative, are also, we understand, exerting themselves strongly in hig

favour. ‘e trust, nay we are certain, they cannot fail.

From the Cork Weekly Register-
¢ and intelligent member of the Legislature, are
well known to the public ; but the injuries he has received, under the monopolizing colonial

itish Government, are not so renerally diffused. Mr. Bucl':inglmm, at an early
stem of the Bri Calentta, cglled the Caleutta Journal, which, from its novelty

and utility, rose into eminence, and became a source of great profit to him; and from th[? abi!ﬁy
i ich it w. ] of its revenues promised to be lasting. ut like
e e e COndlICtC(ll b 1[)?1 111?3}]]‘:“16 ho malke truth their polar star, that gentleman
all really honourable and talented individuals, who make trt } o . the Fant
i i iber ini ‘hich appeared displeasing to the selfish _policy
indulged in some liberal opinions, whic O dratalon: oviehb
ja g who were allowed too long to exercise an un rol d ver
}Bndt';lsl??g;g;;y;:ms in that quarter of the world ; and the_locnl authorities scl;ed upox;llus t‘).pes
”l § -l;ses expelled him the country, and destroyed his prospects of reaping a wel -x'neute.d
guc B Pérllmps it was through the exertions made by Mr. Buckingham, while ec}ltm qf his
oo hat the eyes of the British Government were opened to the folly and impolicy of
Joul'qal, b I?CW trading monopolists, under the designation of the Enast India Company, to usurp
allowing ° f the imperial authority at home,

and to turn to their own exclusive benefit the
jons 0 . .
the function tish enterprise which was open

. Bri ed in that quarter of the world.
; X r . ]
lizge g -<or and Detter course than that pursued under our Tory Administrations, at
However, 8 W20 l; the British Cabinet, with respect t

1 o our Indian possessions, and the mo-
i ingui ‘or ever. The Government took the do-
length was adop ia Company was extinguished for ev :

no;?oly of e o I-mlilr::to its IZ)WZ hands, and the advantages of the new system are found in
minionof the comeY WI8, 0 erenyes which ave reslied, bR £ 08 LY dinous
o increqsizd T]fpl‘lise and an improved state of security and happiness to the multitudinous

ommercial enterpriss
fnass of native inhabitants.

The services of Mr. Buckinghan, as an activ

sy
period, established a newspaper at
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Under such circumstances, Mr. Buckingham claims from the British Legislature a sanct‘xol(ll
to his demands on the East India Company, for the acts of tyranny and oppression exercise
against him by its servants, by which his prospects and fortune have been blasted. If he c(])l_ﬂ-
mitted any offence, why not have punished him in a less ruinous degree, or why anY,w ,i,lln;
the common right of all British subjects, and cut him off from all appeal or redress f lct
British Legislature can not, or will not, we are sure, without bringing disgrace on itsel ’dato
50 unjustly and inconsistently. As far as the people are concerned, they have endea}'ourﬁ ant
make some compensation to him for his personal and pecuniary sufferings ; and the intel 'lgi'ed
constituency of Sheffield have returned him as one of their members. But this has not sat{s -
the nation, nor will it Mr. Buckingham, whose only crime was, that he anticipated therGO‘qu_gh
ment in requiring those measures of reform to be meted out to the inhabitants of 'Im‘ml:"e::ts
its duty called on it to adopt long before, and which were due to them as British sub) s'z:
There never was a stronger case of an individual brought before Parliament for COI“PCITS:“:
tion ; because, independent of his personal claims, he has brought the Government to pur ral
that line of policy so essential to the stability of its rule, and so advantageous to the gene
interests of the empire.

1 to join in &
cninhal])itants of
tice done to &

If we could hope to have any influence on our citizens, we would call on th
Petition in his favour :"at all events we give the Petition agreed upon by tl_le
Sheffield, and let the former adopt a similar one, if they be anxious to have jus
persecuted individual.

From the Birmingham Journal.

We have had placed in our hands, for perusal, several printed ‘documents relating totittllllf
sxlbjgct of Mr, Buckingham’s banishment from India, and the utter spoliation and destrntc
of his property, inflicted by the arbitrary acts of the East India Company’s Governﬂ}e;‘ ‘con-
appears that a Committee of the House of Commons as appointed in 1834 ¢ to take 1nto e
sideration the circumstances connected with the suppression of the Calcutla Journal, ,lil‘l,ion
year 1823, and the loss of property consequent on that measure ;" and to report the’_r.ollmu_”’

w:he}her any, and what amount of Compensation ocught to bc"'"'rﬂnted to Mr. BHCI\m-g i the
This Committee consisted of thirty-seven gentlemen, of all politli’cnl parties, who GCm]te(E'lst
facts : namely,—that Mr. Buckingham, after conducting a Journal, under licence of b the
India Company, from 1818 to 1823, was, “in the exercise of the DISCRETION vested lr:ﬁg i

overnor-General, ordered by the acting Governor-General to quit India within two m?“l w::s
that this Journal, after the departure of Mr. Buckingham by order of the Governor-Generd » se-
altogether suppressed ; and that great losses had bcgn entailed on Mr. Buckingham 11 conadc
quence :—and unanimously resolving that, in their opinion, *“ Compensation OUGHT tola s
to Mr. Buckingham,” ° ’ ’

y . 3 . . . i istin-
The amount of Compensation was, with that peculiar and discreet courtesy which distl

< A * de
§U151\€|S (Jt'mn.mttees of the House of Commons, left to—the Eust India Company t%.{}e‘(‘i;s
upon - ! This truly ““ Honourable Company,” of course, would give nothing ; End ol d tri:

during the last session, brought into Parliament, to effect the purpose. This bill passe¢ - g
umphantly through a first and second reading, but when going into committee, its Pl'Oi—y’,'ll ?Sh
Was arrested by some clever legislator, who raised an objection on a point of FORaM, by W "C“
the bill was postponed till the next session, now approaching, when, according to the custor
of this most thinking nation, ¢ ail the mmz’s must be gone over again.” Urder these cx‘rcvum-
Stances, the friends of M £ Bﬁckinwh:un hvac thought it advisable to present petitions 1n f.}\ our
of such a bill as shal] ensure the p:nyment of wood, satisfactory Compensation. Such petitions
Are now preparing in different parts of the country, and we shall, we confess, be glad, to see
one, respectably and numerously signed, sent from Birmingham.

Why not 2 Are we so very busy :—so intensely occupied with our American orders, that
\Cve cannot find time to attend to the welfare of a useful aud gifted individual, whose claims ;1
slfcn:':e'ﬁ?ele of the House of Commons have declared to be founded in j}]’StICC? A\]vayt(:z'ﬁ_l
Gy 15 1'Churlxshness. Let the truly Christian maxim of the *“ heathen™ poet be adop

aman, and I hold, that nothing which concerns humanity is indifferent to me.

Mr, Buck: ”
- Buckingham is a man— nelis iber itical writer:
Worthy and resp = an—an Englishman—a spirited and liberal polit

: . - : = 4 . ot
e Bupotted & eﬁ‘:\te.:nelmdlvuh’ml in private life—and a persecuted man. Shall his czfxusg 'r'llte
and public vinie_'] ~fy Englishmen—by the advocates of reform—Ny the lovers of privd
BN ek by the abhorrers of oppression ?
¥ Buckingliam all these > We reply in tl : 0 lan-
ua s gliam g se 2 :ply in the affiy, " . s the lan
g “g:i)uttered n Parliament during the debate on his case, 'r’lill::lvse.’ and our proof i
n the private and i 5 : Kingl 3
a £ public merits of Mr. Buckingham e L . .
? 5‘5“‘1’““‘}' as a gentleman of UNIMPEACHED CHARACTER ™ ‘?igoﬂll agreed.” ‘¢ He !S'Eﬂtlt.led
“0;3(1 behave with more consistency and uprightness.” < gy, = O“f:’.lmdel' such dlﬂwllltlcs,’,
the Of only do those articles which were most found fault wiy, il the cause of truth.
Character of the writer 3 they would do honour t0 anymgy OS;_;ﬂ‘.‘“ the slightest stain on
Ssing honest zeal for the

—a

|
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welfare of the community.”” “ He has been the victim of cruel oppression.”’  *“ This is one of
the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable acts ever known.”” ¢ Nothing could palliate the
act of TYRANNY!” &e.—and all this, not from blazing Radicals, but from Lord Durkam

Lo(xl-d ]?]enmnn, Sir Charles Forbes, Mr, Hume, Mr. Douglas Kinnaird, Lord} John Russell,
and others. >

Now what further proof, or what inducement to act, do we still call for?
sures of the Indian Government justified by the * discretion’
opinion of enlightened and judicious legislators at home. Not if that government be part
and parcel of the English constitution, and its acts amenable to the spirit and provisions
rec(_)gmsed by that constitution. Nor will we believe in the right of a government to delegate
to its Colonial officers powers which it does not itself possess at home. The Indian Govg;n-
ment committed acts of usurped power in its conduct to Mr. Buckingham : of contumacy in
resisting the fiat of the Committee of the House of Commons. i : =

A Committee of the Legislature has declared that the Indian Government has unjustl
despoiled an unoffending individual, and that ¢ Compensation ought to be made.” ) The J’\ﬁ"-xis:-
lies in this narrow circuit, and the most effectual petition would be one which confining (its;[f
to these grand distinctive points, need hardly fill a dozen lines. Such a petiti'on miglltbcluim
and would probably receive, in this town, the signature of multitudes who have been dc-lirrhteé
with Mr. Buckingham’s eloquence ; who esteem him for his fearless political int(’grit'y‘D and
who abominate acts of oppression and cruelty, by whomsoever committed. ’

t ' Were the mea-
vested in them ? Not in the

From the Bristol Gazette.

‘We perceive that petitions are preparing in various parts of the country, praying that Parli-
ament will early in the ensuing session take into its serious consideration the claims of the
above gentleman to Compensation from the East India Company, for the losses inflicted on
him by a very arbitrary and cruel act of oppression on the part of their government. The
outline of the case the public are already in possession of, but the following particulars deduced
from the facts proved in evidence before the Parliamentary Committee, will prove the extreme
hardship to which Mr. Buckingham has been subjected:

In 1818, Mr. B. being a resident in India, established a daily newspaper called the Calcuita
Jowrnal which had become in 1823 so prosperous a concern, that the income derived from it
was from 6000/ to 8000! a year, and the estimated market value of the property 40,000({. In
the course of the latter year, an article was inserted in this paper, condemning the appointment
of a Presbyterian clergyman to the situation of clerk in the public §mtioner_vpﬂice of India,
The language of the article, though expressed in terms (.)f. severe salire, coytmned no violent
or inflammatory matter ; nothing that could by any possibility be construed into an attempt to
excite disaffection against the government. Its tenor throughout was a personal exposé of the
unfitness of the individual appointed, and.as such might perhaps .lm\'e'fonmzd ground for an
action for libel, in which, however, we will venture to say, no_intelligent jury would have
returned 40s. damages.—In fact, so strong was the sense entertained of the impropriety of the
course which called forth the animadversions in question, that as soon as it was known in
England, the India Directors nnd‘ the Bpard of Con}rol_botll' cqncurl_'ed, not me.re]y in con-
demning the appointment, but in immediately annu]hng_xt ! I‘!ns decided expression of disap-
probation proved beyond a doubt, that the_commc:]ts in the Calcutta Jmn'n'al were perfectly
justified. Yet, mark the severity of the punishment inflicted upon Mr. Buck19glmm, fora line
of reasoning in which the Court of Directors not only concurre‘q, but on which they immedi-
ately acted !—For writing and publishing this article—the only *“ head and front of h]:s oﬂ:;md-
ing,”” Mr.fBuckingham’s licence to reside in Tndia was withdrawn, and he was ord:::s( ;}Wbelg:f
any trial, investigation, hearing, or any process of law, to quit the countr),.or;'pn o g
seized and sent away by force! Not only was he thus subjected to transportatio ) hﬂ most
venial offence, but his ‘establishment was soon after broken up, !us Journal extinguished by
another arbitrary act of the government, and the stock and materials n.clt]unl]y s'old, by some-
thing like very nefarious conniwi.nce,. to the proprietors of a rival establis bn?_er;_t ; the result of
whi(:‘h was, not only the utter extinction of the property which but a few‘ rie mon.ths_ P?fore

been valued at 40,000L. sterling, but to entail upon Mr. Buckingham debts and liabilities to
. .tent of nearly 10,000!. more.
b bt whether a case parallel to the ahove, for general cruelty, injustice, and fraud, op

We dou jon of a particular individual, can be found in the records of any governm
for the OPPres.S',.lize(], It must not be thought that we have overstrained the case, T} f‘ent
calling itselfCl;I' . proved before the Parliamentary Committee, appointed in 1834, anq cmle e

uoted were fu z,flzhe House of Commons, embracing individuals of all parties Sir ﬁposed
ok 37 mexll_],be:i‘SJohn Raussell being hoth included. The Committee, after a full and de]‘bObe";
Peel “-"dtio(x)lr came among other resolutions to the following, “ That the Cummitteelafmte
investisi  Eompensation ouglt to be made to Mr, Buckingham : they abstain from ex e
o ‘“loln‘opinion as to its amount, in the hope that the subject will be taken into the favogrels)s.
ing ?f:_]é,,-nnion of the East India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament in ¢h el
cons ™, to fix such amount, will be rendered unnecessary.” € next
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_ This was the formal and unanimous decision of the Committee : and it would not have been
irrational to suppose, that after such a decided declaration, the East India Company would
have endeavoured to remedy the injustice of which their local government had been convicted.
But the Directors, to whom application was subsequently made, would not even entertain the
proposition in any shape, or consent to pay any amountof Compensation whatever! The further
interference of Parliament therefore becoming necessary, a public Dill was brought in during
Tast session, and was carried on its first reading by a majority of more than 3 to 1. It passed
through a second reading without a division, but when going into committee an objection was
raised on behalf of the East India Company to a point of form, not touching the merits of the
case in the slightest degree, the effect of which was to make it a private instead of a public bill,
and the session was lost. 1t has now to go through all its stages again.

Throughout the above, we have treated the case simply as one of individual h
there are also great and important public principles involved in the question. Through the
sides of Mr. Buckingham 2 direct attack Lias been made on the liberty of the press in India, and
without entering upon a discussion which would extend this article to an inconvenient length,
we may state, that there is before us a mass of evidence in the testimony of some of the most
_emmentpub]ic men both of England and the East Indies, including several high functionaries
in the latter portion of the empire, to the incalculable benefits that would result from a free
press in India, and to the promotion of which Mr. Buckingham has been made a martyr.

But this topic would, as already stated, give rise to more copious remarks than ean e at
present afforded. The question now more immediately before us, is whether those who detest
tyranny and oppression, in any shape, will not join in an endeavour to procure justice to an
individual who has suffered such serious wrong. There is little doubt but that if petitions are
numerously and respectably signed, the House of Commons will take such steps as that justice
shall be obtained, and the Court of Directors be driven to malke that restitution which is so

imperatively called for.

ardship 3 but

Trom the Kentish Chronicle.

asure we understand that the few remarks we had occasion to offer in our
Buckingham, Esq. ML.P. have, by the great and liberal portion of
the community, been favourably received and much approved. For many reasons this is
highly gratifying to us. An unwarrantable assertion of power without I'lgllt is always to be
deprecated ; and when the illegal exercise of such power takes place in a distant colony, under
circumstances wherein the victim has neither the means of redress nor of appeal, the evil 18
increased and becomes incalculably formidable. If an English subject, without even the shadow
of a trial, may be seized and violently transported, his property invaded, and his rights tm}npled
insultingly under foot—and if all this may be perpetmtcd not only “:uh unpu'mty lgul; \\'1‘Lhout
responsibility—if an acting governor abroad can do this without the intervention Dot la)v,_]l%qge
or jury—well in truth may we ask if this is England, this the nineteenth century 2 e m.u;l-
tain that Mr. Buckingham, having made his claim good before a Select Committee of the
House of Commons, is bond fide entitled to Compensation—ay, 1o the very uttermost farthing

of the loss sustained. DMore: we maintain that, in justice, Le is entitled to Coml')m.]snh‘o.n.
epared to affirm that, in equily, he is

for the loss of income 3 and we are by no means pr i 3
not even entitled to interest on his original loss of 40,0007., if to that extent lis (l)sf?
can be substantiated ; and then, why positively, even then, would he not stand b.t'efo{e ti:b
country as an injured man? What compensation can be made him for the nn.\iet), he
hardships, the privations he has endured ? But some there are who, wrapped up in

care for non and these men exclaim

themselves and their own security, e but themsel‘v‘es; e LiugTiain’s
with great stoicism, and a sang froid perfectly imperturbable, What is Mr. Buckingham’s

case to ws? have our persons been violently seized upon ? have we sutf?ret'l 'deploi't-,rml(lm
like felons? has our property been violated? have we been de§p1tcfull1}”n%};e; %) “:]eb
acting Governor of India? what have we to do with DIre Buckmghzu)n. -'l'li‘ "‘{[l“”{{l‘ll
alienwm a me puto;” and 2 much greater man than even the Roman 1‘oet wi t\- -méo
that ¢ the laws and constitution are the general property of the subject; tlm'L .not.
defend them is to relinquish.” ~ What, is an acting Governor, or cven a Gmex)nox,1 gs
Bengal, to use the privilege of his station, his authority of office, t0 oppress & dcfuulx: ]e"c
English subject, seize upon his person, ship him off for England, and antonl)lP agn
him into ruin? Surely few Englishmen will be found who would lay their ll'ﬂlﬁ anllthe
2;.)11‘ hearts and answer in the affirmative. If Governors may do this, “Vh)hex:ceforth
sup:fa we recal our Judges (for the expense of a judicial ‘estabhslunenlt). is
gave Bl:-(i’;b') the better. Let us not forget that the oppression of an © Seur e to an
o in the H:qbeas C01-1)11§! And, as Junius observes, tl.le 1[])11.3. ige duns = s
ardet? M i lzome"mnes of service to_the public.” Non tua res agitur paries {‘) bl;jhi’s' o
Recotmes tl:é cquckmgham has lgeen vindictively oppresse‘d. As an Inglish §u' ‘]C(‘i - ‘at
S i o il e 1
¥ 5 3 d
Yo support Mr, Buckingham., portion of every county in Englant, wi

Itis with great ple
last number on the case of J. S.

scure individual

o

‘.

"\
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From the Leeds Times.

Tt is now about two months since the people of Sheffield addressed a Circular ¢
and manufacturers of the principal towns in England, requesting aid in support gf? ltll‘:enﬁf\il:)z;n;sf
their representative, Mr. Buckingham, to Compensation for the losses sustained by him from the
arbitrary and tyrannical proceedings of the East India Company, against himself, and against tl
Calcutte Journal, of which he was the principal proprietor. ) srmst e

Our readers will doubtless recoll 0 ai 3 i

o e ] s rwdeigfr that tlneie claims were broug.lxt _before Parliament last
n; y passed gs, the first by an immense majority, the second without
opposition ; that their justice was almost universally admitted ; and that they were neverthel -
cushioned, or, in plain English, deferred until another session, Lpon a mere ]Zoint of forn: lc’le‘lSS
approach of another session leads us, not only from a sense of justice, but as friends to the.a lib .
ty of the press, and enemies to despotic proceedings against the person, to draw the attenti er;‘
our readers to the subject. As we are convinced that arguments are qu’ite unnecoss';r it Oln 0
u'_:qu:\mted with the circumstances, and that to others the strongest possible ar«unxe}xt)“'g)lltlloso
simple statement of facts, we will lay before our readers a brief gpitomc of the evidence a(ldu)ci(zl‘

before the Parliamentary Committee.

Trom 1818 to 1823, Mr. Buckingham resided in Bengal, being then editor and principal
proprietor of the Caleutta Jowrnal. In this occupation he was veryonatumlly led to conllme::ll‘.l:)ﬂ
the proceedings of the Government, and ventured, among other thines, to insert a hint that thn
supply of stationary for the public departments, which the Government had bestowed on tl L
Rev. Dr. Bryce, was inconsistent with the clerical functions of that gentleman. The discretio::
ary power of banishment, at that time, vested in the Governor-General, was forthwith called into
exercise, zfnd Mr. Buckingham was peremptorily ordered to quit India in two months, without
any trial, investigation, or hearing whatsoever. After Mr. Buckingham’s compulsory (ieparture
the qu"ernment destroyed the freedom of the press, by assuming the power of arbitrary licens-
ing. The Calcutia Journal had the audacity to—What? To recommend the assassination of
the Governor G(_aneml? No; but to copy some articles on the freedom of the press. Its licence
was instantly withdrawn, its publication stopped, and the materials of its printing-office forced

to be sold at a most ruinous loss.
For the tremendous sacrifice of property caused to Mr. Buckingham by this most brutal and
port” of this claim that his

despotic proceeding, be has claimed Compensation, and it is in sup
countrymen are now called upon to aid him, That call, we are convinced, will not remain un-
answered, We know nothing of Englishmen, if their sense of justice, their sentiments of hu-
their love of freedom, will remain deaf to an appeal enforced upon them, not less by

manity,
than by the merits and public virtue of the sufferer.

the glaring circumstances of the oppression,

Trom the Bath Journal.

* In another column of this paper, will be found an extract from the Leed’s Mercury, relative to
Jast India Company, containing a form of Petition, and a

Mr. Buckingham’s Claims on the I
powerful appeal to the good sense and common justice of Englishmen, by Ebenezer Llliott. We
hope it will induce our readers in many towns of the west and south, to follow the example of

those in the north. The justice of Ms. Buckingham’s claims have been recognised by a Com-
mittee of the House of Commons ; and neyer can we expect @ legislative assurance of the uni-
versal rights of Englishmen, or perfect freedom of the press, until the whole people, one and
all, send forth a powerful shout of opposition to such base oppression as that of which Mr. Buck-

ingham has been the sufferer.

Trom the Bath and Chellenham Gazetle.
s treated on in our last page, to which we wish here briefly to call the
The first is, the matter of Mr. l_)‘uckmghnm§ Claims
vous injuries some years ago inflicted upon him by an

arbitrary @ ol act of oppression on the part of the Company’s Government at Cal-
extremely "Eb{,tll l]rt);)::edni:l;ell)ecper.gg)n[; who are bucpimperfoctly acquainted with the circums
cutta. Foss, y’t ~\;)r.‘1iunry exercise of despotic power, exerted as it was to crush the liberty
stances of this eXHH iustifiably to remove from a sphere of honourable usefulness an intelligent
of the Press, and (‘fngqéellent man. To such we would say, the statement of the case, as g:iven'
]mnest-minde , an 'ts the facts in a very clear and intelligible form ; and w.e_do sincerely Lope
in our papet, reP iesei‘,e in view in publishing it, may be answered,—that Petitions to Parliament
that the object W m(he citizens of Bath, in fayour of the righteous claims of this deeply injured
may be sent up L bers Eout Mechanics' Institution have gvxncgd a laudable Sympmhy wzith
indi"id““" 11 72 have taken & commendable Pr_eced‘ence in this matter, by largely signing

. Buckiogham an ¢ one, Who should find a friend in every Englishman anxious to see the
in 1a ihexty enjoyed in our distant dependencies, as well as on British

There are two subject n
attention of our Bath readers especially.
upon the East India Company, for the grie

sion in favour 0
%1£§f$§s of ,consmuuonal libe
ground.
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From the Brighton Herald.

oblt\:il,; -E:gi:nfgh_m{]’ with the most laudable perseverance and courage, is endeavouring to
le mﬂyjsucceedo'l t}'? injuries he has suffered from the Indian Government, and we hope that
with the nation {nl "? ObJ(fCt' His case 1s, indeed, a public one, and it is strictlygn_nccordnngc
culae] wl;en ﬂa tc.'m“??.te"' for Englishmen to feel sympathy for a persecuted individual, parti-
ifie ca}l’:se i l'tla-- tm( iv 1dual' is 2 man of ﬁn'st-l‘ape tz_llent, which, moreover, he has dedlc.ated to
the Foues of 1Cem ure an(} llberty: I‘h'e foll‘owmg is an Qutline of the case:—A (.Iommntee of
connected with (t>1mmons was appointed in 1834 ¢ to take into consideration the circumstances
L hie uentle Sup{nessxon of tlx,(,z Calcutta Journal, in the year 1823, and the loss of pro-
amount of qum ont_t 1at melasure; and to report their opinion, ¢ whether any, and what
of thirty-seven penfla ion ought to be granted to Mr. Buckingbam.”, This Committee consisted
Buckingham af%:pcemde"’ of all political parties, who reported the facts : namely, that Mr.
to 1823, was. ** in thgn ,"C.t_','_’g a journal, under licence of the East India Company, from 1818
the acting éovernor.g\eufbf of the piscrrTION vested in the Governor-General, ordered by
departure of Mz, B. b G:C;ﬂ to quit India within two months ;”—that this Journal, after the
great losses had b.een. en}t' ')Il’ éll Of“t.he GO\:ernor—Qencral, was altogether suppressed ; :_m(l that
in their opinion. ailed on Mr. Buckingham in consequence ; unanimously resolving that,
opinion, ** Compensation ovenr to be made to Mr. Buckingham.”

‘Wh rer, applicati i
\Vhichei\nl’rh%‘l‘;e‘-fff &pphcatlon was made to the India Company by the Board of Control, of
i arles Grant (now Lord Glenelg) was at the head, to grant the Compensation
it ‘ommitteie had wnanimously awarded, the Directors would not even entertain the
Farthor intel-r; any shape, or consent to pay any amount of Compensation whatever. The
ublie b "1 erbence 1(:f .Parlmmenp, therefore, becoming necessary to enforce its payment, a
throush a ﬁ‘“t .ro:}l.g t in last session, by Mr. Tulk, the member for Poole. It was carried
= pas:;ed( m:j“:ﬁa;:eg in 1A\1g\11§t, 18.}:{, by a very large majority of more than three to one.
pass gh a second reading without a division ; but, when going into committe
rougl cons ) e, an
gk{ﬁ?:}r}gtrx: r;t)stpdt by 1S.u' JL;hn Hobhouse, acting on bch:ll’f of the Enst.glndia Company ’to a
e B ouching the merits of the case in the slightest degri T F this
5 n( ! E gree. The effect of tl
ﬁ?f{g:gm? of Sll)ll'JOI'm .Houhousc was to create both expenseoand delay, by making ita pri\'::zg
Il:~w:15 of a plu icbill ; and thus to lose the session, and to incur considerable exp?zase besides
A g ngqoumgly postponed till the next session, when it must go threugh all the several
: 'lxie?l again. I)n the mean time petitions are preparing, in different parts of tl ‘
w'?tt'l ou}sgs of Parliament, in favour of such a bill as shall se
sation, w . z : s
I\fll'-olnﬂllzi‘klillfilllil:lf ‘C‘mn(iulettcle of the House of Commons unanimously declared to be due to
donte T g v',uan. 1f these petitions are numerously and respectably signed, there is little
Soontotis fmwey.(‘\‘\1mg,fleally assist the passing of the Dill through all its stages, as it will be
B ard again as early as possible in the approaching session of 1836.

From the Chester Chronicle.

Tt is with ino : v iy . .

of certain do:l?;‘ne]ggle‘tlrfe?]m_gs (Tf indignation and disgust that we have risen from the perusal
One opinion bas ]on;r . '-nsmlltte to us cencerning the case of J. S. Buckingham, Esq. M.P.
sation from the Eustah)lil(i):,(‘t ut this talented gentleman has an undeniahle claim for Compen-
ment in India. This also f’i’lml?“ll}':' .101' _the ruinous losses infiicted upon him by their govern-
the House of Commons, to tl'll'y appeared in evidence before the Select Committee appointed by
e composed of thirh.i ake into consulemtl‘on, and report upon the case. This Committee
quently made to the H_]msleven ]gentlemen of various political parties. Application was subse-
€051, oF which Mr Clmrlc;ur:(\;)-lo (Honourable! forsooth) India Company, by the Board of Con-
tion. whiich the C - Ch S um.t (now Lord Glenelg) was at the head, to grant the Compensa-

s ommittee unanimously awarded ; but the Honourable (!) Directors Wourl)d 151:(\)t

rtain he pro )osition in an or consen 0 7 € o
entertal I v shape ) S a
l i d y ent t [)d) any amount of Compel Sdtl.()n

1e country, to
cure the payment of the Compen-

The further interference of Parliament, therefore, bec

and a bill wa oht 1 S ;
of which “‘ﬂsscg:-rﬁzﬁlg _lnto the House ‘durmg. th_e last session for that purpose, the first reading
by Sir John Hobhous‘e) an overwhelming majority. Owing, however, to 'm’ob'e ti .ﬂ.(H]'a
of form, and whicl d-id, actl.ng on behalf of the Honourable () East II{di'l éo ! C' o a point
E‘éti? of the House, arllafottr%llitto)‘;ztetlllelmerits of the case, it did not av;tuallmypgz}c?}i;ttg :(gglr:ln
parts gﬁhl;ofx‘"z‘?d to the n?zxt s}zssion(. tizlori?ilxlglefsc?'nd read}ll‘g i di‘.;isi(m. o
ntry to both Houses of Parliament, il‘l I‘lwl(r::;i" c{,fetmlorﬁ ;n'e e e
e @ a bill to secure the payment of

the Com 3
T 2 €nsation .
To this p 80 cordially aw
me e ally awarded b v ; X
sure we most sincerely wish Sictl‘eeSGCOmmlttee to which we have already alluded
8, s

Buckineham ;
gham justly ¢ . deemin P 9 1 .
Wwould he fatal t)c; L;Jmplmng, an unwarrantable invasion %fttlile oAy oppression, of shich Mr,
redress, erad e sacred rights of property, which

Since writing red to pass with impunity, and without
of Mr, Buck_in:[m;yih&v.e’ we have learned that

3 gl 5 claims, are preparing in this of L of Parliament, in favou
Signature. We doubt not %ut th::ta &:éys’t““d will at an early period be, offered t:

tai ill i . i S
", Will induce them readily to si on theseré?c \?r?:;ﬁs of justice, which our felloyy.

ame necessary to enforce itg payment,

11 security whatever, if g

petitions to both Houses
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From the Bucks Gazette.

" 'We have already mentioned that petitions to Parliament have been prepared at Bedford and
Newport Pagnell, praying that Compensation may be awarded to Mr. Buckingham, in consi-
deration of the ruinous losses which devolved upon him, in consequence of the oppressive
conduct of the East India Company towards him and the Journal which he conducted in India;
his paper being suppressed by the Government, and himself ordered to quit India within two
months! The case of this gentleman having found supporters in Lords Durham, Denman,
and John Russell, Sir Charles Forbes, Mr. Hume, n_nd many others, affords ample proof of the
just grounds upon which Mr. Buckingham lays claim fo_r redress. He appears to have been
driven out of India for advocating that system of liberality, not only towards the press, but
towards the mative population, which has since been positively adopted. It is true that a Com-
mitteee of the House of Commons was appointed, who resolved unanimously, in their opinion,
that Compensation ought to be awarde.d to Mr. Buckingham—but to whom was the amount of
Compensation left? To the East India Company ! who, of course, would render no Compen-
sation atall, and the matter stands as it did. As oppression has been clearly proved in the
case, the British press, at least, is bound to urge the necessity of justice being rendered in the
matter ; and, with that view, we call upon the public to make their opinjons universally known

by petitions to Parliament.

From the Bury and Noywich Post.

Every friend to the freedom of the press or the freedom of mankind—and they are nearly
Synonymous——ought to joinlin the petitions “'ll'lCIl are now very gengrnlly in cxrc_ul:mon in
favour of Mr. Buckingham’s ¢claim to Compensation for the wrongs inflicted upon lm.n by the
East Indian Government. In the year 1334 a Committee of the House of Commous, including
men of all parties, resolved unanimously that Mr. Buckingham was entitled to Compensation,
but abstained from expressing any opinion as_to the amount of Compensation, In ‘the hope
that the Company would render the interposition of Parliament unnecessary. The Company,
however, would do nothing, and in consequence a bill was brought into the House of Com-
mons last session, which passed triumphantly through the first and second reading, but was
stopped on a point of form when going into a Committee, and must go 1.111'qugh all its stages
again next session. As it is not impossible that some attempt may be made in one or other of
the Houses of Parlinment to resist the bill, it is considered desirable that the public voice should
be raised in favour of a measure which is strictly one of justice so far as Mr. Buckingham is
concerned, though it is to be regretted that the charge cannot be thrown directly upon the

hors of his wrongs. !
. From the Kendal Mercury.
our intention to have laid before our readers at some length the caseof J. S.
and to have u1‘ged upon our townsmen the propriety Pi petmomr‘lg Pz\'r]m-
in favour of the Compensation which has been acknowledged to be his due by a Committee
e ot f Commons, for the loss to which he was subjected by his arbitrary removal from
of the [-Iouse% Indian Government, and the consequent sacrifice’ of all bis property by his
Calgutta by.t o S3 ‘but we are lmpfw to find that his case has already been taken up in Kendal,
e Opplf'at?grr; i,s now lodged for signature at the shop of Hudson and L\lyholsun, to which
an;l '2{:&5:) I()siczry honest and liberal-minded man to lose no time in attaching his name.
) \;’e all know what Mr. Buckingham is—an Englishman—an elegant and bighly gifted writer

i i ral refl —1i lic and private an unexcep-
i itician—a frie ial and general reforms—in pub t I
o I)O]mcm-1 & frjomi 1a ¢ ¥ 1o be allowed to sink under mis-
tionable man, Ought suc:

h on individual, in this free country, L @ mi
fortunes inflicted by tyranny ? We hope,not-—but that on the contrary the ‘1(1)11?: ;)efd ::\::s 311;13;3
people will be heard pleading for him in Par 1

liament, and that his ‘.vrongshvtv}
% e LR
his losses compensated, ere another year shall bave winged 1t's airy flig
Trom the Leicester Chronicle.
n in behalf of the Honourable Member for'Shefﬁe]d, ‘tq be E?:‘ijsgs:it:gq&): the
I the East India Goyernment i_nﬂicted on him, is now m.co A E ig atu e in
.~ and has our best wishes for its success. The subject dp}?emz o be exciting
Lajoest®l jon in a high degree, which is very gratifying. At no_fewer than one bundred
public ﬂtt@l} Jlaces are similar petitions preparing, or in course ofl s:gnuture.l (?ur confident
and twenty 1“ Mr. Buckingham did',.beyond comparison, n}ore than any ot ier man to en-
pelief is, ‘untry’ as to the pernicious effects of the Tast India Company’s Monopolies,
Jighten he €O the India and China lrnde’s, from which such great advantages have already
) o0 and to the consumers of Tea.

1 thus t0 OP2. 1o
a r tradt o8 .
2 From the North DBritish Advertiser.

. . of Gentlemen of Edinburgh, held on the 8th inst., impressed with a sense
Mge?t?ge »f Mr. Buckingham’s cause, and the great injury he has sustained, unanj.
u oy -
of ﬂsl]ey JResolved as follows ;
mol

It was this week
Buckingham, Esq.,

A petitio
losses whic




N V-

46 OPINIONS OF THE PUBLIC PRESS.

L. That the Meeting entertains a dee i 7 i i g o
t } rtains @ p feeling of sympathy with Mr. Buckingham
%ndg{standln'g that ]l'lS Claims are shortly to be considered };n Parliament, resolve Fh“t &
etition, which the inhabitants of Edinburgh will be invited to sign, shall forthwith be

presented in favour of the said Claims to both Houses of Parliament.

II. That Lord Glenelg be requested to present the said Petition to the House of Lords

and Sir John Campbell, one of the Members for Edinburgh, be requested to P reRch 8
to the House of Commons.

This Petition to both Houses of Parliament will be sent off next week. It would be
matter of surprise if the friends of liberty who flock so eagerly to put their names to
petitions for abstract rights, should be tardy in vindicating these rights when actually
outraged in the person of a particular fellow-citizen,—should petition for the Free Trades
F'ree Settlement, and Free Press of India, and yet desert in his nced the man who advo-

cated these principles in the face of power, and was patrimonially ruined for his mord
courage and patriotism.

An unanimous Committee of the House of Commons (the names embracing every shade
of party) have reported Mr. Buckingham to be entitled to Compensation for the loss ©
Lis entire fortune, and recommended to the East India Company to do him justice yolun-
,t‘}“]Y.‘ This recommendation they have set at defiance, and rendered a Bill neceSS“r?"
T'he Company are powerful, and have many friends in Parliament, some of whom have
nlready' manifested hostility. The people are appealed to, and the appeal has not been
made in vain; for above one hundred towns in the Empire are actually preparing peti-
tions. Edinburgh mnst not and will not be behind. No time is to be lost.

From the Hereford Times.

Many of our readers are not acquainted with the political history of Mr. Buckingham, the;able
and indefatigable member for Sheflield. Ttis unquestionable that the emancipation of this coun”
try from the evil grasp of the trading monopoly of Leadenhall-street, the East India Companys
if not an immediate consequence of Mr. Buckingham’s written and oral advocacy throughout
the kingdom, was assuredly accelerated by it at least half a century. The East India Company
are well aware of this fact, and so far from that Company of merchant venturers granting the
honourable member Compensation, nothing less potent than an act of Parliament will wring
this justice from them.

From the Northampton Chronicle.

b Within the last week or two, a Parliamentary Petition has been most respectably signed, on
tle]‘;ﬂlllf é).f Mr. Buckingham’s claims. 'We hope that a very general effort will be made tllrQllgll
mmzﬁ?:-hm ap'peal to Parliament tp remedy this wrong and outrage; m}d if a SENSE C}F.
toianss 11 not induce the E:ast India Compnny to vemunerate Mr. Buckingham for their

ical conduct towards him, something more powerful must be had recourse to. That

gentleman ought no 1 - ¢
o R n onger to be suffering - their mi cte arlis st see b at
justice is done, and done Spexsily, g for their misconduct Parliament mu h

From Woolmer’s Exeter Gazelte.

‘We shall be guid i
Moy 3 of%i‘sl lgcclll\)lztetshizzlme feeling with respect to Mr, Buckingham’s claims, as we Were
examined documents which Per}ihl_ttmg bis political principles to weigh with us. We have
as to the reasons for My, BoronC have received from Mr. Buckingham’s friends in Sheftield,
uinous loss which that arbitrary act

as to 1 Jsexpulsion from Indi
inflicted on him. W e s
e feel bound to state that the Indian government exercised t
d an upwarrant-
> and that he is most justly

able stretch of power in thecourse
. A se pursued against Mry. i
entitled to full Compensation. 1t must be s%;xnessati;falz:igl;::g‘}\r/lllp Buck;
the soundness of his views upon the question which led to the o - uckingham—as provin
against him—to find that .the Freedom of the Press has been el 'PPFCSSlVe measures adopted
and that the event, according to the latest intelligence, was then i:;me““)' established in India
p : , course et e
From the Examiner, of celebration,
IS_cme papers have been forwarded to us, connected with the =
(;emms. We have always thought, and still think, those claimsquesllon of Mr
w}“‘}"‘ﬂh_ﬂmt after the decision of a Committee of the House of Jell foundeq , @
mﬂ;"&. it was understood, men of all parties concurred, the lengtl, :tt‘m:nons in t’hg:'nd We st
tuni: to elapse without some settlement, casts very great (li.;scredi:‘me which 1,:: favour, in
Tt isy__‘:'lm be taken, we trust, at an early day of the session, to b?Omewhem S been per-
= Mrllﬁxt to keep in mind that this is not a merely personal que 'ing the ma‘tte -
ing géoduﬁ!kmgham have been incurred in the support of a great prinei {‘itlon. e " forward.
2 press result. Lord William Bentinck emphatically declares thatl fl’ ‘(mlwl With, agreat losses
F e, msg;acl:}nshed chiefly by dint of Mr. Buckingham’s Sﬂﬂ"erin): Free p gor’espon(l-
. ve v 8 3 1 .
Indian udministtatigfx prest Bomofit, and has led o a wery pereeptibla i;;ml S ertim India
s Ijromaené’no)f has
our

Buckingham’s

.
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From the Monthly Repository.

We cannot better introduce the case of Mr. Buckingham than by the following note from a
correspondent, whose name we are always glad and proud to inscribe on our pages :

“ Mr. Editor,—To redress the wronged is with us a sacred duty. In J. S. Buckingham, we
have a man whose wrongs enabled him to give us a free trade to India. By speaking(as none
but lie can spealk) mouth to mouth with his fellow-countrymen, he made tens of thousands
hear, who would not have read, and thousands of them understand what, but for him, they
would not even have considered, Butthe gigantic oppressor, though trampled beneath his feet,
still retains possession of his children’s broad. Shall thisbe ? Itrust not.

¢ Sheffield, Dec. 1835 ¢ Epryezen Erviorr.’

2D
From the Sun.

3 rerti N i ine lately held
In another part of our paper will be found an advertisement referring to a n}.eeillf_ lg ]f\yim "
at Edinburch, for the purpose of petiiioning Parliament in favour of DMr. Buckingham’s cl 0
ompensation : 1 injuries which he suffered some years ago from the agents
pensation, for the unprecedented mjurie ] b & ’  ochully
of the East India Company. We are glad to perceive that the public feeling so Pib\‘ ¥
g 1 any. i =, P . 0 Dre-
awakened in England 1"\'11251'0 more thar? one hundred of the principal cities and tow nls {m osP'let
Pared petitions on thi;‘ subject to be presented to the House of Commons, has extended to Scot-
and ; and that Tdinbureh, as in duty bound, has taken the lead, in a cause which comes recom-
mended | ] 2 byious principles of justice. We say nothing of Mr. Buck-
ingl ol s e v101]1> 3 t?rely out of view the fact that his persevering
hgham’s eminent publi rvices; we keep en ¢ A
o Py eERTE O i i f t ercial part of the com-
exertions in opening “es of the nation, and particularly of the commerciz pr 2 co
nunity, to theI 011]:321? ﬂtg?"li)t'lﬂ‘es of a free trade with the Bast, mainly contrlbutlt;tl tofthle bxe&l\mgl
; S s T eni ] iaC »any, to the prejudice ot the nationa
up of the monopoly so long enjoyed by the East India Company, ! 0
i 2 = s Tations entirely out of the question, and rest Mr.
interests—ive put all these important considerations entirely : 165 est
Buckinrrhmn(?spclzttim on the bror:)ul and sacred principle Pf_]ustxct'a. W e_healti\te nlo-tttovlb":;}; :31:'1:
never wa'\s there a more wanton, or more flagrant violation ofth‘ls prm.c!plo, than t mf whi 2 cl;is
i rards thi 1 by the Government of India.,. What are the facts ol ti
committed towards this gentleman by t of 0G0 s sadotion or R
atrocious case? Simply these : Mr. Buckingham, residing in Calecutta, under the sin_\uhlh ok
1 tho i . i . eat ex hich he -
licence from the East India Company, establishes a newspaper at a great e\pen.se, "\] 2
ducts with so much credit that it acquires an extensive circulation, and a strong x.uI %. oo
blic opinion in the Indian capital.” So much is it respected, both for the talent with which it
P~u) lited, the principles which it advocates, and the success which !nad ﬂttend'e(l_ its eﬂbrts,. that
= ('U, 'f’thc principal inbabitants of Calcutta became partners with the original proprietor.
e Le Government of Lord Hastings it was protected by that eminent statesman, though it
Durig : ﬁ} discussed the measures of Government with freedom, though in :1’cnlm and tempe-
occasionaty N s;JOHEl' however, does the Governor-General embark for L_ngland, than the
rate Sl“nt: b ,,_.oof Coun,cil, acting as Governor-General, pours out on Mr. Buckingham’s devoted
gsmlot Mu'nlL £ that wrath which he had been obliged to bottle up Whlle.un(ler the control of a
head the vials O & &0 of the Church of Scotland in Calcutta (the head, in fact, of the Presby-
superior. The mxlmdi‘l) was appointed to the office of clerk for the supply of stationery to the
fendn L tn <BIr Buckingham made a few remarks, couched in the most moderate lan-
. ie ar nts. . =) ) . . SO ¢ S
I)Ubhc dc-.udltﬁm: th the incongruity of the pastoral office with the duties of the appointment
guage, poin ing

& ¢ y d I cel ed an order from the Indian Government to quit India
11 le 1 tc a ( o

alluded to, ar lay or two after recely fi

in two m onths - .

-1, this, the Council next proceeded to ‘?qpﬁniess -1-\11‘21 Bh}g:king]mm’s Journal

Not satisfied with th >’r‘11 - confiscated @ property frOm. ‘f‘ e o’e e “15‘ lr““ ing a revenue of be-
entirely, and thus oﬁectvil. )e)r e, o which was ﬁil JO?\}'\S v:rcr':‘iu at :1;0,00(?_[. ’iUus is a
tween 6000L. nllq 800G | 1‘a;:ts' . and we ask if ever t lcree )‘resixm‘ =0t:101‘° zl"flgel‘l]‘ms Y calling
brief statement of the 1uﬂll;< sretonded to be set UP; no mtlhel ot C:z‘m ?[}y ﬂ“‘ I“dl'a't WG“S done
for redress ? No dechcghg ll,roccediugs are ,reso“ed I,M? 1 L é ‘Ibl (' “} o h.m g
was right 3 l[hU wilt;“;scs?xid, was violated—as if the great and universal law of equity went for no-
papntl INOEs

hing ! o kineham’s claim to Compensation was sanctioned last session
‘ “:;c shall only udl(i’citsl;ﬁ;horfl;lllg’l:]i]im;entnry Committee appointed to investigate the matter;

he um\mmous.(‘. = the recommendation of the Committee into effect was brought into the
by the! 11 for carrying d read a first and second time, and would have Passed but for a point of
that @ P~ mmons, m:,mitted' This was towards the end qf the session, when it was too late
]Iousﬂi‘.ch had becn_u The application will be renewed in the session about to commence,
form W ]l‘ucc o new Bl seconded by the hearty exertions of those, both in and out of Parliament,
to IRt C o it wlll]’e oxercise of arbitrary and unbridled power, and who believe that the
and WO i ¥ )1?0‘;’ happily established in India, where the good seed sown by Mr. Buck-

ad flourishes, is one of the greatest blessings that any nation can enjoy,

o up &




POSTSCRIPT.

It would have been easy to have extended these Extracts from the
Public Journals through as many pages more :—but enough has been
exhibited to show how accurately the Conductors of the Public Press, in
every quarter of the kingdom, have stated the question to their readers i—
and how wuniformly they have come 1o the conclusion, that a more
aggravated case of unjustifiable Oppression never came under their
observation, and that a clearer case for Legislative interference to ensure
Redress was never established.  Iere then, for the present at least, this
Compilation of ILacts and Opinions must close ; though the progressive
Iistory of this great and almost unparalleled Wrong will be carefully
treasured up and recorded, till Reparation be made, in order that the
British, as well as the Indian community, may see who are the Friends of
Justice and the advocates of the Oppressed, and who are they that, by

impeding the course of Justice, throw their shicld over the Oppressor, and

wake themselves participators in his guilt.

WHITING, PRINTER, BEAUFORT HOUSE,
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