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ADDRESS TO THE READER.

Tuz 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 miséonceptions 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 Caleutta 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 pr;pcrty
without conviction of any crime :—and after twelve years of unceasing cﬁbl’ts’
to obtain redress—with the testimony of no less than three Govemors-DGeneral
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 pul?lic 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 heen 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 po?v(’%rfully ex-

pressed in my favour—I still remain unrecompensed ang unredressed

The world will therefore judge, whether it is
dient, that one man shall be despoiled and tr
first to advocate a great public good—whil
rewarded for accomplishing the selfsam
virtue to establish the Liberty of the P
crime to commence its advocacy, a
ther, if injustice were committed in

Just, or bccoming, or even expe-
ampled in the dust for being the
e another shall be honoured and
e object ;—whether, if it be a public
ress in India, it could have been a public
1{(1 to 1‘ecolmmend its adoption :—and whe-
thus punishing one whose views hav
subsequz_&ntly gdopted by the highest antl}orities il? the land, it is n:)t]ilqi?ri lt)ﬁi[:
that the !nj ustice SllOl'l](l be remedied and redressed :—more especially asball the
aglreat objects for whu;h I contended in India, and for my advocacy of which
Flir:aed’oin‘fol'SPt[I:l?]Sic[;iinollslhii(?l‘]{;}‘cggzl;ollﬁsllij-]llillll(i]'y.1' Frgedom of Settlement,
o b e by dom ol Irade,—have since becn granted to
» DY the late Charter Act for (hat country, which, having passed through

both Houses of Parliar ;
; arliament, and receiv Roval Asse is osta -
blished law of the land. ) ceived the oyal Assent, is now the esta

th?geilsle;?ngt’irfhe;:foﬁi’-ﬂmft an accurate knowledge of the facts of my case is all
Hihaye endeav%ure(([) tam or me the sympathy and support of all just minds,
desire only that the f(o)ll‘f)oh-]l)‘ess them into the smallest possible compass; and

Wig pages may be perused in that fair and candid

Spirit, with which eve
. very other per 3 : : ; .
own judges to be imbugd_ ! person, placed in my situation, would desire his

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

(Prrsextep 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,

Sneweri,—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 T'wenty 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 Proprietor, the whole
having been divided into Four ITundred 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 proceeding 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, 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 Governor-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 IHundred and Thirty
Shares, of the value of One Iundred 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 o
Select Committee of your Honourable House, which, on the 4th of August, 1834, reported
their Resolutions and Evidence to the House, declaring unanimously, 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, stated in the said Resolutions, as their only reason fqr abstaining
t0 name the exact sum, that ¢ they entertained a hope that the said Fast India Compan
would take the matter into their favourable consideration, and thus rendel‘,t’he further inter-
ference of Parliament in the next session, to ﬁxosuch amount, unnecessary.
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4 PETITION FOR PRIVATE BILL.

That these Resolutions, thus unanimously adopted by the said Select Committee of your
Honourable House, were communicated by the President of the Board of Control, Mr.
Charles Grant (now Lord Glenelg), by whom the Resolutions were framed, to the Court of
Directors of the East India Company, accompanied by the expression of a hope that they
would be taken into their early and favourable consideration : And that at the same time,
your Petitioner addressed the said Court of Directors, expressing his perfect readiness to
accept of any fair and equitable compromise, and to abide by any award or arbitration,
which might be made by any impartial Tribunal to which the matter ‘might be refered ; to
which applications, on the part of the Board of Control, and of your Petitioner, the only
answers returned were those of a refusal to comply with the recommendation contained in
the Report of the said Select Committee of your Honourable House, or to entertain the
question of Compensation, to any amount, or in any shape whatever.

That the further interference of Parliament, to
ment of the Compensation thus dec]
Petitioner, which had been reserved
refusal of justice, having thus beco

fix the amount, and provide for the pay-
ared Dby the said Select Committee to be due to your
for exercise in the event of the East India Company’s
a , me necessary to be exercised, your Petitioner was
ad_Vlsgd that a Bill should be submitted to your Honourable House as the proper and con-
stitutional mode of obtaining the redress sought for by your Petitioner, as this was one of
those cases for which there was no remedy by the ordinary course of law : but forwhich Par-
lamentalone could provide, as it had recently done in the instance of a Bill passed through
both Houses, and receiving the Royal Assent so recently as the year 1832, by which the
East India Company were ordered to pay the sum of Twenty-three Thousand Five-hundred
and Eighty-two Pounds sterling, to the Representative of James Hodges, Esquire, in
Tespect of a Claim which the said Company had resisted and refused, but which the Act
of Parliament (2d and 3d of William 1V » €112, July 11, 1832) compelled themj to
Pay ; and which payment is entered in their Financial Accounts, printed by Order of {he
House of Commons (No. 235, May 25, 1835, page 16) as being “ made in obedience to
the Act 2d and 3d William IV., cap. 112.”

That such a Bill, founded on the unanimous Resolutions and Report of the Select Com-
mittee of your Honourable House, and conformably to the precedent hereinbefore recited,
was introduced during the last session of Parliament, by the honourable Member for
Pool (Mr. Tulk), which Bill was carried on its firs reading, by a large majority—wvas after-
wards read a second time without a division—and after Counsel had been heard at the bar
of your Honourable House on behalf of the Fast India Company, was about to be con-
sidered in a Committee of the whole House,as a Publje Bill, when a technical objection was
taken by the right honourable the President of the Indis Board (Sir Joln IIolJ)house) as
to the form of proceeding, which it was contended ought to have been that of & Pivite inw
stead of a Public Bill. ¢ C

That this objection, rendering it impossible, froy
Bi

: . m the lateness of (he
1835), to proceed with the measure as a Private i

_ session (August 28
1, it was withdraw; e .

that ground only, with the general understanding that such Bill, if imlr]o?;cgclle -\[::Sg"t_: on
Bill, early in the ensuing session, should be allowed to pass ﬂn‘o,ugh b t‘o e Illvii}te
Public Bill had previously arrived, without opposition, in order that it mi %t b flc i
a Committee to consider its details. ght be referred to

Your Petitioner, therefore, humbly prays that your Honoural,
Bill to be introduced and brought in, in order (|
such Bill securing to your Petitioner the paym
Select Committee reported }to be due to your
tained by appeals either to the justice or the e ' :
equally v)w,/itlllj(})jut the means of recovery by fiw “ast India Company—and is

arliament is alone competent to enforce.

J. S. BUCKINGHAM.

London, Fehruary 9, 1836.
10g Street, St. James’s Square,
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PARLIAMENTARY REPORT
MR. BUCKINGHAM’S CASE.

Serecr Commrrree—HouUsE op Cp.\1uoxs—-AvGU§r 4, 1834.—Ordered to take into conside.r:-
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
tobe granted to Mr. Buckingham for his losses on that account,

Ir. Hume | Mr, Lambton Major Beauclerk

Mz, C]“g“i-?n(émnt RIr. John Smith Captain Maxfield Mr. C. A. Walker
}:Ir'dA('; > ville Somerset | Colonel Torrens Mr. Hughes Hughes Lord John Russell

= rm: Mr. Walter Mr. W. S. Gladstone Mr. Pendarves
Mr. Gues e Mr. H. Fleetwood Sir Robert Peel Sir Thomas Fremantle
%ir. Iﬁ?ﬂgr? Gordon Mr. Bernal Mr. Abercrombie Sir W. Trelawney
1\1;. Stuart Mackenzic Lord Althorp Mr. Wilks g}r !)é.lnt}et i
\lr. Charles Ross Lord Ashley Mr, Baines r. orcr uuc
i\lr. Williams Wynn Mr.Alderman Thompson | Mr, F. Shawe Major Keppe

Mr. Cutlar Fergusson

RESOLUTIONS REPORTED TO THIE HOUSE.

1. ¢ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee that Mr. Buckingham resided in Bet{gal
from the year 1818 to 1823, under a licence of the East India Company, and l\yailengz}g&( bz;s
principal Proprietor and Editor of the Caleutta Jowrnal, which was then a highly profitable
Concern, yielding to himself and the other proprietors a large annual income. . 1 okl

2. “ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that in the yefxrﬁBQﬂ]o, 111‘::'11:3"e(4\;'21;’c;f§0(;-
the discretion vested in the Governor-Genem],lMf,. Buckingham was, by the acting
General, ordered to quit India within two months. et . '

3 ."Resolvcd, That it appeared to your Committee, that uftel" the depn(l]tuw .of Mllt Bul(-.L.
innl;anl from India, the Calcutte Journal was, by order of the Governor-General, altogether

o »
suppressed. . . . i

4. * Resolved, That your Committee, without impugning the motives which actuated the

: ures of the Government, feel that those measures have in their consequences, proved to
}:)Ien-nsBuckinv]nm and his family, penal to a degree which could not have been contemplated at
. oY B s
the time of their adoption. - . ‘

5, ¢ Resolved, That your Committee are therefore of opinion that Compensation ought to be
m-:td'e to Mr, Buckingham.” . N l

6. ¢ Resolved, That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as to t l-q[{m?m'mt 0£
Con.xpensution, in the hope that that subject wiu be taken into the f‘u\v'oumhle consi .eu\n:mt?-
the East India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament, in the next session, to fix
such amount, be rendered unnecessary.”

FACTS PROVED 1IN EVIDENCE. e, Ty
ia, i ar ega
1. Taar Mr. Buckingham was residing in India, in the yea& H:lld%-euc];(«}-ilisgclleby%heir public
of a licence granted him by the East India Company, in England, a g
authorities in Bengal. ] . y
2, That he established, at considerable labour and .le’ens‘;.’ a q;:1lg;.i::w;:liagell&dzﬁlgsgeﬁf
Cu/i:utm Journal, which 1s described byfonel'of the prl11c1(;1)n:h:111;t;;):cuﬁon 2 enlightengd L
3 aving ¢ created a great taste for literature, an ; o1 ; :
me‘?t”’aiiﬁlfﬁlﬁ-h is also prgved by others to have been very generally read and approved by
suits,” °h 18 D ia
itish community of India. ) ! -
= Br‘ms imated by the public professions of the Governor-General off India, Loyd.I}astmgs,
3. That, ammnl of all restrictions from the Indian press, save those of a resptoatllmbxht_y: to the
as to his remo‘j.f{) als, and the verdict of a jury, Mr, Buckingham, coxlumeubfi. Occasionally
ive.}gumﬂ- lzgglqttl t)tl;:;r times permitted his correspondents to comment, on the public measures of
himself, a

'nment in that country. ; .
the governm ¢ these articles were complained of, to theextent of seven or eight only in the
4, That somte ﬁo e ‘:11’5 some few of them being made_ the subject of leg?l prosecution, and
COII;lrSe of li;’bg%lren‘l’on}s’mnc’e and warnings of banishment in the event of their being repeated,
others on



6 MR. BUCKINGHAM’S CASE.

5. That in the only legal proceeding which was persevered in and carried before a jury, Mr.
Buckingham was acquitted ; and that in the cases merely remonstrated against, the explanations
and reasons tendered by Mr, Buckingham, in his replies to such remonstrances, appear to have
convinced the Governor-General that the articles complained of did not deserve the severe
punishment of removal from the country.

6. That on the resignation of Lord Hastings, a short period elapsed before the arrival of his
successor, Lord Amherst; until which, the supreme authority was exercised by Mr, John
Adam, as Senior Member of Council.

7. That during this interval an appointment took place, by which the office of a clerk for the
supply of stationery to the public departments of Government was conferred on the Reverend
Dr. Bryce, the head of the Presbyterian Establishment in India.

8. That Mr, Buckingham wrote in his Journal an article, in which the duties of such an
office were shown to be incompatible with a due discharge of the reverend gentleman’s sacred
functions,

9. That for writing and publishing this article, Mr. Buckingham’s licence to reside in India
was withdrawn, and he was ordered, without a trial, investigation, hearing, or any process of
law, to quit India, on pain of being seized and sent out of the country by force.*

10. That at this period, and for some time before, Mr. Buckingham’s Journal was in such
general esteem and request, as to have become extremely profitable, yielding an income of
between 60001. and 8000L. a year, and being estimated at the full market-value of four lacs of
rupees, or 40,000l. sterling. On this estimate it was divided into 400 shares of 100l each,
seventy of which were purchased by bankers, merchants, civilians, and others, on which the
purchasers realized large dividends of actual profit, which were paid to them at quarterly
periods.

11. That on his arrivalin England, Mr. Buckingham found that the India Directors, and the
Board of Control, had both concurred, not merely in condemning the measure of Dr. Bryce’s
appointment, but in annulling it on the ground of its 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, which, from the
nature of his business, were very widely scattered, by which he was prevented {from winding up
his affairs, and saving something from the wreck.

13. That subsequently to Mr. Buckingham’s banishment from India, where he left his ex-
tensive establishment under the protection of the laws as they then stood, and which were suf-
ficient to guard it from any violation, a new by-law or regulation was passed by the Indian
Government, giving themselves the power (which previously had no existence) of placing every

w The following is an cxact Copy of the Article itself.

. “The reverend gentleman named below, (Dr. Bryee,) who, we perceive by the Index of that useful pnb-

lication, the Annual Directory, is a Doctor of Divinity and Moderator of the Kirk Session, and who, by
the favour of the higher powers, now combines the office of Parson and Clerk in the same person, has no
doubt been selected for the arduous duties of his new place from the purcst motives, and the strictest pos-
sible attention to the public interests. Such a Clerk as is here required, to inspect and reject whatever
articles may appear objectionable to him, should be a competent judge of the several sorts of pasteboard,
sealingwax, inkstands, sand, lead, gum, pounce, tape, and leather; and one would imagine that nothing
short of a regular apprenticeship at Stationers’ Hall would qualify a candidate for snch a situation. All
this information, however, the reverend gentleman no doubt possesses in a more eminent degree than any
other person who conld be found to do the duties of such an office; and though, at first sight, such informa-
tion may seem incompatible with a theological education, yet we know that this country (India) abounds
with surprising instances of that kind of genius which fits a man in a moment for any post to which he
may be appointed.

5 ““ In Scotland, we believe, the duties of a Presbyterian minister are divided between preaching on the
v;'i*t"‘:att;, and on the other days of the week, visiting the sick, comforting the weak-hearted, conferring
el bold, and encouraging the timid, in the several duties of their religion. Some shallow persons
msupa?:rfet‘l" e, that if a Presbyterian clergyman were to do his duty in India, he might alsofind abundant
ors espeniaﬁmgghout the year, in the zealous and faithful discharge of those pious duties which ought
who entertainy Ohengage his devout attention; but they must be persons of very little reflection indeed
hemsel veg forsx‘:lc an idea. We have seen the Presbyterian flock of Caleutta take very good care of

had abundant tinim}t' months without a pastor at all; and cven when the shepberd was among them, he
ings, festivitios, aqcro edit a controversial newspaper, long since defunct, and to take part in all the meet-
eminently aotiye 1(fmsstcs’ and flatteries, that were current at the time. He has contrived to display this

§,Mt hathi mucy (1 dl;;()) )t-l'(l)lly disposition, up to the present period ; and according to the maxim * to him

nath shall be tawen aWazl, Jqore shall be given, and from him that hath nothing, even the little that he

bud falents, whether wihin the overend doctor, who has 50 often evinced the universality of his genius

'aiielec“"" all things considm}cdp:;‘e P f\ divinity or without it, is, perhaps, the very best person that could
L te;pe of the Honoyrapie Ffa;t ‘{ngiffgi“e of the foolscap, pasteboard, wax, sand, gum, lead, leather,
Short ﬂo:;each, 80 as to See that no drafts ogémqy of Merchants, and to examine and pronounce on the
easure, or inkstands of base metal o Yo o0 their Treasury for gum that will not stick, tape
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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. Buckingham’s Journal republished in it, section by
section, and from time to time, the contents of a pamphlet, originally published in Lngland,
written by the Hon. Leicester Stanhope, on the subject qfa Free Press in Brtish India, which
publication was not complained of, nor remonstrated against 1n any way, during its progressive
appearance.

15. That several days after this republication had been completed, and when no injury was
even alleged to have been either produced or apprehended from its cl.rculutlon,.the Government
of Bengal issued an order, without any previous trial, bearing, or investigation, \\')thdrawing
the licence of Mr. Buckingham’s Journal, forbidding its further appearance, and thus anni-
bilating, at a single stroke, a property of considerable value, when its principal proprietor was at
at a distance of many thousand miles, and could therefore have no meaus of explunation or
defence.

16. That the agents of Mr. Buckingbam, 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 establishment
of men was kept up in daily hope, grounded on the positive promise of such renewaul, 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 valueless to him.

17. That one of their own servants,Dr. Muston (who was a son-in-law of one of the members
of the Goverament, Mr. Harrington ) having made an z‘nlv;mtugeous offer to lease or rent the use
of types, presses, and other materiuls, for the period of a year, 1o caury on a Journal for his own
benefit, the Indian Government, though they were perfgct]_\' sugshed with the editor, who was
indeed one of their own officers, refused to grant alicence 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 Pul‘)cr, though
DMr. 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 uvox_ved 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, wl'lere 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 20,000L. sterling, and
five years of time, to bring to the state o‘f perfection and profit described, were sold ior' so sm_a]l
a sum, and had become encumbered with such heayy charges by the delays and difficulties
adverted to, as to leave Mr, Buckingbam not only without proceeds, but very largely in
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 n_mteri:ﬂs, from _wlnch !)oth parties might have been
benefited, the same Government granted to Dr. Muston. l;lxlx:sclf, immediately that he became
possessed of these materials as his own ; the effect of .thls being, t.herefore, not to suppress the
sentiments which the Journal might contain, as the Editor \\'ould_ in both cases be equally free
from Mr. Buckingham’s control, but to tuke the profits from the original owner, and transfer them
to the subsequent possessor.

20. That the copyright or goodwill of this long-established and popular Journal, withsa%l its
consequent profits, thus taken from Mr. Buckingham, and conferred upon Dr. Mgslon' without
purchase or consideration, was ultimately sold by the latter gentleman for his owr'l 'l:meht, to the
Proprietors of another Indian Paper, the Bengal Harkaru, to whom the subscribers were ac-
gordingly transferred.

21, That Mr. Buckingham has now been i'n_Enghmd eleven years, durl:ng which he hag
heen subjected to the greatest difficulties, arising out of the losses described ; but he 11a§,
nevertheless, persevered in every logltmmte) and honourable mode: of appenlmg‘ to the India
Directors, to the Board of Control, n.uAd to b :}r!i)nln,]ent ;b:‘h.e Ajn&l.x?uht;e‘s otﬂthe t(]x?vel‘llment of
India being so,protected, as to render it impossible to obtain redress from them nough a Court

of Law. . : )
99. That the result of all these prgceedlpgs has been to entail on DMr. Bgcklnghaxn the total
ruin of all his property and prospects in Indis, by the utter extinction of his Lstubhs],memthcre’
‘hich was not over-estimated at the value of‘ 41-0,.0901. sterlm;,»-‘; and by t_he “ccumulation upon
;:imself, as the party responsible for all the liabilities of the Concern, of debts to the extent of

nearly 10,0007, mores
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Orixions oF emivest Pusric Fuxcrionaries i IN DIA, 1N FAVOUR
or A FrEE Press 1¥ tuaT COUNTRY.

Sir John Malcolm,—General of the Army at Madras.

Publications in England on the affairs of India have been rare, except on some extraordinary
epochs, when attention has been forcibly drawn to that quarter, and a groundless alarm has been
spread of the mischiefs which (many conceive) must arise from such [ree disclosure, and con-
sequent full discussion of the acts of the Indian Governments. This practice, in my opinion,
will have a direct contrary effect. It must always do great and essential good. ’I:he nature of
our possessions in India makes it necessary that almost absolute power should be given to those
intrusted with governments in that quarter; and there cannotbe a hetter or more efficient check
over these rulers, than that which must be established by the full publicity given to their acts,
and the frequent discussion of all their principles of rule. Such a practice will expose impru-
dence and weakness, however defended by the adherence of powerful friends in L{lglnnd ; and
it will be more certain to prevent oppression or injustice, than the general provisions of law,
which may be evaded; or the check of superiors, who may, from conceiving the cause of an

individual identified with that authority itself, feel themselves condemned to support proceedings
which they cannot approve. This practice, in short, restrained as it always must be, by the laws
of our country, within moderate bounds, must have the most salutary effects. Its inconveniences
are obvious, but trifling when compared to the great and permanent benefits which it must.{)lro—
duce; and I am confident that every effort made to repress such discussion, 1s not nleutyg
sacrifice to personal feeling and to momentary expedience of one of the best ﬂnq_xuqsi ope;‘nﬂ[l‘ut
principles of the British Constitution, but a direct approximation to the princip esSr.).J ’
Orienta. Tyranyy which it is, or ought to be, our chief boast to have destroyed.—Sir John
Malcolim.

Sir Simon Toller,—the E. I. Company’s Advocate-General gt ]l[adra.i.h

The wisest political arrangements bave been made for the public s’aﬁet)", ﬂ;l :;) pr;&ulent ef
recurrence of those dreadful scenes. The Govgrnor.(;enerul in ,I”S ims\\ er Y 0 :fela_ xesxs: 0
the inhabitants of Calcutta, has, with a m:}nly frankness, developed .tle zlm()ImIes (]) Ins policy,
and has appealed to the public mind for its rectitude, and T am persuaded that he has not ap-
pealed in vain. A government, when conducted with wisdom and pntrwnsmz l)ﬂs. nothl'ng to
conceal. It is involved in no mysteries; the clearer and the stronger the light in wlnch‘;.t_t{
principles and proceedings are presented to the public eye, the more it will be applauded.—Sir

Simon Toller.
My. Staveley,— Member of the Supreme Court at Madras.
To all that has fallen from my honourable friend who has just sat down, I give my full assent,
and add my voice to his in commendation of that freedom, than which, in my opinion, a greater
i A be bestowed upon an Eastern Empire. And Sir, I know no law, no reason, 1no
b]e§smg cunE]Ot ; 1 Ib t be emploved to its fullest extent. I say, Sir, I know no law. There
S ke g u:e book which restrains the liberty of the Indian press. I speak in the
;s pone upop your,fmtu.'u.correct me, if I am wrong. T know no regulation ; and they are
e e joht if I amin error. That there is no reason in such restraint, my
Iepeen: gl ¥ Ise'i] m;aarsg receded me has shown you fully ; that there is no policy in it, I will
Rgmobratln fnenr( .“ ]IOﬁl isli) If you desire to reign within the hearts of your subjects, an.d
ESO7R fo, 948 o o&e tio‘;ls .-.ou must free their thought from restriction, and the expression of it
g t'hetlr aFe: wha;: %mproves intellect, but the collision of mind ; and what reconmleg the
frq:lrtlrt?ti;?:uiers obut the proof that its rulers are occupied for its good ; and how shall this he
, S
fnlown, if the great avenues of knowledge are closed up —DIr. Staveley.

Address to Lord Hastings from the Inhabitants of Madras.

is i tant subj i ‘e occurred that to the attainment of
While contemplating this important subject, 1t11)1]1_ust )h::}v(;n t‘)‘?:suiilzdstmmest et
truth, freedom of inquiry was necessary ; that public o] “t- m[i]en o han?ls e ive,
government, and that liberty of dlscusg.lpll servc;d but tods leli(crhtened N o gt e
Such freedom of discussion was the gift of a‘hbem{) anl 01‘1’1131c e y(’mr R tirs ds
unequivocal expression of those sentiments evinced by the y
ministration,—Madras Address. W
Reply of Lord Hastings to the Address from : (?a(t o7ry Jnguage. T
My removal of restrictions from the press has been mentioned in lau considerat?on, i
might easily have adopted that procedure without any length of cuuuoque]low Subjeots, to be
my habit of Tegarding the freedom of publication as a natural right of my ¢ nocossity for theso
narrowed only by Spg(:ial and urgent cause assigned. The seeing no dlr-eclf . o e
Invidious shackles might have sufficed to make me break them. Iknow myse’s ot 8
been guided in the st:p by a positive and well-weighed policy. If our motllvle » n( S s
Worthy, it must be wise to render them intelligible throughout an empire, our Lo o o pUTS;
obinion, Further, it ig salutary for supreme authority, even when its intentions are m

|

MR, BUCKINGHAM’S CASE. 9

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.

Mr. Cutlar Fergusson,—Member of the Supreme Court of Bengal.

Mr. Fergusson rose, on the part of his client (Mr. Buckingham), to show cause azainst the
rule for a criminal information against the Caleutta Journal. 1n 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 illegally 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. He 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 be 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 East,—Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Bengal.

His Lordship, the Chief Justice, Sir Edward Hyde East, then passed to the consideration of
the merits of the case before the.Court. They had nbthing 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.

DMr. 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 no doubt of the existence of
the power to transmit persons licensed to reside ; and persons residing in India without a licence
were, in a legal sense, committing a misdemeanor every day, which the law, however, over-
looked. DBut the power of transmission, although it did exist, was a matter of bigh trust and
responsibility, which should not be exercised but on occasions that imperatively called for it,
He did not see that any such occasion had arisen, and he hoped that no such oceasion 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 East 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 satisfied 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 Ldward West,—Chief Justice of Bombay,—on the same subject.

When the India Company sent out ovders for imposing restrictions on the press at Bombuy,
the two judges of the King’s Court there, Sir Idward 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 allvthe facts npd all tbe 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 been exercised 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-
merecial 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 Government,
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Lord William Bentinck,—late Governor-General of India.

I a0 X .
r 1e1;t:;li;tsw€ to ﬂi]ed Pubhcly-expressed'opmlons of the noblemen and gentlemen named above,
General of Ieell} ad ressed to Mr. Buckingham by. Lonrp Wirtiam Bentinck, the late Governor-
the Frotdonn 1(1)(1"1::i];n1_1)-:3epsly to a re_quss}t} m;]xde éollnm tc‘ujsmte frankly his opinion, as to whether

2 : Press, exercised by the Calcutta ournal, hal Y shiwe ob .
evil to India ;—of which the following is an extract : o Ll been praduciive of gool or

“ My carly determiuation w interfore wi
B i et iy il P, Lt Do g oo
my arrival, The boldness of language whi ]0 St prevailing before and subsequent to
bt which feo anguage whic 1‘I have l!enrd ascribed to you, did not probably
would probably '11'\r;; '11%83 assumed by the Calcutta journals in latter years; but its novelty
L e i’r;sS t‘o A hose, and espec}u]ly the o}der functionaries, who consider the exist-
G b this appetimoin hlll~c9!~!-]}(_][nm’le \}'1t]1 the safety of our Imllm.x empire. I am happy to
oataof producing 5 n fnsl gradually given way toas general a conviction that Iree Discussion,
to a very perce Jtible | any fJ those dreaded evils, l.ms been productive of great benefit, and has led
Eithosa: lsun 7{)si[' “”]qmgmeut of our administration. Under an assumption of the correctness
Bvrnd Ill iStaons; 1on. my time, should lave scen with satisfuction the circulation of a

, conducted with the ability which has distinguished all your writings.
«T am, Sir, your obedient servant, W. Bexrixck.”

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

As aconcluding testimony in favour of the importance, safety, and ur
Freedon.l of th.e Press to Ix{’dia, and the conseqaent impolicy )n;](l iujus]ttliﬁglz)L;:(l)]JQ{]l]ﬁ.t of the
utter rain any individual for being the first to give that blessing a practical l}lfl.l?“”.g with
country, the following extract is given from the speech of Sir Cuinrcs l\lni'c‘\x(%'\,cuilse tu fhag
acting” Governor-General, who succeeded Lomrp Winiian Brnrinck, in rllz 113’ s l? pZQSEl}t
-:}I;k:]ress Ig:csemefd ‘to him by the British and other inhabitants of Cnl(,:uttu inp ghotoyg-u.l luz:)}l—b
. o = 3 o . i 3¢

word)::su ject of the Freedom of the Pressin India. These are Sir Charles Metealfe's 0\‘;1'
nid I look to the ir_lcrc;ase of knowledge, with the hope that it may strengthen our ir

it may remove prejudices, soften asperities, and substitute a ragional coﬁ\vic[ionlognt)jp“]o il
of our Government; that it may unite the people and their ruliers in sympathy ; ¢ 11e ,mnems
differences which separate them may be gradually lessened, and ultimui)‘] !( 3 T t.mt} the
ever, however, be the will of Almighty Providence resp(‘:ct'inw the futu .c )(denvm‘hll'.\ted, i h"-lt-
it is clearly our _duty, as long as the charge is confided to ourblmnds tome < ,OA‘ elnl]nent of Iilin,
be.st of our ability, for the good of the people. The promotion.c;f k Mlcudte the trust to the
Liberty of the Press is one of the most efficient instruments, is manifestl ,120“ e‘ 59 of whick the
duty. It cannot be that we are permitted by Divine au{hority to bei .1.n es>?xlt1u] part of that
revenues of the country, pay the establishments necessary to keep pos iere merely to collect the
to supply the deficiency. = We are, doubtless, here for higher pu o[> Passesston; and get into debt
the enlightened knowledge and civilization, the arts andoscielll s Shkal sl s o ginuy
thereby improve the condition of the people. Nothing Eurelces ot 1‘4urope', over the land, and
zllf;:enends than the L'z'bert:y of the Press. "l'hose who o?).,ject to);E al:e ’{E:xorlttlz h]l{)ﬂly oo oundige o
s not salutary for the Government and its functionaries to have 1 e henml. 5 shom il
their conduct, and that the exercise of arbitrary power over ave : 2 check of a Free Press on
the control of the laws over a free one—assumptions which cannot Zii’:;i&‘t'sul:;((lés‘fi 16 prefarable 1o

Latest Intelligence from India.

Accounts have been received
; ved from DMadras up tothe 7th of 8 5
Anls e been 1 g September, 1835. The t
Igsllbnlllts ‘\‘101'9 m I’loé‘,li’ss to ce}]el’bmte the establishment of a 1'1]1]"1" ]I"Ri}-‘BS)S iflhlcx)lzlsiidlte tlsn}t
arLes Mercavee.  As a public expression of the feeli ¢ ntl e el this
, : )  espres eelings of satisfaction with whi i
e s 4 y atisfaction witl 3 s
slxgs‘l:dx::nss;-luecl‘f37?“?(‘31\ ed in ]F'l(llnxclt was proposed, nmm?q other things tL‘w: 1'1“ l\]lljh]_)“\‘t
¢ off in honour of Sir Char ORI : B 8 ok
B, Sir Charles, for establishing the Freedom of the Press in that
At Caleutta a grand dinner had t

al { %) oo . =
the Press, and o honowr o o ken place to celebrate the establishment of the Freedom of

]1?T0t0fore o piole Charles Metcalfe, who had broken down the restrictions
Government-house wer v this 1mportant organ of the people. Several gentlemen from the

“The Freedom of ueleppresel,u,t, and the principal Parsee merchants, Among the toasts were

“ The Regeneration ;? Pmss; ’,” Sl‘l‘ Charles Metcalfe, the Liberator of the Press in India 2
Grey and’the Reform B(')%;‘?:d ;7 “Success to the cause of Freedom and Reform ;" « I:o;d
which it was staged i ill,”” &e. &e.  Many excellent speeches were delivered ; in one of
thirty-five years aftexf“' mlt in‘ Charles Metealfe saw the censorship established in, 1800, and
done, the wishes, nnq ,::t(ls ) l_md removed all restrictions, opposing, as it was believed he had
Charles was dvunk wréb e risk of the displeasure of the Court of I;i'rectors. The health of Sir

e _ the gerates : !
Caloutta were llluminated.belatebt enthusiasm, In the evening, many of the principal houses
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Opixions or-PusLic Mex v ENGLAND, as 10 THE TREATMENT
or Mr. Buckinauam, AND His JustT Crams To REDRESS.

Mpr. Lambton,—now Lord Durham.

¢« Mr. Buckingham has been the vietim of the most Crukr OrrressioN, not warranted by
sound policy or expediency, but arising from a wanton and aggravated spirit of despotism. 1f
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 is 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 he could call it by no
other name, which had been committed against Mr. Buckingham, He felt bound to declare
that a more gross case of cruelty had never been presented to the notice of the House. The
object before the House at present was, the relief of an individual whom he considered to have
Dheen treated tith a cruelty unmerited and almost unparalleled.”

Mr. Denman,—now Lord Denman.

¢ Mr. Buckingham had been torn from bis business, from his friends, from all his hopes,
and had been sent to a distant country, where he was ruined, and was, perbaps, on the very
verge of beggary. 1t was horrible to ear of such things. It was horrible to see any thing like
an attempt to introduce into this country that Indian atmosphere, which he for one was not pre-
pared to breathe. e considered this to be one of the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable
acts, which he had ever known to have been committed by a British Governor, in the history of
the Colonies, bad as they were.”

Mr. Scarlett,—now Lord Abinger.

«Mr. Scarlett observed, that no action could be brought against the Government of India
for the exercise of that prerogative, and the only mode of redress therefore left was that stated
by the noble lord, a Select Committee of Inquiry. ITe was surprised that the House, who were
gnid to he the guardians of the lives, the liberties, and properties of the people, could hear one
clause of the petition read without instantly affording the petitioner the means of redress. The
petitioner stated that he was banished from India Limself, and that the licence or copyright of
his Journal was taken from him and co-proprietors, without compensation, and presented as a
gift to the son-in-law of one of the members of the government. Could the House endure thig
statement without endeavouring to ascertain its truth ?  Not only was he banished, but the most
valuable part of the property he left behind him was also taken from him without consideration.
If these statements were proved, the Government of India deserved the reprehension of the
House and the country, for punishing a man without trial. Without giving him the oppor-
of defending himself, they transported him and destroyed his property, and then the only
answer they gave Lim was, that it was given to his friend Dr. Muston. He was unwilling to
use any harsh terms, but this conduct was not only oppressive but corrupt; and should his

f i the hint given him by the right honourable gentleman opposite, give

noble friend, acting upon : [ .
notice of a motion for a Select Committee of Inquiry on another day, he would certainly sup-

port him.”

tunity

Sir Charles Forbes—Tast India Proprietor.

ever since his arrival in England, has acted up to the
the letters which he brought with him from India,
The more I have seen of Mr. Buckingham, the more highly I think of his character and talents,
A more humane man than he is does not, to my knowledge, exist ; and there are persons present
who can testify that he has afforded relief to others at a time when he has been very much in
want himself. If gentlemen have doubts on this subject, the fact can be proved by Mr,
PBuekingham’s friends, for _frienﬂd‘s he has, who will stand by him, whatever may be the result of
this day’s proc(;(:(lings.. Yes, Bir, Iam proqd to say he has friends who will support him, and
advocate the cause of justice against oppression over and over again, to the termination of the
Tast India Company’s charter ; ay, even to the conclusion of that which may follow; and I
earnestly hope they may never lose sight of the object they have in view until they have

accomplished it.”

« T haye found that Mr. Buckingham,
character which Mr. Palmer gave of him in

M. Hume,—East India Proprietor.

« M. Buckingham's case ought not to be considered an isolated one.  Every one who feels
for the situutiorfof Dis countrymen in the Colonies, where despotic power prevails, ought to
malke common cause with him. It isacase of great importance, and 1.].\0pe t_hat Mr. Buckingham
will receive the support t0 which his talents and his misfortunes alike entitle him, The state-
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ments whi jei

i el Lciléevzelr:fg:lgltxllally made by Mr. Buckingham have been most fully borne out by the

Buckingham or his f; g I]e Committee of the House. I do not speak of the evidence ofyl\lr.

Uidar thoss circubm sf;sg( 5, bixt of the documentary proof afforded by the East India Company

individual hardship, b, ces, 1 consider Mr, Buckingham’s case to be not only one of great
P, but also of infinite general importance, By supporting M{Y_ Bucking:fmm,

we shall at once evince irati
@ our admira i i
Stk sty iration of hig conduct, and our detestation of the power by

Mr. J 1,—f0r
. B. Lewin,—jformerly Advocate-General in India.
1 the private and public merits of My, Buc

A .
S1s,
het\\ een us is, whether my pu hlic man could hay
dlﬂlcultles of his situation, Do you not vy

kingham we are all agreed. The only difference
5 o e _b;‘a\'ed better than he has braved the particular
conduct has been admi i arn. with sympathy towards a man, whose private
though open and man]l;:litae?hglzﬂil hands o be free from repn})’ach, aud whose ’public Ctl;)lldl;ct,
disappointment? D\r, Bllckinw?;':em)e’ bas been productive to him of nothing but suffering and
yours to provide that he is als _‘151 1as done well, and suffered well, for your sakes. Be it
deserved the support of o - 0 indemnified well for the losses he has sustained. If ever a man

pport of his fellow-countrymen, it is Mr. Buckingham.” ' T

The Honourable Douglas K innaird,— East India Proprietor.

 Mr. Buckinoham i 3
T am 1s entit :
suffering under = led to sympathy, as a gentleman of unimpeached character, who is

: a great calami i ing i
et o single Indilxmlgli?;’ twnh(i)ut being in any degree the author of his own misfortunes.
Bt for this roaas Al : ctor who would not, with all his heart, make some compensation
Hokin et ],)ir;cm:z;ia; e‘fgsncexis]ure any of the acts of their servants abroad. There is,
b gl 1 0 n 1 have ever conversed on the subject i S
e they]ﬁg\(:(l;lxr:;gtllgxr‘x;zrx(\lzxts;o;e of th.e liaf,('leSt cases he had ever heard of. ;]I‘he}‘zﬁlljgc(lli;i\gﬁd?g
ey have n r against him as a man and illingl
one A ) say ag an and a gentleman ; th v g
m on friendly terms in a private room ; but they say, if we afford l’ximer);(;:g:sldi}‘:igl?ly
5 ave

him from destruction, w on the des ot1 oW

» We pass censure u 1 'd isti f
. - '”p P P! tic P er emstmg ten thousand miles off,
1 tl 1 1 ’

¢ It has been said that Lord Hastings, if ] i
& ; : e b gs, te had remained in India i
Lii?lssl;gtfgnga:?kg fe;n]juilll\;ﬁ\lidm}é as had bee done by his successor. “E:zdl 11;:‘;2 iioum(li i
o i w’ould h'lr. uﬂungham never wrote any thing, and he L01:d H ?’n e ;
s s o er O c:‘snmuten any thing which could i,nduce l’xim to i
personal intercourse with Mr yB ki foxt, having had frequent and almost uni tres'mt .
up to the resent period, I an gc ]!Dgham, ffom the moment of bis arrival i 11:} o
diﬂiculties}:md distlzesses, witlc; wi 'ef :;lre that 1 never met with a gentlem';n m'}t e e
o oo iy re:l’ic{ d? bas had to contend, behaved with m who under the
It is not a little to his credit t%; t e:‘ htanaion to behave in a fair and ¢ .‘1)?" ¥y T,
T e ~nlf' :'re it, t.m , a le]x_' standing before the public eye forf’nmlmtory manner.
ke . searching scrutiny app ied to every incident of hj ye: r so long a period,

n can put his hand upon his heart and point o s public and private life, no

ut any one of his acts as dishonourable,
Lord John Russell,—

Chairn 1
wan of the Partiamentary Committee.

“I am of course in i
possession of all the facts whi :

At : ] b R acts which were laid bef: i
i gpi£i0n oﬁhil}ff; (]t:llllt 1:_: 1:32; ehlstgned attentively to all that trm?:ﬁi;]elg ﬁoﬁlflgsf aiitae,
terially strengthened, By ?he e\'p;'i(encz zll\r{ 1 ]?nucklmgham is, instead of being We«lkenzzlnlt;f?,

. ¢ ’ 3 ¢ owledge I have thus g y €d > Ma-
= ; : : ave thus g N od
inectohe.le to consider is, the great hardships and gTievT)us losses sulstalii%‘:lu}?d'm WLt we have
S nsequence of conduct, which, so far from attaching any bl‘ o 1o Buckinghiam,
highly honourable and praiseworthy, and perfecly confgrm'lyble atmetlto hlmi : of a opinion,

a 0 those rules of conduct and

those exam ] e i 0 )
g a ples of fre dom, Wlllch we are ac ()]Iled a i
cust imi i
o . dmlre ﬂnd hOld u] fOl‘ imitation by

[ FOI‘ ny ow .
B“Ckinohay Wi part, having had an opportunity of : . .

m’ el oyl ) y of reading all t 3 in Mr
d s Journal, which were particularly found f'au%n withlel”)i? tﬁgtlf}]@(ﬁ?ﬂﬂ‘g)g:}elii;l:n?IlI.
= ]

Can undertyl
5 ale to say thg o5 .
Z::';“-@n and inserted yin t'lllta tl':el-(? ]S not one of those articles, although they must all have been
ony does not reflget the slia;]tx%’ inseparable from the publication of a Daily Paper, which not
ﬂndog;ctl? ':ny man possessing )'\gblgosrf::; f: {'l}e character of the writer, but are such as would do
% a B o a relfy . : . .
tion, on S there is every reason al for the welfare of the community in which he lived,

to 1 e : 3
therefore e:tﬁzllrt of the anthor and pu%?;;i‘;e were written and published with a perfect convic-
‘“i to the thanks of his felloy er, that he was serving the cause of truth, and was

ent, 'Overn &
me 7 : :
n subjects, and the approbation of a wise and benevo-
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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATE

ON

THE CLAIMS OF MR. BUCKINGHAM

TO

Compensation from the Last 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 House to resolve itself into a Committee of
the whole House, on the Bill to enable Mr, Buckingham to recover Compensation from the
East India Company, for the destruction of his property by the acts of their servants in India,

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 with respect to the recep-
tion of private bills. It was laid down in the standing order, which he read to the House, that
the House would not receive any petition for a private bill after the 13th of March ; that no
private bill should be read a first time after the 15th of April ; and that no report should be
received after the 13th of June. He thought, therefore, that this standing order of the House
precluded their proceeding with this bill.

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the further consideration of this bill, though a
private one, was not shut out by the standing order which had been read ; for the House had
it in its power to dispense with such orders if it pleased ; and this very day the royal assent
had been given to several private bills introduced without compliance with such orders.

Mr. HUME said he was really surprised that the right honourable baronet, the President of
the India Board, should now raise a technical objection to a bill, the principle of which had
been admitted by its passing through a sccond reading. ~ After the full discussion given to the
subject on its first introduction, and the large majority by which the question was then carried,
notwithstanding the opposition of the right honourable gentleman, he had hoped that the
House would have heard no more of any obstacles thrown in the way of a claim founded in
justice, and entitled to the consideration of every just mind. (Hear, hear.) Indeed he must
say it was an act of cruelty to Mr. Buckingham to interpose such a technical objection at
such 2 moment as this ; for what were the facts of the case ? Why these: that the late
Cabinet of Lord Grey, composed of very nearly the same members as the present Cabinet of Lord
Melbourne, granted a Committee of Inquiry—which Committee reported unanimously that
Mr. Buckingham ought to receive compensation—the resolutions being drawn up by the hand
of Lord Glenelg, then and still a Cabinet Minister, and approved by the noble Secretary of
State for the Home Department (Lord John Russell), now the leader of the House of Come
mons, and yet, in the face of all this, the new President of the India Board, in opposition to
his predecessors, as well as to his colleagues, came forward, after failing to carry the House
on the merits of the question, to put it aside by a purely technical objection. (Hear
ed that this conduct of the right honourable baronet was to him perfectl)’r
d he must say that he thought he would have done himself more honour if
he had come forward manfully, waving all technicalities, and put the question on its merits
alone, for on these only ought it to be decided. (Hear, hear.)

Sir J. HOBHOUSE said that the objection he had stated was no technical one, but an objec-
tion which had been very properly taken by the Counsel for the East India Company when they
were heard at the bar. 1f tlng bill were to be proceed.ed with, contrary to the established rules
of the House in the case of private Dills, the East India Company would not have time to get
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hear.) He confess
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The H o ! ed to go forward as it had commenced
: COlln?:lsel1Z:3(llJIe)ee:?Ittcg it to be br_ought.iu as such, it had been read a
e been the proper pl 1“’-‘“’ before their bar instead of before a committee,
ents af the bill‘lJ wg)rgcf)e'l&‘d the bill beef} regarded as a private one 3 and now
stand on, they turned round and met it aten on its merits, and had not an argument left to
it was high time that such c met it with a miserable technicality. ~(Hear, hear.) Really
character of a tribunal of .ustalér§es ’(‘15' these should be laid aside; they were unworthy the
ing, this was one. (I‘Ieﬂl‘J hear, )’ a‘n‘,h‘f ever there was a case in which they were unbecom-
Buckingham’s paper was f:lll (;f:l‘t' ) ¥, what was the allegation of the counsel ? That Mr.
ment without trial, and the subs arldeles, dflngel_-ous to the safety of India, and that his banish-
NO}V loolk at the facts. 1In the equent suppression of his Jonrnal, were necessary to its security.
plained of, not as libellous or f‘Slpace of five years of a daily publication, five articles were com-
tures on their conduct \\'er?:ls a'se, but as disagreeable to the Indian government, as all stric-
them, which were so satischtgl-cv to, be. Of these, explanations had heen given of four of
was said of them. The fifth \‘V'IS ;} even to that complaining government, that nothing more
Instantly acquitted. (Hear ‘hel wscm\]tved and carried before a jury, and Mr. Buckingham was
being full of dangerous ’\l“ti(’:] i,u‘) Vas not that an answer to the assertion of his Journal
law, though tllese was 1‘10 ¢ e; : But ﬂmﬂ_lt. was s{ud that he was banished in due form of
order for his depzlrtu‘;-e “1,;“_ fmq no conviction be it remembered, but a mere summary
mitted under colour of. lav ‘t)l it was this very circumstance of its being an oppression com-
If it had been, strictly s 2‘;3, r:ﬂll‘;nadc it so worthy the attention and redress of this House.
the grossest acts of i;]-uptf‘ <Ing, ll egal, the courts of law would have afforded a remedy ; but
them— (hear he-“-\—Jaus]lcc ml]%" 1t l?e perpetrated under colour of law, and this was one of
s l.he‘ £59 tg on ; 1i\t ground alone, he must say, Le thought the House bound to
and highest dutiel (Icilm}ol the subject against oppression was one of its dearest functions
snbjecr,D properly (‘1;“‘_“) :{n’ \.eﬂr.) 1t was said, too, that'there was no time to considé;. t1
et \'elr 5‘” g '1e present session. \} hy should there not be time ? T -id 16
ay ry small compass, and the House might hear it and determine on‘ e Ig‘ﬁz)l‘::tnctl-
1 7 S There was always ti b
Jers: y y ¥s tim s
}:lxat(;:]est;tg;i‘lll)gliilﬂ:?gLc(:)'\;:](l))f]o? it for that purpose. (Hear.) For llhimselfc ‘1'01 J‘M-lce, )-f
e ght a clearer case of robbery had never been established than that ie must say,
perpetrated towards Mr. Buckingham. "Not even the his atiished than that which had been
could present another sncl} case of unparalleled \vro;cnslfstt_‘”?""rl '-h?‘ CUIOm'('s—I;;xd as it was—
ment for four of the articles complained of—and ; 5 for after the acquittal by the govern-
banished for a sixth article, which so far from be;nv: acquittal by a jury for the fifth—he was
of the very judgment passed by the India direets. nnlxmpl.oper one, was a mere anticipation
ilnd genﬂe terms, the appointment of a Scotch pms_q(l)r;c;us%\-c%. It condemned in very mild
enor of the article was to show that the two offices W~ on to be .L'Statloner-Genel-nL and the
the two should abandon one and adhere to the o~thce-m inCOI?‘P“tlb!e—tlnzlt the person holding
r—be either parson or stationer, but 0%

both—as in that i i
4 at case the duties of either w
WD o e ither would be sure to be neglecte
1] conde.mnedli)) ?1”:(; 11};1!; A8 soon - as - ever this appointment w{:q ﬁtt‘d:l g
demned by the Gy lf‘[ e of Directors—condemned by the Board l(t:‘m o ugand
annulled byY all thfene:ltlAS)elm{)I]'Y ;)f S.c-oufmd’ to whom ‘the pm’ston “? i g
to its impropri e—though Mr. Buckingham, who Lad been the fir i ol

propriety, was made the victim of his puly .o cALL b is itention

an act which did him honour L lic virtue— (hear, 1 = fai 3
vhich and for which he s ar, hear) —for really this w
stead of b e oL ch he should have been t ¢ - a3
eing banished and ruined. (Hear, hear.) He tfu-:trédlmt[;]ke?clf:,-‘;d :Iewt.'ut';led,
? » that the right

]1()1']01]["1[)]8 oH 4 ¥ S, ar t the H \ 1
i a uld wave hes technic d le 1e ouse deal h th
: 1 rone L wo ave t e al obsty neiions, cal with the
: ns, an S th t
question on its IUCH{S, as on those a one 1t Oll,’]lt to be decided. (IICE‘U 1 )(’ '
s hear,

Mr. WILKS said I i
S said he concurred entirely in every wor
able and learned member for D }1],'191) mmevery word that had been uttered by the 1 ’
not suffer justi or Dublin; and added his earnest prayv ] i
than ni T justice to be defeated by a mere technicali e that the House would
than nine years ago that he (Mr. Wilks echnicality. (Hear, hear.) It was now more
Jf)lned with his friend Sir Charl YT illss), being then a Proprietor of India Stock, had
Tenry Strachey, Sir John D ‘v‘]“ esl Forbes, Mr. John Smith, the eminent city banker, Sir

:Ll“)c-h 0 reaten i the we1h:g ef, It ule.honournblc member for Middlesex, and 6thérs —:111\ as
m\s;erct of Mr, Buc]\inglmm:s “‘o :( 1 as any member of that House could be—to bring the
Y thnm.lmr with the subject t]rn(én?fs 1"ef(,1.e the Court of Proprietors at the India House. He
ncveree::ec}-; and he mnst say tll;;toéi’..fl‘olll the beginning, and he had watclied its progress
s, o tained but one Opiﬁi,ou b ving all that period up to the present moment he had
- PPressively, and crucl] de“ ‘_t't which was this—that Mr. Buckingham was most un-
lmno(t)xr:' yu‘l‘;;n:‘oll'.t having comn}x’itterc)l“"lﬁg ?fl lléis ‘Pcrsona] liberty and ruined in his property.
g 2 E: an 3 P . . (44

Pord ae fé\miliarntc(}lﬂcmﬂd never be mentioned ]:“:tt ti)ﬂi..flond}wt which did him the highest
1€ people of England generally um:bﬂ]{r:nse. (Hear, hear.) The facts

> WHat this was the almost universal senti-
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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 excite 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 forwnr(i
before. He had suffered much time to elapse, and the delay was imputed to him as matter
of blame ; 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
lament 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, asin England,
where any government might langh 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, he 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 Liad 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 described 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 cirenlar—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 hionour,
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 suflicient
for his purpose. When the Lon. and gallant admiral, the member for Devonport (Sir Ld-
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 whom con}pensati_on was due, lie 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 bound' to d(:.fend and advocate as well ag
hisown. (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 xw:luch 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 which kept these gentlemen aw.’l)’v
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
reater number of them spoke in favour of their claims, and that they all voted for the Taroe
Sim of money of which they were to share in the receipt. (Hear, hear.) Did any one
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c i ;
; :ﬁ;i?ntgll&? ‘f'?rl;ot}ll;s" tﬂn-d was it not the constant practice for honourable membersbe-
facturing, and ship il]"’”:: ellf.sts .wluch were represented in that House, agricultural, manu-
cuniary Tnterests \vli)th;{:t (1)'e e. plelfent, ta};e part in, and \'?te on questipns atfec}ing their pe-
or even on that :)f his PlO%.l.c and without blamg ? Now as to voting on his own claim,
and be only wished thgg-orﬁgr;ueto:ls, he (Mr. Buckingham) had abstained from doing this :
questions that came before I§en emen pecuniarily interested in the decision of various
of corporate property }e he House, whether for the adjustment of tithes, the appropriation
Shetain fromp[vopgir y, or the re.gu]at.xon of_ the corn laws, would only follow his example, and
lear,) At Jeast h“gf ﬁ:n lque§l:mns in which t.he]r pecuniary interests were at stake. (Hear,
i ln(ll do: e t.lt hat in thq course which he had taken of being merely present at ghe
doed h:: coulld ke (é nltlJ m(llg of which persons of the nicest honour could complain 3 and in-
right honourahle (ll) “ un Egr_st:mr] why his presence should have been so embarrassing as the
o e Wﬂ; e ‘;'l_lﬁ).net (Sir John Hobhouse) declared it to be to himself, unless, indeed,
o i '\bsenl mgi to suppose, the right hon. gentleman wished to speak more freely
aartal il qun * (i(? t fnn he could venture to do to his face. (Hear, hear.) Why the
Be ade oo his Chas.o 1c1t.¢my member to be in his place when any observations were about to
S00ve Aty mitaat l::(.:telt on purpose that he might be present to answer any charge or xe-
(Mr. Buckingha cep lon : and as the case then under discussion was one that nﬂ'cctgd his
e te ks lg,l’ @ mt'S)‘ reputation as much as it did his fortune, he should have felt himself
e 1})u imovn of fear or shapxe if he had been absent from his place on so impprtuut
g tl. As, however, he'felt neither of thesp, but was conscious of his own integrity, as
x .1 ! 1e justice of his claim, he was determined to be in his place to defend both, and to
10w the House that he dreaded no investigation, and wished to shun no reproof. (Hear.)

As to the complaint raised by the right honourable baronet of his (Mr. Buckingham’s)
baving forwarded to the members a printed statement of his case, and a circular desiring their
attendance on the debate, to hear and judge for themselves, and give their votes accordingly ;
this was even more groundless than the preceding. Every one must be aware, that as these
transactions took place many years age, and in a very distant quarter of the globe, it was
hardly probable that honourable members should be familiar with them in all their details ;
and as the evidence on the subject filled a large folio volume, which it was very unlikely most
members would read, considering the vast mass of papers presented to them for examination
every morning during the session, be thought he should be consulting their convenience and
advancing the ends of justice, if he plflch in the hands of every member as brief a view o,f the
case as he could possibly compress within the compass of a single sheet of paper. Thi

done ; and the sheet contained only extracts from the large volume of Evi { e ot 1
consecutive order. These were, first, a list of the Select Committee "

in the last session to consider of the facts s—secondly, the resolut]
mittee after hearing the evidence ;—thirdly, an analysis of t} e
evidence itself ;—and lastly, the opinions of Lord Durham Tord B’ P I
Mr. Kinnaird, Mr. Hume, and Lord John Russell, on t’] rl enman, Sir Charles Forbes,
show the perfect openness and fairness of this CO{IX'SC 1 1€ w _1018 case. (Ilear, hear.) To
every kind of question brought before the House, it mie] a lfoulse pursued every day, and on
ment were sent to the opponents as well as to th:a o g 1t be added that copiesof this state-
well as to the opposition ; and the right honour'lble; 1"0_Catgs ({f the‘bxll 5 to the ministers as
been also sent to him. (Hear.) No wonder «] haronet himself admitted that a copy had
venient, and that he tried to male it a5ear o ’Ob‘_o“"tq\ er, that he found this to be so incons
of the Committee came 10 be read, and their wnamimans ojelC0S s Decause when the names
came to be examined ; when the analysis of tl, mm'l?ous decision in favour of compensation
all, when the opinions of the eminent and ho orabiaice came to be scrutinized ; and above
€ repeated—

! N 1 nourable per
they were sure to carry such conviction to all unpr‘cjndiiedsg:;lsu jmed came to b

‘idence arranged in
appointed by the House
s reported by that Com-
rincipal features of the

difﬁcn.lt for the right honourable baronet to shake such COl’lViCtiO(:lsS’ Gt o B it exceedingly
to which such facts and such authorities would compel almg » OF to alter the conclusions

on the subject in question. (Hear, hear.) But the versytcei::ery tmpartial
document so disagreeable to the right honourable baronet x{'a ‘-iumstar.]ce which made this
valuable in his (Mr. Buckingham’s) eyes. Not a fact ip .ts ehat which made it especially
Opinion in it could be overturned, and there it still l‘emaineld could be controverted—not an
g;«;sgnt conviction, as well as for futare reference and yse, ~ “m‘ef‘llled and irrefutable, for
lig?\l s"thl:\tv were issued to request the attendance of members, g (R"}i» %Car.) As to the cir-
himse'lp( 'xe}y unexceptionable authority for such a course ;—for al ud""gl“‘m) had very
e received a written circular from the Treasury, somet; almost e€very morning he
ndance tq put the Speaker in the chair, or i tl’ . 1MES respectfy]] o
When the Ministers, wistoy thic for i . OF 10 OBUEL Words, to aysigy 1, 3 1cduesting his
tendance on ge wished this for their own purpose : sometimeg I n {llalglng a House,
ST WEB g £y o oare ) AF other tHmes miost ear Fequesting his at-
¢ for some certain division expected to come on in the most particularly
., e evening i
the m_]unction~ag;;d tfll:eestleu(llee53
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individual member to follow,—more especially as the invitation was merely to attend, without
asking support, or endeavouring, ir 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 Member 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 citeJthe particular authority of the right honourable baronet opposite (Sir John
Hoblouse) 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, be 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 hearing :—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 ecasy 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 approach 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—hut 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 lfz;u'ngd gentleman
opposite (Sir 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
On his (Mr. Buckingham’s) arrival in Caleutta, in the year 1818, the press appeared
as in England ; and the previons censorship having been abolished, this was the
1. It was found, however, about three months after his (M. Bucking-
ham's) Journal was established, but it was not known to him before, that when the censorship
was removed, certain \vrltten.rules or rcsolu'tlons of the Council were substituted in thejyp
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, shonld 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 England ; the parallel was

bl

correct.
to be as free as 1
general impressior
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}Jerfectu_l all its parts. It was not until after he (Mr. Buckingham) had been banished from
]nd_la, without a trial or hearmg, for a pretended infringement of these then unlawful reso-
tgtxons—for there was no real infringement even of these in the article complained of—that

ese re:solutmn§ were passed into a law with the proper formalities, thus giving them an
ex post facto application, or rather punishing an individual by banishment and ruin on a mere
_t:lrcular.rt.esoluuon, and then making it law afters rards, a course never before pursued, perhaps,
In any civilized community. (Hear, hear.)

_But the learned gentleman duwelt 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 asree in the sentimeut, that
in India a free press was a very dangerous engine. Now in opposi?ion to these questionable
authorities —questionable because they spoke in quality of advocates or counsel —and those af
the bar at least hardly responsible for the sincerity of their opinions—he (Mr. Buckingham
would venture to name as high authorities at least, and quite as disinterested, in the opinions
of the _East Indm.Compnny's advocate-general at Madras, Sir Samuel Toller, of Mr. Staveleys
an“em_mem: .barnster. at the same presidency, and of the inhabitants of that settlement gene-
xany,. “lCludlt_lg the civil and military servants of the East India Company, and oflicers of the
ng:} army in Ipdia. 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 ?ODSIdeI_'mg 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 Mr. 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 he
admitted was of so much value here, was dangerous in India, which was this—that there the
juries were so 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 with the actual state ot: society in India knew {his_ﬂmt all the erand
juries were formed chiefly of the East India Company’s own servants, civil and n “g‘
and with these there could be no difficulty in getting any bill of indictn,lent f(;un(l tlll'lt‘ll}-’r
be wished ; while all petty juries were formed of British-horn subjects, who, by tl el I 1t
of their being British-born, were every one of them living in India by e Al
liable to be removed from the country at the wil] and nle f1al y sufferance, and were

without reason assigned. With such dependent juricsI thewe ghc Bovernment, with or
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even then thepress 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 Lad 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.
Buckingham, 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, aud he (Lord Hastings) believed he never would haye written any thing, which counld induce him
to resort to so severe a measure. (IHear, 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 assigued reason was not the real one. A
brief explanation would, however, solve all the difficulty. The trath 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 general 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 side. But by so much as
be 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,
so0 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 reacliing him through any
process of law in this country. (Hear, hear.) He would not hazard snch 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 strength of its ex-
pressions, and the soundness of its views, that he trusted 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 served, thatno action could be brought against the Government of India for the exerci
of tal'lrt g:grz(;t::t?l‘efimd’tho only mode of redress therefore left was that stated by the noble I:r(%:si
Select Committee of Inquiry. He was surprised that the House, who were said to be the guardians of the
lives, the liberties, and propertes of the people, could hear one clause of the petition read without
instantly affording the petitioner the meaus of redress. The petitioner stated that he was banished from
India himself, and that the licence or copyright of his Journal was taken from him and co-proprietors
without 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, but the most valuable part of the property he left hehind him was also taken from him without
tt:gnsﬁeratmn. 1f these statements were proved, the Government of India deserved the reprehension 0
i (; dquse and the country for punishing a man without trial. Without giving him the opportunity ©
h? ending 1};\"1{59”, they transported him and destroyed his property, and then the only answer they gave

undwas, thatit was given to his friend Dr. Muston. He was unwilling to nse any harsh terms, but this
;:]c'm ll)n:t was not only oppressive but corrupt; and should his noble friend, acting upon the hint given

im by the right honourable gentleman opposite, give notice of a motion for a Select Committee of Inquiry
on ancther day, he would certainly support him.”

T‘hls speech revived his recollection of what constituted the very worst part of the whole
affair, and which had been, strange to say, passed over in entire silence by every one Of_the
speakers who had opposed themselves to the progress of the Bill ; for mneither the Right
Honourable President of the India Board (Sir John Hobhouse)-—nor his zealous coadjutor
and secretary (Mr. V. Smith)—nor their near ally, the learned Solicitor-General (Sir R. M.
Rolfe)—nor the honourable' proprietor of East India Stock (Mr. Robinson)—nor either of the
leax‘ngd counsel (Mr. Spankie and Mr. Wigram), had said one word about the transfer of the
copyright—made valuab.le by his (Mr. Buckingham’s) capital and labour—to Dr. Muston,
whq had bestowed on it neither the one nor the other; but who, after its transfer b."rt,hc
Indian Gove.rnment, sold it for his own benefit, and realized the profit. (Hear, hear.) “,‘c
whole of this transaction was so extraordinary, and he would say so indefensible, that Le did
not wonder at its being glossed over in silence by those who wished to palliate so bad a cause ;
but it should be his duty to draw it forth a little from its present obscurity. The history of
the affair was this:—When he (Mr. Buckingham) quitted India, he left the whole of his
Journal and its attendant property under the management of competent persons, who, as the
law then stood, could not be punished but by legal process, and could not be m~bitrm:11)'
banished, as he had been, without trial or conviction of any offence—for this was a distinction
reserved for those who were of British blood—no other person could be so tyrannically dealt
with. (Hear, hear.) While, however, he (Mr. Buckingham)was thusrelying on the security of
the property he left behind him, the Government of India were already concocting measures
for its destruction ; as, in one of the public dcspatqlles from India, which would be found at
page 82 of the Evidence and page 54 of the Appendix, they stated their intention to-provide
measures for meeting the case, or, 1n other words, suppressing the Journal ; but desired to
get its chief proprietor out of the country first, that they might not be troubled with his
opposition. (Hear, hear.) The following was an extract from that despatch :
¢« Your Honourable Court will nbserve., that Mr. Buckingham signified his intention of placing the conduct
of his paper, during, what he calls, his temporary absence, in hands which are not tangible, except by
process of law. Some such expedient was to have been expected. We do not apprehend n’\uch incon-
;;fg;f“;fgf;;";‘,;;‘;ﬁ’iifc“ﬁiﬁftuflﬂiillrfﬁé ,ijsxzd we shall immediately proceed to the adoption of such
A i r judgmer i x . .
s SR o Mo CESUERL o keop isnctth auestion refring to M. Buckingham's
for suppressing the licentiousness of the press in the hands of’ ]rllg!n {)xc ey p e o
be summarily req“"’ed, and to suspend any measures for the latte g i pthcr 0(_11tors,‘w1m pannot
against Mr. Tuckingham personally shall ha cotapleted. Tote :; 4 rlp.l:rpos'e until the proceeding d.lrectcd
3s understood to have made arrangements for returuin’v t)") E (]: e Temoy n} from lud'm. Mr. Buckxpghﬂ_m
a few days, and, under"the circumstauces stated . it i: . '_ug..md, in a ship that will leave the river in
might prevent his carrying this intention into effect.» obviously undesirable to take any measure which
Accordingly when Le (Mr. Buckingham) had embarl
~ U ark
Government of Bengal first passed the resolutions foregl’e

and was fairly out of the way, the

ment of which, he (Mr, Bllcknwlmm) had been bin; press—for the pretended infringe-
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them then for ih?l{i{lst,;nnethe force and power of i:\l\svjitd(Htel::l?‘;ﬁhﬁge iEiI)!?mC,COUN’ gu'mg.
law drawn up by 1 _Ir‘_ ergeant Spankie, who was then their Advocate-G e Buthes
which was to prohibit all books as well ate-General, the object of
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in England or elsewhere, to severe fines and imprisonment for this heinous E..)ﬂ'“m‘c printed
offence. As a

specimen of law-making l.)y a British lawyer, there were sox o
preserved among the curiosities of literature, for theiy l]zteegf‘il}li:]“‘f""f that deserved to e
thing to be found in modern days. The clauses woulq be foun(i at o IC:S,Sl')bI:‘I’CO to any
Lvidence. atpages 75 and 76 of the
This truly Indian law was opposed by the right 1
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who is now in the House, (Mr. Cutlar Fergusson,) ar?zllll?iléle ]a}ul .lem HEd-'J-udge Advocate,
strong and so well fov’m’ded, that t.hey.ought to be read 1, ol 0 {JQCtIOHS to itslegality were sO
desires to form an opinion on the subject. They would Fe foirn)dn']lsmbm- of the House, who
. It might be added, that when an attempt was made iy Tt 1 at page 77 of the Evidences
thi :‘ansagtnons at Caleutta, t0 mtrodut;e this same Asiatic z; ‘826,' three years subsequent t0
e WO Klng's Judges of the Supreme Court there— Sir Edl,"e(e of legislation into Bombays
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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, writte;
by the Honourahle 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 the
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 tho.ught perfectly safe to republish it in sections from day to day for the
information of the British 1:e51dcnts 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 hiad published some articles in fayour 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, licar.) 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 200,0001.,
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 copyr'lght., 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 suppressed, 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. (IHear, hear.) The sudden suppres-
sion of the Calcutta 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, compared with that which Dy this a_rhit.mry decree l‘md s_utldenlybeen 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 Honse. 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. (Hear, hear.)

The Journal 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
adverting briefly to the late regulations for the press, as being in their nature calculated to
throw a damp on the freedom 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 (_levo.ted to the Government, drew down the new displeasure of the
Governor-General, or his chief secretary, and the revived 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
swent on, till at length it Wwas resolved by the Government of India, that the Journal should
not be revived, but under an gdltor of their own choosing ; and even when that editor was
appointed, he being one of their own servants, and son-in-law of one of the Cabinet Ministers,
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Rolfe)—norythe lrv.‘m g 'nl])llt 1)—nor their near ally, the learned Solicitor-General (Sir R. M.
NS vedicounisal (Mrosm I‘iPI‘Oprletor of East India Stock (M. Robinson)—nor either of the
copyright—made V'\.lu-p};lln ‘{)e an.d Mr. W]grnng), had said one word about the transfer of the
Soppegut. Tl a 't,e y his (Mr. Buckingham’s) capital and labour—to Dr. Mustor
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anished, as he had been, without trial or conviction of any offence—for this was a distinction
reserved for those who were of British blood—no other person could be so tyrannically dealt
with. (Hear, hear.) While, however, he (Mr. Buckingham)was thus relying on the security 0
the property he left behind him, the Government of India were already concocting measures
for its destruction ; as, in one of the public despatches from India, which would be found at
page 82 of the Evidence and page 54 of the Appendix, they stated their intention to-provide
measures for meeting the case, or, in other words, suppressing the Journal ; but desired to
get its <.:luef proprietor out of the country first, that they might not be troubled with his
opposition. (Hear, hear.) The following was an extract from that despatch :
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3E0inst Mr. Buckingham personally shall be completed, by his actual removal from lndin. Mr. Buckingham
a few days, and, u;fxzag?cag?:ungﬁsgf :Olé’rehn-qmlg to England, in a ship that will leave the river in
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i 3 an Iz i y the right honourable ; " .

who is now in the House, (Mr. Cutlar Fergusson,) and his OI")‘}‘(it.lCﬂlned._J'u(]ge Advocate,

ztrc!ng and so well founded, that they ought to be read by e"Ct'me 1025 to its legality were so
esires to form an opinion on the subject. They would be founq cmber of the House, who

1 at pace P s
It might be added, that when an attempt was made in July, 1826 1thi=c o A S
2 3 e

the transactions at Calcutta, to introduce this same Asiatic pi € years subseq
C at Ce i 5t : iec . Al A quent to
E:;;z‘;;i::g’s:] udges of the Supreme Court there—Sir Ed‘]wu?de \%teslt“‘%:‘siﬂé!pn into Blomlmy,
trary to Jl.hee(()lllt with disdain, as ‘Vh‘)]]Y repugnant to the laws of Englful:] ir Charles Cham-
B Sonld by semrt.er of the Supreme Court, and wholly inadmissible ‘15 5 lanq as such, con-
lation, and by ?.Elt p- 78 of the Evidence. (Hear, hear.) Yet it was(u ot regulation’;
Buckingham'y) ':)l ue of this illegal power, that the Caleutta Journgy v, Pon this illegal regu-
5) banishment, wholly suppressed and destroyed (Hear S, soon after his (Mr.

+. (Hear, hear.) Indeed, it might
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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 Honourahle 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 the
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 3 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 fr.om 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 num})er of the. Journal slxoul'd
again appear. (Hear, Lear.) To some l_lonoumble members, th'ls 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 50002, at auction. A still stronger
case might begiven 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 copyr'lght., 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 suppressed, and all its future numbers
prohibited from appearing, Mr. Murray would hardly estimate his loss z\rt‘less than 100,0001.
of capital, from the loss of an equivalent yearly profit. (I‘.Iez}r, hear.) The sudden suppres-
sion of the Calcutta 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 by this arbitrary decree had §t1ddenly 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 :ts_:mnouncements stitched in at the end,
the prospectus of a new work on India, entitled the Ovriental 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 Lim to the penalties of
Mr. Sergeant Spankie's act, that every one of the forbidden sheets was torn out befove the

Quarterly Review itself could be exposed for sale. (Hear, hear.) ;

The Journal 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
adverting briefly to the late regulations for the press, as being in their nature calculated to
throw a damp on the freedom of discussion, and make tle Journal less interesting than before,
which 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 'clnef secretary, anfl t}le rqvwed Journal was put dq\vn 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 t}dltor of their own choogmg; and even when th'at, editor was
appointed, he Deing one of their own servants, and son-in-law of one of the Cabinet Ministers,
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or member of the Indian Council
own choice shounld n neil—they then further resolved that ev i i
or any of his formelo-'tcg? I;‘f)":‘ltzeq to carry on the Journal, so It}l:gt zg‘ iré ?ll&re%lttigii()flgg;
t!xe same—thus making itpnopl Ole ors had an}"beneﬁcial interest in the >roﬁts.'1 ru'rllg from
tion 3 and assigning as a reaso nfg er a war against certain sentiments bult a pers g 1u g-secu-
ingham) might again retu‘rnnt 01l this proscription, that unless it was m';dgmlsom;\lpel]}uck-
this could not be done without 0] ndia, to exercise a control over his own pr s '(t 7 3‘.thou h
that at length the whole ut the permission of the Directors in Enrrl'll 1p(110pm- ‘] 4 F ’io
choice—and the copyright I;:‘]Op]erty. was transferred to Dr. Muston the ne(l't 1e‘mt,_ ;}im' - own
quently sold to the pro;rietorg( ef his, without any consideration—which co(l m'nr(l)t 1 e’s:nbse-

of another paper in India, to whom its SlleC{')i)l,JI;:l?S]WCi'(; trans-

ferred, and reali i
i ized to his ow i
this then were not a robbery 0 private and personal use, the profits of this transaction-

o —perpetra 5 o :
((;fl‘efﬂment_though under’ due fgrmm;d] under the authority and sanction of the Indip
. ear, hear.) The whole of the cor of law—le knew not what could deserve that name
1:;& stated vould be seen to rest onliesp'ondeﬂce on this subject, where every one of the facts

to 148 of the Evidence, to which gﬁgfn?“_y the most conclusive, would be found at page

Indeed, one of the st » therefore, honourable members might refer.

g rongest f
and not gest proofs that could - : . X .
Bucl{inggzlx?f’rs)cog ﬁ“ed to mere hostility to the (lillJJ:r? ﬁe:fe&l of this persecution being pe_rsonl.l‘,
after he had left ,‘tst]h earing of these destructive pr):)c?eed}e g w.as th}s: thacon b 8 (M]}';
leave to ret 1t, he applied to the Court of Directors ings towards bis property in In¢it
L urn to India for ever so short a period ectors in England, where he then was, for
money ’dune]etlt‘)elly' to wind up his affairs, ])z;.)'lhism'n.;st‘u;dl under any securities that they might
elokE Al hoy accgm {rom persons scattered Gyer th{: f'xc(eLo)tESt’l an'(ll rf,cexve th? \':11‘1011515u111§'1(:t
Bt unts and return home with what 1 ke he whole country, so that Le migh=
occasioned‘f Julslt and reasonable request was ; er:ze lmtglf!:]be'a},le e e o o
Tt e ey the destruction of all his propegt 7 131)1 onty 'lle {Jsed :u;d e seh 4 ]OISS
vered, andgdels)ltlsn l('lscglfl;ll:?':ltzﬂ o O\Ying to hir)n,, a‘nile:'lililclel( nl(:,g(e)z? c:)ll:?c’l 11)))(3 g;.ilse:‘irijl;seﬂ;et‘;c-
future period be compelléd to ;],Pl;),n h&'ﬁ’ fO!‘lwhic;x he was still held liable, and might at some

The Board of C ay., ear, hear.

¢ ontrol wa 5

there also redress was Ie“aiuthe“ appealed to for interference, asa Court of Appeal ; but
reasons, namely, that t} qu ¥ denied ; and, as it now appeared, for the strongest of all
Directors and their s e authorities of that Board had been secretly encouraging the India
only brought to thst’erb\’aﬂlts abroad to the commission of the very acts complai;cdaof ; afact
firmatory of this view .y the production of the secret documents from the India House con-
!(—‘:ensure A S’i)‘htel;i?l St: ‘%rantl redrlt):ss to him (Mr. Buckingham) would be to pass

ommons, on the 25th g as then brought for the first time before tl H of
2 of May. 18 rst time before the House
sion the Whi e y 24, by Mr. Ls ; Jis T
were 11:2&‘ ll:)l§dollposmon benches were c)rowcllecll" 1:‘1:11()115311:3;;(;“";fL.O:](_lnDul.hdn'l, (i)n i thh' et
those cheers as iqud deep,—the right hon. baronet opposite (S'l‘nT lrl’“a“on S
would turn t‘ oudly and as cordially as any 'llll()ill tl i Hoblgouse) do
My, Lambt 0 tlie report of that debate they WO;JI(I ﬁ%d in nilmber j—gud i tons wee £
then the uoli’ the bosom friend of the right hon. bar 1o felinbiRtrong (erms of reprobation
e Denn“g 1t hon, l)arouen’§ collesgue iubthe l'epxzcs(el:x(tmtc‘t’ as \v(ill as .Su- Francis Burdett,
T au:{:g,. now Lord Chief Justice of the King’s ﬁ"emnl of Westminster, and above all,
T defe:(tlxes,';;fh}ch it was now the painful duty of 1.1111: ;i flg‘iikc of the conduct of the
would content hims ll?r speeches would be found at pages 133 gt(l) _;g{x gentleman to palliate,

i elf with reading an extract from one of them onl 5 of the Evidence. He

. NMAN s . JICT e s M1
Directors talkc;\f tr(\:‘;a‘:e%;(}nﬁ:éffwf#3“%) said, when Le heard the hououm)ble n'lm‘e]) £ DELan.
ie Chairman of the Court of

with which he was charged, it 1 t Mr. Buckingham had receiy i
a , it naturally oceurred to hi ad received against the co issi
y im to ask the honourabl e osasaion OF th {
¢ Chairm: 1€ offence

not been brought into a court of justi

S i abroad, of canvassivg ti’léstt,‘loclg(.hl(!:e t\_vcn’.llf\ answer that. Unless the power an why the offender had

ing form than that of speech, and swell i o dhices ioon e = Umconite tl o0l soan take s ot
was charged with the offerive:dn well into danger upon every occasion \n would soon take a more al?’ at
ot o o John Bull ne.w:n"1 qllfzs%lc'nu, he had brought an action in Y S tslhc time that Mr. Bucki s
}he double capacity of l)luinti[I;Iaxs.le:l’cfgm‘l‘g:ftm ;gt ?\itm}{(‘lmd ?1150 Been bmx:g“tu']‘wmc Gourt against H:::LI;);‘:;]
rom all his hopes, and had sent him to (d"; o 080 hig £y s Dtinim, so that he w in
N s ot LB L 0| a distant country where he was irom his business. fy. e was in
oot g1 wa bl fo ke of (e v i e a8 DEEDSan th vy
2 atmosphere, which he, for one see any thing like c
£ € an atlempt to

€@ . . 4
He trusted Parliamentary inquiry would be instituted i e ot Prepared to by
nto the treat breathe,

rienced. 1t had been considered 8 08 ment, ¢
. a n e idered necesszary t: bmi o ean T 1
ubmit the conduct of individy 1Imti Mr. Bue kingham had expe-

had been sit, i

Was it uated to the judgment of a court of law in India i veral

s o uot in Mr. Buckingham’s favour, that in the civil acl?ongc\:ﬁ:?]l ;I“ﬂﬂllccs ; ill‘?ti‘;ldo?ls Mri Boolipghar
h he hag i) e, why not in all?

ar
acter, he had recovered damages, and that the revival of

the criming) imsclf brought for a libel on

sraam was considered i
Jury, and declayed red so unwarrantable by the judge, Sir Fraucis I infi i
the whol, i Y > oancis Mag, ormation agai i . Mr
“With hole proceeding to be cruel, oppressive, ang il]e";:ﬂ’t“": that he 1‘0f1u§2:1"st:> I;L‘l:idbi)t H;

th respect to M it di
lacted im !o‘; o Mr. Adam, it did happen that that
t L at gentlemg e
the present oclgt‘\:igj,f%f aboy of @ most amiable and gentle ch::-{]-t“ 5 an old schoolfent
e‘-“igﬁ'able adts he‘.h‘z}((liim selemed lg lilm to have commilté& 5;1 fve\-pr!hulrss h(?::,]
olonies, bad aa thee. L. ver known to have been committeq |y ¢ of the most e
With indulgence, exgc“tex_e. (Hear.) So far was his conduct j: by a British KO\S'E' Ry
pt, indeed, from the circumstance of his not Héc {rapsaction from q
ing i 8!

of liis, and he recol-
] ust declare, that on
1, oppressive, and un-
;“ the histories of th(;
in thi; 0 deserving to be regarde

S country to defend it, tlmtgin his
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Mr. Denman’ inion it ought to receiv arked a robation ;

S\':{’s' not ‘iln !:an l;c):;lmlrr)ltry to defcgd hiomlsel?',1 ‘l?ct};:idm s:%ﬁlsl::degisngeﬁtel:::r? L;ﬁp;}gb;;ggr; :)ol:xﬁg]?;?lggglg{réégxg
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. baron2t (Sir John Hobhouse)
if he were free to utter them. But it was not as the member for Nottingham that he oppose(i
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
lhis 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 of
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 (Sir John 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
that he had perused the evidence himself, and opposed the bill not ex officio merely,

say this ;
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, thatas 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, because 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; he meant the right lonourable
and learned Judge- Advocate (M. 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 uunder consideration, and who had defended the
liberty of the press in India, had also spoken in favour of his (Mr. Buckingham’s) claims 10

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-
his claims to compensation both reason-

ham's) property in India was most uncalled for, and
rable gentleman, though not a Cabinet

able and just. (Hear, hear.) This right honou y !
minister, was a member of the present government, holding the high 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 Parliamevt on Mr. Lambton’s presentation of the first petition, the sub-
ject was brought before the Court of Proprietors of India Stoclk, 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 Carnac, Sir Henry Strachey, and Sir Jolin Doyle, and supported by 157 Proprietors of
Tndia Stock, who gave their votes in favour of the grant—but were overruled by the directors
and their dependants—the House would form some idea of the strength of bis cause. Mr,
Douglas Kinnaird was also the intimate friend and associate of the right Lonourable baronet
(Sir John Hobhouse), and he (Mr. Buckingham) had reason to believe, that up to that period,
at least, their opinions on the case were similar 3 for there was no difference in the terms of
indignation 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 &ny 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.

My, BUCKINGHAM resumed, and said he would not pres
cause he conceded to the soundness of this distinetion; for he ¢
ence between a private opinion and a public one, when the tru tl
or an opposition to any pnrtiqnlar measure was in question. For 1 b

ublic opinions were always in accordance, and he hoped they a 1Ways would be,—though with
gentlemen filling official sitnations, such distinctions might be ver Y .COl\\'emgn_t. He had other
and stronger proofs of this discrepancy between the public and p. vivate opinions of the right
honourable baronet,—but as be had promised not to press the su nject further, he would abe

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

< that point further,—not be-
1id not really perceivethe differs
| or thesincerity of an advocacy
\is own part, his private and his

which was the present.
wssell, in 1826, when
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the Whig opposition supported the noble lord in his motion for
mnto the case, with as much zeal and ardour as the
and it was rather remarkable

Was now opposed to the bil]
would have voted

he not only voted
(Hear, ear.)

Sir J. HOBHOUSE again rose
_th_atthm{gh his name had been put on the Committee Le
1t, nor did he distinctly recollect that he had ever

shi\ir.tl]i[tjsKINGbHAM resumed, and said, that a reference to the debates at that time would
- ona subsequent attempt being made by the Tory ministry to set aside the decision it

favour of the Commi i $
: ittee being a g i 5 snoken i a-
tion of such ar, e Ing appointed, he (Sir John Hobhouse) had spoken in condemna
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a Select Committee to inquire
y before supported Mr, Lambton in 1824 ;
that though the right honourable baronet (Sir John Hobhouse)
| , and h:{d declared that if Le had been in Parliament in 1834, he
against the Co'mmmcc, on whose report it was founded ; yet that in 1826,
for the Committee, but acted on it, and was one of its most zealous members.

and said, that he had not spoken on the question, and

certainly was not a zealous member of
attended. (Hear.)

and by b vate. L and had supported the nob]e lord (Lord John Russell) by his speech, -

] y his attendance also.
conclude its labours, in" con

though its Evidence was n
1 as ne
till 1834 ; ang a5 this had beén made

(Hear, hear.) But that Committee did m:l:
nand unexpected dissolution of Parliament,
The matter then remained dormant for cight )lf:(:s
" i . . . . B avine
contend b : a ground of objection to its revival now, it having :
daimangiith tt]}llxls long silence was a proof of the elaim being abandoned as hopeless by t’l‘le
mself, he (l\h‘.Buckmgham) would explain very shortly to the House why that was

the case. The o G
‘i nly reason was—that fro 5 30, a Tory government was in office, anc
10 reasonable hope existed of rom 1826 1o 1830, a Tory government was i1 )

s > - oL any: mQtiOH for the revival of the Committee being crown?d \\‘lql
ll:\cnizist an{;rgvritlll)?‘zo tod18o:), the discussions on the Reform Bill occupied all minds, in lfl)‘cq(l{
To that Reforme luI’{ an made it deswubl'e Lo waituntil a Reformed Houseshould be asscmb ; ‘15-
B s ol en(t 0111.\:: he (Mr. Buckl'nglmm) was himself returned a member, and ?’r‘ct
year 1833, there were so oSt & Constituencyas any in the kingdom. But during the T6i-
ation, B moti\'gel(:‘ h]o many subjects of high and important interest pressing for ?]?{1511‘; L
his own wron . S Ol—IfcllCﬂC)v prevented him from obtruding amidst these Lis own ¢ ‘m:r'\,ble
friend, the mgu;bei f;z:'ryl\lllie?l{i) In(tlélle following session of 1834, e ht;lsolém'l:)]SL:lcct
Committee to inquire int;( t(ils:\' ' 7. Hume), moved for the appointmen from  any
i s qe s ‘hich was ey sithout opposition from ¥
single individual, anq the nar C?S-e’ w as granted wi Pl the Whig and
pory presidents of the India Board (. wcr?, Ueing jointly approved by the PRI
i a Board (Mr. Grant and Mr. VWynn), the Lvidence tak
ffggiﬁilelg\Z?lillgFCCLOf 1>826 was referred to their consideration. Mr).’ Peacock, & ,gcnﬂcfa-lr:
behalf of e Ll.lx éal §9u°e’ was heard as an advocate and as a witness for two entire (li‘]) i lm
rom his emplo 'eis ndia Company ; and all the documentary testimony which he could mtl(‘(ri
With the rest o)f th’esoﬁlveifef it the Rmst'secret and confidential kind, was admitted and pl“l'lllxoie
Evidence fully conside nee. - After both sides had been fully heard, and the

sequence of a sudde
arly complete.

red, the Committee met, accord; i sider its Re-
POrt.  The resolution % 3 L, according to appointment, to cons
Jolutions submitted for adoption were draw by 1 of Mry. Charles
Grant, then President of the India Lo I rawn up by the hand

fille eh ard, occupying exactly the same situation as that now
defe(};(ll));hglii::f::,lh(:lnsmtmble baronet opposite (Sir John Hobhouse), and equally p'lcdg(‘(!_to
ent with the sbu an ‘{nlerests o.f the East Ir_ulm_Comp:my, whenever they were not inconsist-
¥ 2 majorit [}er.xor rights and interests of justice. The Committee was very fully attended,
Glenel J'mt‘l}LO dlt; entire number, xncllltlxng two of the present Cabinet Ministers (Lord
abn an%l M g: 011'\;‘ Russell), two of the Secretaries to the India Board (Mr. Robert Gor-
Commissiolt‘].ers ulz\lgt \Vg_ck_enzm),r the ex-President of the Board of Control, and two of its ex-
e (of rs ‘{llxums‘\‘\ ynn, Lord Granville Somerset, and Mr. Charles Ross), with
T opposite politics 3 and the resolutions declaring that Compensation ought t,
granted to him (Mr. Buckingham) for his losses of property occasioned by t} e
government in India, were passed un Y the acts of the
hear)—the amount being le ntient voice (hear,

animously, and without a single diss
ft open, in the hope that the Indiy ¢ -
< 1 @ dia r W
adjust this, and render any apany would [themselves
amount and enforce its P

further parliamentary interference ip the next sessi <

Sipany, accompanied b “):mfm‘t’ l”““i‘icss“ry' ! Thclse,fesolutions were éomnmnic'\tcd to the

T y;"; ; panied by a very humble appeal to their BENCrosity, and oferis t( g
anond'? irely to any mode of arbx(fl‘atl'on that Llne)t might appoint. Byg ) g to leave the
o mona.lly rejected, and the applxc:}tlon t)reatpd with disdain (Heat ; ' s arp‘peal was
lutionse cfomse then left——tp appeal again to J_arlmmcnt for that interpmi’ti ]mr:)‘ N
s Parli:mthe Select Committee cmtemplr}{ed in the event of a refuga] a\ndo\x?l"‘ hich the reso-
setted 5 m;3‘;11: sbeemed pledged to exert. .lhe'chzmge of Mmistl'y ([lll‘i[’]g‘ the‘ ‘ich the honour
to the consiy Obstacle ; but even then the subject was not lost Sight of, Ty recess again pre-
~tation of the new President of the Board of Control, B‘J“E been presented
» anoter change restored the libera] ministr); to ;cf)?:frany e i
till furthey de]a;._dngttllézztﬁ

e resumed ;, e thern to mature their plans, occasioneq g
i : %
S sity Ppealing tg te Leader of ¢} .
Several weeks elapse bet, 1e HouTg
ore 1t cou

Of Commg S g, and not a day was lost in a
be detg;miﬁi({O;ﬁéildecmmn on the matter. d; Motreves
mj €% the support of the Government collectedly )COlll 1 b:léive :
1 t0 any mea=
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sure for redress ; and it was at length determined that the great pressure of other and more
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 individual members.
(Hear, hear.) He was not perhaps at liberty to say more on this subject, as private
opinions were not deemed fit subjects of reference in public debate. But the issue had shown
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. Tn every attempt made to bring it on, it was
defeated on cvery 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 because 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 form a house; and it was thus
more than a month on the books before it came on for actual discussion. The result of the
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 Lhad now been stated, on a mere technicality. (Hear.) But if he
were asked why he should object to postpone the consideration of the subject to the 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 :——:md. 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 personal 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 he, 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 wished to have restored to
them, while he had yet life and Lealth 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 e 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 discharge a solemn duty ; and for the
rest, hie had the fullest confidence in the justice and integrity of the independent portion of
the House of Commons ; in their hands e was willing to leave his case, and to their judg-
ment he should bow with resignation and submission, believing, as he did, that they would
consult the ends of justice as paramount to every other consideration. (Cheers.)

Mr. WARBURTON was entirely in favour of the principle” of the'bill; but if the bill
were a private one, he should think that for the honourable gentleman’s own snke—looking at
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 India Board.

Mr. TULK said he should be quite prep
member for Bridport (Mr. Warburton) if
bill next session, the first and second read

ared to act npon the suggestion of the honourable
1t were understood that, on the introduction of the
ing should not be opposed.

Sir JOHN HOBHOUSE suid, that having stated how distinetly, and with wh
he was Opposed to the principle of the bill, he knew not Low such a pledge could e required
from him. He begged to observ(?,'thnt, Mr. Buckiughznp was mistaken when he supposed
that his (Sir J. Hobhouse’s) opposition was merely ex officio.  He had more than once told
the honourable gentleman that that was not the case; and he thought he had some reason t
complain of the manner in which the supposition was repeated. He did not know that i]e hag
any great difficulty in saying that the bill, if withdrawn now, might be permitteq to arrive
a similar stage to that in which it at present stood. The principle of the bill had nog yet be:t

ake any sort of bargain upon the subjectrt
3

agreed to. He confessed that he was unwilling to m
inciple, and seeing that the greater num-

at earnestnesg

and knowing how strongly he was opposed to the pr
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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 affect the course of proceeding next
year. After the course which things had taken, it was a little too much to expect that he
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 to
state, however—iwhat indeed e had before observed—that he considered the bill to be a pri-
vate one, and to repeat that, being a private bill, if it were to be proceeded with this session,
it was necessary, in compliance with the standing orders of the house, that seven clear days
notice should be given between the second reading and the committal, whether to a comm}ttfg
of the whole house or to a committee up-stairs. That being the case, he could only put it 1
the House whether it would be possible to proceed with the bill at this period of the session..

Mr. AGLIONBY expressed a liope that some understanding miglht be come to, that thelbﬂ;
should, in the next session, be allowed to pass through the first and second reading, and g

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

Mr. PRAED, the late secretary to the India Board, opposedthe bill, and dep}'ecated the idea
of asking the President of the India Board to make any agreement on the subject.

: ey e
Mr. ROBINSON, as 4 proprietor of India stock, protested against the power of the Hous
to compel the East India Company to make compensation.

Mr. BAINES said that Le approved entirely of the principle of the bill, ﬂﬂd[l‘ﬂ‘\ 1“:}:::15":3
have seen it pass into a law. But if the right honourable baronet (Sir John ”d"b’f?l“.“zr further
on pressing his technical objection, of course the bill could not be pl:ocee.deh wi lfl{;le Eend
during the present session, Under these circumstances, he should “d"‘se..hv’s c{:}ﬁm‘,‘l 1v in the
(Mr. Tulk) to withdraw it for the present, and re-introduce it as a priv ate' 1" l-e‘(;r)clc'll'c"
next session. e could not sit down, however, without saying th(zlltba Stl?rj}x%(;islnc(lb v‘I\h-.
claim to compensation had never in his mind been mn([e out than ha eer}tf? l—he ! l))("u‘d
Buckingham. He (Mr. Baines) had attended all the sittings of t,h(-_: c(.\nfn.nf ?le' % ; d‘
all the evidence while it was pro.cecd.mg, and hc:. had rcz\.d it all over m’lle 1; y §1‘nc‘e, ‘1111 no
conviction was ever deeper on his mind than tlus—thflt in all Mr. Bucking 1am’s L(),n'( ulct H.l
India, in the management of his Journal, his moderation had been exemplary in the c.\trq‘n.e.3
there was not an article that could be characterized as mf!zunmaton:)", intemperate, or unfair ;
and he doubted whether any journal could be named in which so uniform a course of mild and
temperate argument, and fair and impartial statement of facts, could be found. Yet, not-
withstanding this, his punishment had been more severe than had ever 'before been mﬂlct.vd on
any public writer of whom he had ever heard—banishment from all his property and friends,
and utter ruin of all his hopes and prospects ; these were the rewards heaped upon him for all
his careful and honourable exertions to promote the good of his country. (Hear, hear.) He
thought it was impossible that the House could continue to refusefhim redress, notwithstanding
the argument of the honourable member for Worcester (My. Robinson) that the House could
not compel the India Company to pay compensation; which argument, by the by, came with

a very odd grace from the gentleman who had only a day or two since given notice that early
in the next session he should bring in a bill to compel the East India Company to pay com-
pensation to some of their discharged public officers. (Alaugh.) TIle trusted, however, that
the right honourable baronet (Sll‘.J ohn H()_bhpuse) who was so careful of the interests of the
East India Company, would use his powerful influence to prevail on that wealthy body to entey
into some compromise with M_l'. Buckingham, and afford him some redress, which they were
well able, and ought to be willing to do.” (Hear, hear.) He was persuaded that the interests
of the East India Company, and the reputation of the right honourable barope would both
be advanced by such mediation ; and between this and the next session there \\'ou’ld be muu)lc

time for such an arrangement, (Hear, hear.) 1If, hO)‘}?Vel‘, they would come to no terms Ill(’

did hope that the honourable n‘mmbm: fQI' Poole (Ml’- Tulk) woulq persevere in |jjg iutenl’im{

of bringing in the bill as a private bill in the earliest part of the pexy session, when it slould

have his most cordial support, as he doubted not it would that of the Honse’at laris : for ik

Was impossible that honourable members.could make themselves acquainted wiL‘h i:t‘i 3 f(');cts

Without giving the claims their most cordial support. (Hear, Lear,) 1e fact:

Mr. WILKS said that his opinions in favour of the bill remaineq unaltey :
S 4 y e p ed.: ‘
1ot hearq a single argument of any weight against it from any quartey, Bu ;lsl:l}:]ee?d,' Ile }:]’1;1[:
hye technicality, wholly independent of the merits of the case, and t)jg teclmicﬂ'ty “'?]et be
Dérsevered in, Yie feared there was now no course left but to withdraw t},e bill £ : 1)1 g & nt
235;;2?% ;‘“d ;e-introducc it early in the next,when h]e ftﬂllt assured it wop]q receiv(i.lth ]:t:. ngsei"il
0rt to which, ore the subject was examined, the more jt > that geners
Teceive, (Hear,,hel:rf)n re the subj ) would be Proved entitled to

Mr, TULK saiq that
wliluch had arisen, ’hel'éo

under the new and unexpected circumst
duction of i as a privag

ances of t : Y2 sy
uld only withdraw the bill for the present, gnd Prlz;i;ie,chl".lml OI’J?CU.O r_l
¢ bill in the ensuing session.  (Hear,) € his early intro
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PETITIONS TO PARLIAMENT.

llowing Circular has been addressed by Mr. Buckingham’s
Tbéonfs(;it?::nt:sg at Sheffield to the leading Merchants and Manufacturers
of the principal Towns in the Kingdom.

SHEFFIELD, Nov. 4, 1835,

Wz, the undersigned, Merchants and Manufacturers of Sheffield, being deeply
sensible of the services rendered by our Represen'mtwe, Mr, Buckingham, to the mercantile
and manufacturing interests of this country, by his long and arduous labours to obtain for
them the opening of the Trade to India, China, and the countries of the East, from which they
were formerly so injuriously excluded by the Trading Monopoly of the East India Company’;
and conceiving that such services give him a powerful claim fo the support and assistance of
all who regard the opening of those countries as likely to be of advantage to the mercantile and
manufacturing interests of Great Britain, have determined for ourselves to petition both
Touses of the Legislature in favour of t119 Bill about to bc.: re‘vwed early in the next session,
for enabling Mr. Buckingham to recover from the_Eust In'(lm Compnny full :}nd ample Compen-
sation for the arbitrary and unnecessary (_lc-structlon. of his property m_Indm, s.ubsequer.mtly to
his being banished from that country without a trial, merely for calling public attention to
those abuses which all good governments ought to reward rather than punish a man for his endea-
7 ine rm.
\ounﬁglitgvifgg’that there must be thousands in every part of this lgingdom, who woulq readily
join us in this legal and constitutional n}ode of endea\'oul:mg to obtain redress for a patriotic but
injured fellow-subject, we take the liberty of enclosing you the draft of Petitions to both
Houses of Parliament, which we shall be glad if you will bave written out, with any variations
in the form and expressions which you may see fit, and obtain for them all the signatures you can
in your town and neighbourhood. . . .

They may be submitted at once for signature in such places as you think best, and !:ept.open
for that purpose until the meeting of Parliament is announced to take pl.ace, when it will be
desirable to have them closed, and forwarded to one of the Representatives of your town or
county, for early presentation to the House of Cqmmons; :m_d to such 'I\Iembers o'f‘the House
of Peers as may be most intimately connected with the locality from which the Petition may be

sente We shall be happy to hear from you at your convenience on this subject, and to do any

thing in our power to promote the ohject we have in view, which is simply Justice to an

i injured man.

i - We are, Sir, your obedient Servants,
Epexezer Evviorr
Fraxcis HoLe
Jox. Rorsuck
Joseru France
Wit Barroxn
Joux Surrnerp
Samver Navyror
Friis Evre

Jostan Davy
Joux Harrn
Gro. RoeBuck
Esexr. Binks
Tunos. LinLey
Axt, WiiTakEr
Beng, Dexton
Josn, WicruLn

War. Insorsox
War, VIckers
Epw. VICKERS
War. ATkiNsON
WirrLiam Jackson
Sant. Woobncock
Jxo0. SWINDEN
Josu. Wooncock

JosH. Jonnson
Gzro, P. Navior
Epwanrp Griipee
M. Coxon
Joux Bripcrrorp
James Leek
Gro. Jonnson

&e. &e. &c. &e.

Places from which Petitions have been already sent up.

Annan |Canterbury |Edinburgh Leeds Plymouth Southwark
Antrim Cheitenham Exeter Leicester Portsea Stockport
Asliton Che)stow Falmoutlh Liskeard Portsmouth Stoke
Barnstaple Chester Fareham Liverpool Preston Street

ath Chichester Glasgow Lostwithiel Reading Sudbury
Bedford Cockermouth Glastonbury Louth Redruth Taunton
Belfast Colcliester Gosport Lyme Regis Rochdale Tavistock
Beverley Coleford Greenock Macclesfield Ross Todmorden
Bideford Colne Grimsby Manchester Salford Truro
Birmingham Coventry Guildford Nantwich Salisbury Ulverstone
Blackburn Crediton Haddington Neath Scarborough Uxbridge
Bolton Crewkerne Halifax Newcastle-on-Tyne|Selb Warringt
Boslon Darlington Hanley Newport Pagnell |Shelfon \\'arwic‘i =
Bradford Denbigh Helston Newport Monmouth Sheffeld Wellingt,

B ol Derby” Hereford Newport, Lof Wight|Sherborne Whithy "
Bridgewaler Dowlais Huddersfield Nottingham Shepton Mallet Whitelqy
Bridport Dublin Kendal Okeliampton] Shields N & § Wirar aven
Burnley Dundee Kircaldy Oldham Southnmpton w il; ]l
Burslem Durham Launceston Olney Southsea Win Flen .
Chelmsford Lunis iLeamington Perth St. Monance cho\fﬁOster !

*u¥ Petitions from other ])ll'l(‘cs. are in progress ; but those from the Towns na
on the opening of the present Session (1836); and t

pressed in them, o fewonly of the whole number

ned above had anr,
o show the general character

et : 5 of the sentim,
are gen in the j'ollowmg puges, ents ex-

rved,
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SHEFFIELD—NOTTINGHAM—LEEDS.

-eat
o mnodont Of Gret
To the Lords Spiritual and Temporal (andto the C’omn&(zns of the (_{71;{ ;-‘(Z),ZI;}}‘I?M Merchants:
Britain and Ireland) in Parliament assembled.—The humble Petiti
Manyfacturers, Traders,

and other Inhabitants of Sheffield,
Huanry SnEwrTH,

. . orts and 11
—That your Petitioners have read in the P:}rhame?ttii:'g’ 11}385& of CO?‘l‘I;
the Public Journals, the following Resolutions of a Select clom{mt;seﬁ‘;hment oF Jomes 81 k
mons, appointed to examine into all the facts connected with the Cd; e Joumal, of wluc_
Buck;nnhnm from India, and the subsequent Suppression of the Salc ot Committee hod und
be was Editor and chief Proprietor: and which R‘esolutlons the]sz:ui ; eo(fa‘ uoust, 1834, vis:
nimously agreed to and reported to the House of Commons, on the 4th g

-ear
. : i al from they q
1. ¢ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that Mr. Buckingham r{rsilslcﬁrllll:gﬁgf Prol}riet({t’: i
181(.3 to 18.23 un(’icr a Licence of the East India Compm_ny, and was Tngag;féc;n ielding to himse
Editor of the Calcutta Journal, which was then a highly profitable co: 3 o discretion
i S ze annual income.” . X . cercise of the 5
01121 e{“);?c'&l;lfzfg(? '%lxl:é [;5 ap;ljcarcd to your Committee, that in the ycar ltSiQ.'!, lg gl}(?rf]'t)?:gcncr A, ordered
ves.ted in the ,Governor-Gcncral, Mr, Buckingham was, by the acting
quit India in two months.*
3. ¢ Resolved, That it appe:
India, the Calcutta Journal
4. “ Resolved, Thaty

o ont
; kingham fr
i 3 leparture of Mr. Buc ;
r i Committee, that after the : dery
iy lt)o' }o(l)‘:ilgr oof the Go\"crnor-(jcnem], altogether Suptput:;fthc measures of
our e‘(l)?:;nit)tee without impugning the motives Wh;;}:)egd“?o e Buckingm‘“},
: o 3 i uences, re stion.
. ures have, in their conseq . time of their adoy
e e tha? ﬂrlg;cwll?ii?fcould not have been contemplated at ﬂsl_(;ég]‘; ought to be made
ansd l‘l‘lslir?;g}lz?;fll)e'ﬁhtt;oi; %%mmittce are, therefore, of opinion that Compensa
to Mr. Buckingfxam.”

6 Resolve: a ini nt of Compens
s . - o opinion as to the amou he T ot
) That your Committee abstain from expressing any : s q‘
Sat:OD“ in th‘cl, 01 e i;l aut that slubject will be taken into the fa‘.voura‘iblc cons_dera)t on Oint, 4 en
Indlia. bo;npan) 'gx(]l)thu; the i;xtcrposition of Parliament, in the next session, to fix such amount, be r
7, @

it i these
L 1 i d disappointment, that, although S
T itioner ince learned, with painan ap gl thoss
ot yourl’i[)enlm:ﬁ::ss lc]):t\'vt?xzmscelect Con’nnittce of tléotlfloﬁzgr (tl)f Ogog:xtzsosl, (?1 2‘1;7 S éymbcr
o e by the then President o e £ Sontio (0 ber
¢ i Tinister ecretary of Sta
e S Yl". Majesty’s Cabinet Ministers, as Principal y .
. Hmmle 4 P)eerti’em;%iamlzlzgtkIlrgxdiuJCogmany refused to grant such Compensation, an
ies a ast. d
?rcl'ii(;d(ig gﬁtertz;in any proposition whatever on the subject.
e

e your ble House, that they regard such
iti bly beg to assure your Honoura 5 they re
That your Pet1t192ﬁ¥: t:: 111)1:31 hi)ghlya derogatory to the British name and reputation : a:.ﬂt ap{)he;‘rj
adenial of J‘.ls.uce o 1.lt a DBritish subject has been bﬂnishgd without trml—pumsh.e W xf oot
s Lt 1’et1t10(il erii;f;fl i‘n all his fortune and pursuits without even the allegation o
conviction—and 1 é
i ilty of any crime. ' -
having been guilty b t;. of English Liberty guaranteed to the sub_]ect.s of this realm, Ith:lt::s
R el arl but by the judgment of his peers—that all punishments should }e l;i $
i Shm&ld bethpumt;illt:ée that there should be no wrong without a remedy—and that Justic
ioned to the o — L ; .
El?;:l()(;l;either be delayed nor denied to any man,

1 sae " eh . t
i i < 1 tioners regret to perceive tha
o L said James Silk Buckmgham. your Peti 'S reg . :
That in the case Off'g;:2 fish Liberty bave been violated, without necessity, and thholltlzl.(lf.qbue::::
e ob ng)\;nishecl without judgment of his peers—his pumshmgnlt l]tdisla\«‘l'ng
Cﬂ];lsltli; g?r iy hz;?ongfl t(} his alleged offence—he has suffered a grievous wrong, withou
v ispropor 4
‘z:n; eredIy alt law for the same—and for more than t

welve years past, duringr which ]thur izl(its
bef il bli e = ;

of his case have been so often 1 as to be familiar to almmost every y
11 a ha 8 ft eiore the public one who reads

~ : - . ¢ roved to be guilty of any
g 7 d denied—without his having yet been PEGYS By ota
it e bete]n dtellliz‘;{eodf :rlllvocating, in India, that Freedom of Trade, Freedom of SctlltmL]11t,
other offerice ]?uPub]iC'ltiOH which were formerly denied to Engll‘shmen in that country, hut
'“Ld Ereedon‘l‘, ﬁappﬂy m:ule, l’)y the last Charter for India, the established law of the land.
which are no d

d o d clieve that the advocatine and practising in
oo ot b‘ung .t.hemsf.?hCS t((l) lI)ﬁs(‘l‘\la'est on the Thronz‘, hm'e] since sanc-
& Iliousis Olf th1§1511;l$slte(,1i:gnmlished JGovyernors-General of India, past and
tioned and approved, and what the most dis g ; s SRR R B
Present, havgppublicl’y declared to be as great a blessing and ad_v‘nntage to fIn(llm ;)s ;ts:,_tgulgjne%t
lnd, and to every other well governed country (namely, the I'reedom o -1“6;. bl;:.considered
only to the control of the laws, as administered by a Judge and Jury) oug th & e b
in any other light than that of a public virtue and a public good : and, thelre 'OL(Ll;vidg‘\l i
conceive, that the summary banishment and arbitrary ruin of an honourable in al,
out trial ¢ no other alleg

¥ conviction— on ed ground, than that he was guilty of advocating
i ‘reedom of the Press—cannot 1

be defended by any principle of the British
very spirit and essence of which it is wholly and entirely repugnant,
therefore, humbl

y imploreyour Honourable House, that you will be pleased

to such a Bill as may enable the said James Sil) Buckingham to recover

from {ljg East India Company that Compensution, which the Select Committee of the House
Al 0PS reported it to be their unanimous opinion that the said Fast India Company ought
ge’;‘t‘;‘;;eaq im, for the destruction of his Property, oceasioned by the measures hereinbefore

Your Petitioners,
to give your sanction

%
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EDINBURG. N
To the Lords Spiritual and Temporal (and to the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
oan!; Ireland) in Parliament assembled .—

The Petition of the Inhabitants of Edinburgh,
Huxyery sueweri,—That your Petitioners have read in the
lowing Resolutions unanimousl

and reported to that Honourabl

1. ¢ Resolved, that it appears to your Cpmmittee thnt‘Mr:
the year 1818 to 1823 under a licence of the East India G
cipal Proprietor and Eldi(?r of the (.Tatlcultul.]ournal
rieldi i and other proprietors a laree ) .
}'2?I?§$<}i$§?}1f‘1m it nppegretrl) to your C()l?lmittee that in the year 1823, in the.e.\:erc‘lse o.f the
discretion vested in the Go.vern.or-'(ieneml, Mr. Buckingham was, by the Acting Governor-
General, ordered to quit India within two months.

3. ¢ Resolved, That it appeared to your Committee, that afte
from India, the Calcutta Jowrnal was, by order of the
pressed. . )

4. ‘Resolved, That your Commi
of the Government, feel that th
Buckingham and his family, pe
time of their adoption.

5. ¢ Resolved, That your Commit
made to Mr. Buckingham.

6. ¢ Resolved, That your C
Compensation, in the h
East India Company
amount, be rendered

proceedings of Parliament, the fol-
y agreed to by a Select Committee of the House of Commons,
¢ House on the 4th of August, 1834, viz,:

Buckingham resided in Bengal from
overnment, and was engaged as prin-

» which was then a highly profitable concern,
annual income.

r the departure of Mr.

Buckinghnm,
Govemor-Gcneral,

altogether sup-
ttee, without impugning motives whj
€s¢ measures have, in  their conse

chactuated the measurcs
nal to a degree which could not hav

quences, proved, to Ny,
e been contemplated at the

tee are therefore of opinion that Compensation ought to be

ommittee abstain from ex
ope that that subject will be t
; and thus the inte
unnecessary.’

That your Petitioners have learne
these most cogent Resolutions, the
to be due to My, Buckingham.

4 wrong (for they are informed the
remedy a direct exercise of th
stitutionally vested in Parliam

That your Petitioners cordially concur in tlie conclusion ¢
certain extent by the Board of Coy

: s 2 ature, and to 4
: itrol itself, that the principles, for his advocation of which My
Buckingham was banished from India, and his property and Prospects in life sqers B6ll, e
stitutionally and essentially sound—nﬂmely, ¥ "re tt]m;u;nt . 11
Freedom of Publication; all of which are now warter for India, X'GCOrrnisod 'md'e:l?(
blished aslaw ; and they humbly Patrimonial ruin qap( l‘epro:lch ;I‘L
Buckingham deserves the gratitu itry, and of Indiy itself, for his conduct, B

bly entreat your Honourahle House, that + o
to give your sanction to such a Bill as may enable the said Jamesg Sill’: ﬂll;utc])\'?r:t-l‘:':u be l.)leased
from the East Indijy Comp:my that Compensation which the Select Committee 8{‘*31 to 1ecm—er_
Commons reported it to he thejr unanimous opinion that the said Fast Indi, C ¢ House of
tomake to him for tlie destruction of his Property occasioned e t“ Lia Ompany ouglhy
mentioned, ) Y the measures herembef‘ore

pressing any opinion as t
aken into the favour

o the amount of
rposition of Parliament ;

able consideration of the
n the next session to fix such

d, with disappointment and surprise, that notwithstanding
Last India Company have refused the Compensation declared
That your Petitioners consider that refusal a denial of justice
re is no action for it competent at law) which deman s for its

At control over the acts of the East India Company which is con-
ent.

ome to by the Legis]

) » by the last C1
maintain that, instead of
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_
G LASGOw,
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o A DUBLIN. -
0 the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-

ment assembled.—The humble " Petition of the Merchants and other Inhabitants of the City of

Dublin,

SHEW}:m,—Tpat the losses sustained by James Sirx Buckivemanm, Esq. in India, in com
Sequence of the indefensible and unj

just conduct of of i : ers there, aré
mzlxll‘ter of public Dotoriety in Great Britain and Ix(-)elztllrlel.nast fndia Company’s Oft
homﬁ:lrtalgle Justice of his claims on the an}pany for full and ample Compensation has been
Whok ¥y recognised by the unanimous decision of a Committee of your Honourable House,
’Iql ave reported as their opinion that to such Compensation he has o just and a fair claim.
of th:aa‘i%:?r[ Pde.tltgners have heard with regret, and indeed with astonishment, that the Directors
Yeur Petit? ::; ﬁoxgp:m); have. refused to comply with the terms of that just Report. ch
hites o z TS, d1ere ore, respectfully solicit that your Honourable Iouse will adopt 'su_ u
b i)s’ u rpayl eem meet to ensure to the said James Siex Buckinciaar the Co_mPe“,s‘l"l.on
may in his ca Sob_]us;; y entitled ; that thus the free and noble principles of the British (_}onsntu.t‘ll?‘t
Fafuatice Whis]e Ie cl:mred from the reproach of sanctioning the longer continuance of the gl?{)r
o s o ch }ms been practised on this talented individual by the East India Company, . o
S hich ibis son than because he had the manliness to advocate those principles of Free Discussio
1ch 1t1s the proudest boast of Britons to maintain both at home and abroad.

To the Ho ble the C BOUTHWARE, Parlia
nourable the Commons of the United Kinod 7 itai in Sae
o i E‘)"" he ¢ mg.a.m qf'G:lcat Britain and Ireland, in . ats of
; s « 1e umble Petition of the undersigned Traders, Merchants, and Inhabita?
the ancient Town and Borough of South wark,
SuEwWETH,—That your Petitioners have heard w
of your Honourable House had examined into the

idi regret and surprise, that after a C;{m""tti:
: claims AMES S CKINGITAM, 145(-y
Con}pensntlou for. the losses sustained by him through nthg fc{)r\x;\]ltll:(sztb:fxtlllzeuLs:i’(';\zt\sﬂc;f th‘é East
India Compz\ny in Bengal; and after that Honourable Committee had re 6,~tegl that such
Compensation ought to be made ; its Report was rejected by the said East Ind‘;-l Company, W0
refused to make any adjustment of those claims when solicited so to do; although the sufferer
would have been rendx and willing to have entered upon an amicable zu"run rement, and agree
toany reasonable and just proposition to that effect, k '
Ori{al::fl"zour Pe}tltlolne'rs, as Iin g‘l‘is.hmen,_who Vulug the Constitution of their country, feel deeply
= bmuu&%ee the deliberate decisions of any portion of the Legislature treated with contumely’
Selos C-‘om;;)'t(;; dxsr;apute and contempt ; yet such must be the case if, after the appointment of a
fonndoy ittee of your Honourable Ilouse,. and the Report and recommendation of that quY
néed upon the facts produced before them in evidence, such Report and such recommendation

be treated with silent contempt or o iti i indivi
ok 4 A pen opposition, whether by a private individual or by @
ompany of East India Directors. : ’ 4 :

- Lot
Your T etitioners, therefore, humbly entreat your Honourable House to protect and preserve

%‘1‘:11‘ O'Wn px:ivileges u.ud authority, as well as to secure the ends of Justice, by passing such
fulf\?\\:ll(f as Im é'our wisdom shall seem meet to secure to the said James Silk Buckingham that
! ample Compensation to which, in tl ini rour i i
fiirly entiiy p ch, In the opinion of your own Comumittee, he is so fully and
EXETER.

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 the ancient City and Borouch of
Ezeter, in the County of Devon, ) o

Suewrri,—That your Petitioners regard the security of Property as the foundation of
civilized society, and the distinguishing characteristic of all just and equitable Governments.
That this security of Property has been disregarded and violated, in the arbitrary suppression

;f;olhzfalcéma .Iougzal, with?ut trial or copyiction ; the' said .10111'11}11 having been principally the
= ‘ghony; 2er{:imes Silk Bucgnlnghnm, a British subject, in conjunction with other co-proprietors,
That g1 S(ln po(:’-uons. of that property belong:ed. )
Whae s :eect‘t t(])xnmlttge of the House of Commons appointed to examine into the facts of
roperty port their opinion thereon to the House, showed a proper regard to the rights of
Y reporting it as their unanimous opinion that Compensation ought to be made to the

said James i) 2L ;
Journal in B:ar]\( ﬁ?Cklnulmm for the losses entailed on him by the arbitrary suppression of his

That the
is not only ::f‘;;:lt:’\f t(l.xe East India Company to attend to the decision of
(Zi,l]se e Contempt,c 1on of Justice, but is calculated to b
hat your Petitioner
st Uoners, therefore, humbly pray that vo 3
€Ps ag to your wisdom may seem ;neet, to sgzur?; to thz :aridl—lonoumble House will take such

®mpensation awarded to him by the Select Committee aforesai{ﬁmes Sille Buckingham the full

t the Select Committee,
ring the authority of your Honourable
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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.

Snewerin,—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 Jowrnal, 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 Con.trol (now a Member
of the House of Lords, and his Majesty’s Secretary of State for. the Colomes.), the East India
COmpany have refused to grant any Compensz_ltlou, or to ent«;rtam 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 My,
Buckingham’s claims. . - .

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 .\vlfen 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 op‘prcs§e(_1, but as a whole-
some check upon power, comparatively speaking uncontrolled, but often, it is feared, 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 James 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, ——
BIRMINGHAM,
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parlia-
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the Merchants, Manufacturers, amd other Inhabitants
of the Borough of Birmingham,

Suewern,—That your Pclitioncfrs have learne(_l that a Select .Co'mmitt‘ee of your Honourable
House was, in the year 1834, appointed “ to tt}ke into cou51de‘rnt10n 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,” . ) ] '

That the said Committee, as your Petitioners are al‘so assured, having examined evidence,
and inquired carefully into all the circumstances touc]n'ng the case, reported to your Honourable
House sundry resolutions, among which are the following :

“ That your Committeeare of opinionthat Compensation ought to be mads to Mr. Buckingham,
“ That your Committee abstain from expressing any opinion as {o the amount of ComEexlsatlop,
in the hope that that subject will be taken into the favourable consideration of tlile Iast Itndbm
Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament in the next session to fix such amount, be
rendered unnecessary.”
But your Petitioners find, with much pain and disappointment, that tln'a East India COmpany,
on the above Resolutions of the Committee of your Honourable House being presented to them,
efused to grant any Compensation, but have declined to entertain the subject i
have not only g y P j o
- e, 3 i
an)ysﬁpl’etiﬁ oners, therefore, convinced of the arbitrary nature of the measures pursued by the
-0 G vernor-General in ordering the sudden removal of Mr. James Silk Buckingham frop,
Acting ":1, the subsequent suppression of the Journal of which he was the conductor, cannot
India, aqd in the conduct of the Ilast India Company, in disregarding the unanimous Resolutions
but consi ?ftee of your Honourable House, as altogether unjustifiable and contumacioys,
°1§“ C".g:_r;mtlmst that your Honourable ouse will take measures to render the Resolutio
there : ted and effectual
respec e‘ .
o C]?’;Jl:;g‘a)?our lI)’(-.‘t.itloners humbly implore your Honourable House to give your sanction to
'Il‘lo :‘ lBill as may secure to the said James Silk Buckingham the full Compensation and
uc s ; . . : !
;ndemni‘}’ which your Select Committee have unanimously decided that he ought to receive,

They

ns of
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BRIDPORT. in Parlit-
To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in ml 0
ment assembled.— The humble Petition of the Merchants, Manyfacturers, and other Tnhabstonts
the Town and Borough of Bridport, £
y 0

Sunwgﬂx,—’ﬂmt your Petitioners have heard with pain of the destruction of the propert on
James Silk Buckingham, Esq., a British subject vesiding in the East Indies, by the S“P_PT‘?SSIO
of the Calcutta Journal, of which he was chief proprietor, without any trial or convlcﬂ?g.s.
crime, and for no other apparent reason than that the said Journal exercised the freedom 0t ¢}
cussion on the public acts of the Indian Government. blic

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

Th':\t your Petitioners have seen, by the Public Journals, that the case of the said James x
Buckingham has heen fully considered before a Select Committee of the House °f.C°mm('J1?1i:
appointed to examine evidence and report upon the same ; and that the said Committee U ia
mously reported their opinion to be, that Compensation ought to be made by the Bt
Company to the said James Silk Buckingham for the destruction of his property as aforesaic ith-

Ihat your Petitioners have further learned that the said East India Company have, notwle
standing this unanimous resolution of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, refus
to grant such Compensation—to any amount whatever. <ol would

That your Petitioners, deeming this to be an invasion of the rights of property, which “our.
be fatal to all security if it were suffered to pass without rcdress,‘humbly implore your I'Ionoqi
able House to take such steps as to your wisdom may seem meet, in order to secure to the-s“on
James Silk Buckingham that full Indemnity and Compensation awarded to him by the det}(lf‘
of the Select Committee, appointed by your Honourable House for that purpose, as aforesalCe

TAUNTON. . lia-

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in P‘f’ lts
ment assembled.—The humble Petition of the undersigned Merchants, Traders, and Inhabita®

of Taunton, in the County of Somerset, i ’ ’

Suewrrn,—That vour Petitioners ha

Company have refused to grant any

for the loss sustained by him

ve heard with surprise and regret that the East India
1 Compensation whatever to James Sillc Buckingham, ‘Sff""
e S sust » 10 consequence of the unjust suppression of the Calcutta 0u7]'r
by the Indian Government ; notwithstanding that a Committee of your Honourable House 1%
unanimously reported that he is entitled to such Compensation. sonal

That your Petitioners hold the Freedom of the Press to be the corner stone of Constitution?’
Llh_m'ty‘; and they conceive that no person should be punished, but by the verdict of a jury & s
a fair trial in open Court, :

Tl‘mt it is the belief of your Petitioners, that the said James Silk Buckingham was de]).nved
of his property without conviction of any crime, merely for having exercised that which is the
Inalienable privilege of every British subject—the right of freely commenting upon public mea-
sures, and pointing out public 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 so0 unjustly subjected, as awarded by the solemn and unanimous decision
of the Committee of your Honourable House.

TAVISTOCK,
To 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,

Suewern,—That your Petitioners feel a deep interest in the maintenance of the national repu-
tation for Justice af home and abroad, and believe that it is the duty of every British subject
}fl’\fnile“}VOllT to secure for their fellow countrymen the fullest enjoyment of their civil and po-

'E}]\nzlgvhts? whether in the colonies or in the mother country. .
ot Petitioners have, therefore, heard with great regret of the refusal of the East India
sustained hg"l“,nt "“i‘]}' Compensation whatever to James Sillc Buckingham, Esq., for the injuries
Taes Silkygl:];ﬁ' tr’;ough the arbitrary conduet of their servants in Bengal ; by whom the said
lawful sanction folf l:;isam'ttil]"o“‘rﬂ]l residing in India as a British subject, fully possessed of the
jured by the ek settling there, was first banished without a trial, and next ex.ceedmgly in=

€tion, in his absence, of his highly valuable property, without being convicted

of any crime,
That when a Sel. i
ect Committee of your HMonourable House had unanimously res
s ! olved tha
h;‘\“\\;::satﬁon ought to be made to the said James Silk Buckingham for the losies to x‘z’iich ll;‘:
0 thus unjustly subjected, your Petitioners had hoped that their award would have been

respectfully gheyed by the said East India Com. : i
authorities, the 'Boa\rg S0 T pany, to whom it was transmitted by the Proper

|
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That the refusal of the East India Company to grant such Compensation, after the unanimous
deeision 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 losses so unjustly inflicted on him which the ends of sub-
stantial Justice require. —_—
WILSDEN.

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

Sueweri,—7That your Petitioners lm\te lenrngd 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'Bucklgghnm, Isq., th:.lt the rights and liberties of a British subject have
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 IHonourable 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 hie has sustained, to which the Committee of you;
Honourable House has declared him to be entitled ; thereby vindicating the honour of the
Government, and en§u1ing 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,

Sueweri,—~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 weltare.

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

‘I'hat your Petitioners have seen, with the deepest regret, an extent of punishment, almost un-
paralleled, as_effected on a British subject, James Silk Buckingham, for no other reason, either
apparent or allegedl, than t].mt ]1‘e “I-n.?] 'the first to advocate and to practise the Freedom of the

ress i itish possessions in India.

Plffjlialtnﬂ?:f\r]girtléﬂlry éuppression of the Calcutta Journal, of which the said James Silk Bucking-
ham was the chief proprietor, was as much a violation of property, as the forcible stoppage of a
banlk, the sinking of a ship, the conflagration of a dwelling, or the forcible dcstruct}on of any
othlor actually productive property of any kind ; and that such an act was as unnecessary as it
wa’i‘]u':?gsé.elect Committee of your Honourable House having examined into this matter, and
repo;Ecd it as their unanimous and deliberate opinion that Compensation ought to be made to the
said James Silk Buckingham for the destruction of his property as before described: and the
East India Company, from whom such Coml‘)ensu'glon is due, h;lvl.n.g refused to pay any altention
to the recommendation of the said Select Committee : your Petitioners humbly pray that your
Honourable House will take such steps as may be most effectual to maintain the dignity of its
own authority, to protect the rights of‘property, and to further the ends of substaqtmlt.l t:vs}t;lc;eﬁ ll)xy
securing to the said James Silk Buckingham the full payment of the Compensation to e
is so justly entitled.

GOSPORT. i 1 Treland. in Parli
T Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of G)'gat rrlr{uz and reland, iﬂ» ar llament
joatS’;:,nbled —The humble Petition ¢f the undersigned Inhabitants of the Town of Gosport, in the

Cou.nly(fH“““: ]

—That your Petitioners deeply lament the wanton destruction of the property of
i Buckingham, Esd., during his residence in the East Indies, by the suppression of
J am((e)s lSﬂt;u JUZLT”“al’ of which he was the chief proprietor, for no other apparent reason than
the Calcu

Ki id Journal exercised the constitutional privilege of commenting upon the acts of
that the sal

ublic men. itioners consider the liberty of the press attacked and endangered by
¥ That your g efll,t(;osnid James Silk Buckingham, in this instance.
shown towar f’etiti oners have learnt with much surprise that the Last India Com

That yolulie the Compensation to the said James Silk Buckingham, which a Sel

fused to ﬁ‘g nourable House have declared him fully entitled to.
of your

hat yOur Petitioners consider that by the law of thig country no man is to he condemneg
Tha e

SHEWETH,

the hostilily

pany have re.
ect Committeg
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unheard, or without {rial b
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0
itioners t

y jury in open court, which just law appem‘fl lf-ollylfcgfi nli ?i':m.

ve been violated by the Iast 1ndia Company towards the said James Sto\qdopt sgch g

That your Petitioners therefore humbly pray your Honourable House to

d
F iberty of the press an
as shall do full justice to the said James Silk Buckingham, and uphold the liberty o

the laws of the British Constitution.

KENDAL. L i i Parli.mlf”‘
To the Honowrable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great Brifuin and {::II;}” Kendal, in the
assembled.—The humble Petition of the Dlerchants and other Inhabitants
County of Westmoreland.
SEEWETH,—That your P

tion
. ccommenda
ctitioners witnessed, with pleasure, the Award and R

of a Select Committee of t1

s i be made to

he last Parliament, to the effect that Componsgltmn‘ouogu];f?(tlfl’wnccs aban

James Silk Buckingliam, Esq., by the East India Company, for the ruTm(cl):a c

act onyranny done towards that Gentleman by their Govcm{n_ent in xn’ hs.inCO learnt, that the
That with corresponding indignation and regret your Petitioners Im\ﬂI Buckingham, 1ot

said East India Company lLave set at defiance “all and every claim of Mr.

v-rcsﬂid
p ion of the afu
withstanding that such claims were so urged by the unanimous Resolution

Committee.

. - exercised, or 0
Your Petitioners would deprecate any act of Oppression by \\"1101.11500"0‘;. ;’}I“::,l(,],f and free-
whomsoever inflicted ;. they would depreéate every attempt to curtail Izher.r}/",_ s, 4
dom of discussion, which they regard as the distinguishir?g. birthright of Britain ;l“'_ incensed, by
ut against this particular act of Injustice, your Petitioners feel more especially

ideration of the
: . sideration
reason of the contumacious conduct of the Oppressors on the one hand, and in cons

estimable and exemplary chara

cterof the injured individual on the other. I immediate and
Your Petitioners therefore bumbly implore your Honourable Houseto take sllc‘;lf Buckingham,
decisive steps as in your wisdom you may deem meet to secure to thesaid James Si ‘.‘ust]ye“m e
Esq. that full Indemnity and Compensation whicl, your Petitioners believe him s0 j
to receive,

CANTERBURY.
New Towyx Counerr or Cante
Arperman H., Coopnn br
James Silk Buckingham, Es
tions and ill-treatment v
menting on the Resoluti
evidence before that Co i d as to the
a Free Press in that country—as also of the most popular characters in Englan diion s he
treatment of My, Buckingham, and his just claims to redress for the injuries and Persef.u 3 Jobn
ad sustained—the worthy Alderman concluded his address by reading an extract from mduct of
Russell’s apeech, as Chairman of the Committee, on the praiseworthy and honourable con od the
Mr. Buckingham and the advantages of a TFree Press. Alderman H. Cooper then propos

fOllOWing Petition to the House of Commons, which was seconded by Mr. Rrpour, and unani-
mously adopted :

roery, Tuespay, Fip, 2, 1836. dald
ourt the case of the hon. member for &'h&seccu:
1+, and in a clear and perspicuous manner pointed out th.e'gl o=
hich that talented and worthy individual had suffered, After fowl. zved i
ons of the Select Committee appointed in 1834—the facts P‘{Ooul. -
mmittee—the opinions of the eminent functionaries in India in fav

ought before the C

i i i X Britain and Ireland, in Parlig-
H rable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great I ! :
o ;xﬁz?;:s?;zbl;d.——'l'hc humble Petition of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough
of Canterbury, in Council assembled,

it 'd with regret and surprise,

e, —That your Petitioners have heard wit og
theS:}[!{EevsV:lﬂtions unagimously passed by nkSeleclt .Co;nmnt]e‘e of your honour
; s Silk Buckingham, Usq.,

ion ought to be made to James Sil g

gfgrllxsizs“;?:;;er?y in the arbitrary suppression of tlll'e %ﬂcut)fa _](1,;
without any trial by judge or jury—the Lastrhrl; 11:‘1: 4 ff:l;lv :Zyto

to the decision of the Select Committee, nor so

that notwithstandiug
y ahle House that Com-
for the unwarrantable destruction
trnal by the Bengal Government,

Proper to attend

; stion of Compen-
; ich your Petitioners cannot but considey o4 A0 unjustifiable deng
ion—a circumstance which your Pe er =gl : j o denial of
?:lt:t)i’(l:e :::zfllésmted to impugn the respectability of your honoyrape ouse, and to bring its ag.
)
thority into contempt.

inciple of mational honour, Jjustice, ang eve i

itioners, therefore, on a princip ; i 5 Ever expedien gy

Youzuls?ggggre;?)’le House Yo falke such stcpshﬂs :Illliz'\(;ﬁz 8 oy may be judgeq Proper, fo;‘
zzr};r?ng to the said James Sitk Buckingham the Olld té whiclox?lp(?usatmn stemplateq by the
unanimous Resolutions of your Select Committee, a1 P ‘hquestionab]y entitlgg,
Mr. ALpERMAN Brent offeved some ob%ervationti g?t;,]g}f}i‘?;ﬁﬁﬁi ‘E‘ﬁeh the Couneiy Dossessed
1 5 . ; i @ oppor SSmaking knowy G U
(being thechoice of thepeople) in hﬂvmga _tppf ublic individuals, anq fothe ®gislature the

3 he inhabitantson the conductof p 1 Propose( 4,

Bentiments of the inhabitants cv~cuan, and that My, T, at the
be presented to the House by Lord A. D. Coxy~auan, s 5

Petition
HINGTOy |

) s 5 b ° D@ request
Pubport the prayer thereof ; which being seconded by My, Bowsay, woq alyo ungnfm\:gslt;
carried,

D,
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It would fill a large volume to give the whole of the Opinions alre
Public Journals, on the conduct of the Fast India Company,
the unanimous Resolutions of the Select Committee of the Ilouse 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 pauts of the kingdom,
will show the general feeling that has heen expressed on this subject.

From the Ldinburgh Observer.

By many of the inhabitants of Edinburgh Mr.
having very recently dc!iv.ercd

Eastern world,—while it is kn

ady expressed by the
n refusing to carry into effect

Buckingham must be rem
acourse of lectures in this city, on subjects connected with the
own that in his public capacity he contributed greatly to bring
about the arrangements whicl followed on th expiry of the Last India Cumpur_ny'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 autumn of
1834. Between the years 1818 and 1823, Mr., Buckingham appears to have resided at Calcutta,
under a licence from the Indjan Government ; and to have been engaged in conducting the
Calcutta Journal, of which he was also principal proprictor.  From five years of unremitting
exertion, and an outlay of upwards of 20,000L. this Journal Lad become ¢ a highly profitable
concern,” yielding to the proprictors an income of hetween 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, My, Buckingham wrote in his
Journal an article, «j an office wereshown to he incompatible with a

in which the dutics of such
due discharge of the reverend gentleman’s sacred functions,”’ For the publication of this article,
Mr. Buckingham’s 1 as withdrawn ; and without a trial, or any

cence to reside at Calcutta w
other legal process, h ry.  TFor a short time after his departure, the

e was banished the count
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 In
Government refused to grant a licence to any party to use them, so long as the
property of Mr. Buckingham, who was thus absolutely compelled to permit
able materials, where there could necessarily be but few competitors ;
member of Council became the purchaser on'easy terms 2
legality, but by a very reckless exercise of power, Mr. Buckingham was deprived of property
which was estimated by purchasers of shares at 40,0002 and left with a debt of 10,0004,
The matter subsequently hecame the subject of P.-u-!iamentm'y inquiry ; andga Committee of
the House (of which Sir Robert Peel, Lords Althorp, Russell, and Somerset, Messrs, Cutlay
Fergusson, Aberecrombie, Hume, and othey distinguished gentlemen were members) came to
these resolutions ;—

cmbered, from his

dian
Y remained the
a sale of his valy.
the son-in-lay of a
and thus, without the least pretext of

““ That your Committee are of o

pinion that Compe
ham. That your Committee abst

nsation ought to bhe

inic p made to My, Bucking-
ain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of Compen-

sation, in the hope that the subject will be taken into the favourable consider.

India Company, and thus the

interposition of Parliament

ation of the Rast
d unnceessary.”

ssion, to fix such
amount he rendere ’

» in the next se
But the Com

pany chose to overlook this recommendation ;

ment by Mr. Tulk, to enforce Payment ; passed its first reading by a majority of moye than
three to one,—its second withont adivision—Dbut wyg stopped in committee by an objection
to a point of form ; anq here the case rests; a case which Lord Denman ¢ considereqd t }?S
one of the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable acts which he had ever W
committed by a British gov

a Dill was brought into parlia..

. X known to have

d by ; ernor, in the history of the colonies, bad as they were ;» of Wl;e_eu
Sir Francis Burdett ~“felt bound to declare that a more 8Toss case of cruelt ’ ich
presented to the notice of the House ;”

and Lord Johp Rus
-subjects

¥ had never
s and the approb

at the sufferep ¢

> was
a wise and beuevole;lt

entitled to the thanks of his fellow-

bee
government.”’

sell said th
ation of

The matter will again be brought before Parliament next session
petitions are preparing in many English towns ip favour of My,
understand several gentlemen have resolyed to procure petitions frq
The case, as involving the vindicatioy of Lheliberty of the press
to whom it has been denied =

> 1S 0ne moye of 5 public than
lature My, Buckingham only see

> and in the i
L €an tj
uckinghap’g clai{n \T’:

m this quartep i 1.:
I'in hig
and Procuring | behalf,

R i ustice fop
ks redress for & Private charactey, rom tfxef(lu iy
; o gham oul; <S redress for actnal grievances, frop the ‘peon] Legis.
sympathy ; the former we trugt Will not Le withheld—¢le latter wil) certmin}l)-OP ¢ only thep
c 2 ‘

be bestoweq,
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extent has reached the mercantile despots of India, ina§n.mch as they are now shorn'of their
monopoly, and a field is opened up, thereby, for British enterprise, skill, andlcnpltfll—-thg.
i hronacle. . happy results of which can only be fully developed to succeeding generations. The active an

1 ot G]Z.(Ilsgl'ow ¢ ited a decper feeling of intereSfi “;"t]hi unlu!e'm‘ied exertiolnslof IMi Bxxpl{linglxnxlll, wltlo(,1 ﬁ)r llljnz\en)l' _)['::u"b]'i) f(;?ggilteitlxelfglsg;:ﬁmb(;’o:;-

There are few cases of private wrong which have excited ¢ T mive in another column € any almost single-handed, mainly accelerated the breaking 1 ¥ _

public mind, than that of 1\1;1" Buckinghanm, ALP. for Sheflield. We g eoi.ltleﬁnto the House Od v Fightening the public mind, regarding not merely what involved the dearest rights and interests

short statement of the leading facts of the case, with the Resolutions rep Will it be believe of the British people, but also those of the countless myriads of our fellow-men spread over

fommons by the Select Committee sppoiated o fuvestigate the sub_]cctt- f such a Committees the extended continent of India, who will eventually turn their loathing eyes from the wither~
that, notwithstanding so decided an expression of opinion on the part 0

the East India Company still refuse the Compensation due ?

ing effects of commercial and military despotism, to the benign and soul-refreshing influences
lendid news- of an enlightened and paternal government, which, I trust, is prospectively in store for them.
ic
" ” ost splenc
‘We ourselves read the Calcutta Journal, and considered it one of the m

S unequalled 5 I am well aware, however, and make the remark with regret, that a large portion of the

Papers ever published. 1In polite literature, and in general information, {anﬂbcwke‘lfﬂ the people of this country, claiming, although they do, to belong to that nation fox'elinost in the
while its immense size, each daily number being as large as an ordinary vO ;‘ lit(,ll'ﬂry eminence march of freedom, are nevertheless so deeply imbued with unqualified selfishness, that they
exercise of no ordinary industry.” It numbered every individual in India of an ipjury to Mr. 4 are exceedingly apt, at all times, to question the_ molx\'csr of those who, it may be, hazard
among its contributors, and its suppression must be considered as not only d their all in the promotion or defence of popular rights. 'V crily, if the true patriot, even in
Buckingham, but as obstructing the course of intellectual improvement. 4 upon to this, the nineteenth century, who may be so foolish as to flatter himself with the vain belief of
The obstinacy of the East India Company in refusing to act justly, even when C:\”ffl o 1¥cspect receiving any tln_ng like a grateful return at the ]mn.(]s of thosrc \}‘hosc cause he advocates, he
do so by a Committee of the House gf Commons Fenders it iml:el‘ilti"c on all \: ‘to come will find himself, in many 1n.\tzulccs,l(:gregmusb 111115_tf\1\e11.’ '\lenl)], hc .m:’xst search flc;r f)tlltir
public spirit in individuals, or wlho are anxious to m:\int'\in the liberty of the _pfeﬁ*’ ced Jast and loftxqr incitements to encourage 1m to' pursue his onward undeviating course. or, al-
forward with petitions to t,he House of ‘C P THGIE tl N subject. A bill was lntrodu. it was though lis very soul may be bound up in his ardent attempts to promote lmmap improvement,
session int th H fC o S0 0hs on the subject: from the Company: any still, unless he can stoop and pander to the great as well as the small vulgar (which of course he
. © wie House o ommons, with a v iew to enforce justice fro .4 by the ComP: cannot, and will not disgrace himself by doing), he must lay his account with being but lightly
carried through several stages with little opposition, but was at last defeated Dy to open, 1 f A 2 3 g
©on a point of form. That bill will be again introduced in the session now about i

v, we esteemed. On inquiry, it will also be found that not a few
| asgow,
| We are glad to see that petitions are gett Glasg

are apt to question the very exist-
. : o i 't of it. 1we ence of public virtue, much in the same way as many question the truth of revealed religion,
ng up in every quarter in support of 1t e, and " - N 1 lier Y exelusivals by ; ¢ dard of their ow.
| ar is alrea doss s 2 PSR . ; agnature, by measuring their fellow-men altogether and exclusive y means of a standard of their own
\ haigl:g ‘tl(:’:lt)zztteﬁ's:iiélt‘?{ﬁ]){););slnrlr;glltstelfi A Pct{tnou 1; u\ow in c:omst;i(t)lfl i”ch an array © y 8 b}
a resented at the opening of the session, ¥ suc
names attached to it as w =

manufacture. I am one, Lowever, who condemn such general scepticism, and declare my
belief in the existence of public virtue, as well as of revealed religion. My doubts, however,
of their general diffusion afford matter of deep regret.

ill ensure the attention of the Legislature,

From the Scots Times. ¢ the “In accordance, then, with my decl
We are glad to O SR TE e n . s s favoul O without hesitation,
claims of Jg. S. Bulg:el?;:glt,};‘\ig,a]\rI],_elgl.t,l%grlsc(l;,lnll)):;i::z?znoﬁ-l.S‘f"lmttlurci;_“} (;llli<(fll{:'oi::l)f;l'.l‘l\', (or .1]10 hearts are warmed by the sacred flame of liberty, to countenance and assist him in obtgiuing
destruction of his property, vested in a Liberal and 1]'?'11]1\ 5 m 1,‘.‘l5t ]m 1 al. which he t‘}mc justice, toolong delayed at the hands of his oppressors.  He stands out prominently to view as
in Calcutta, under the old regime—when 1o s 101'11‘ tl']llt.l . li( '11.""]3' Journa o to the Tighty a victim to the popular cause, which never can or will be sufficiently promoted until the public
about in a twinkline. The claims have beey Iﬂ'CnI:'io \]I“II e "(':' sent t o of the House © 1 are more enlightened and alive to their true interests, and bestir themselves in defence of such
Commons, composed of individuals of various shades é)\fL()O])iiiC“lll O)lln\ll](;ln[ -cc‘lnd several of uf‘i a man, when the sacred liberty of his person, or the rights of his property, are unjustly and
Most eminent friends of liberty in this L‘Ollntl"(such _11v Lor'l i))lul-]mm’ Mr. Hume, Lol(1 tyrannically assailed. A demonstration of deep and general sympathy, evinced by a people
William Bentinck, Lord John Russell, &e 1\'1\}'e’3 concu;-;ed inLcon . }m‘nin," the i.;jusﬁcc 5111( daring to be.free, in favour of suqh a man, contending, with reason, and justice, and truth on
oppression which drove Mr., L’vuckinrrh,mn 1;1"011; India. This "cullcllnL'\n in addition to his just Lis side, against t!le strong arm of power, would hu.\'(s the be:v.t possible rea"ults: It would. Save
claims upon the Olq Leaden-hall Street monopoly, is entitled to public Sunport from his many the nation from dishonour—it would rescue the patriot from impending ruin—it would give a
Public services, and his accomplishments as a tl'izl:(‘liell and a litelrm')’ n{un[? not to mention the tone to the administration of public affairs which would be attended with the best possible

ared belief in the existence of public virtue, I point,
to Mr. Buckingliam, as one possessed of this, and call on all whose

: - L : X e

:he(llmfls S“PlPO"ti which he has always given to the liberal cause in Parliament. We t‘“?ltl’ consequences.
erefore, that his petition will be numerously sig g f > e of Glasgow W1

call aloud P usly signed, and that the people of g

; ) g sictice to 6 - injured . -
s on Government to compel the Company to do an act of justice to a much injur From the B‘-’,]/(IS[' News-Letter.
From the Dundee Chronicle. \ We are gratified to find that the claims of Mr. Buckingham to Compensation for the destruc-
‘We refer to the extracts in our first

e ¢ tils i o the East tion of his property by the functionaries of the I

\ § . po ativ 1€ claims of this gentleman on the Ea e e, ST 2 Pl . HA 5 2 RpIL *e T3 2

India Company, upon which we had intended to offor some observations, but find we are anti. subject of a petition to l.ulmmon‘t from this tow 1, and that copies of this petm'on have been
cipated by ““ One of the People,” whose letter will be found in another column. As there Gan already left for signature at the Commercial and Calendar-street News-rooms, The character

be hut one opinion regarding the justice of Mr, Buckingham’s demands, we trust that ever of Mr. Buckingham is well known in this town, and his exertions in breaking down the mono-
friend of liberty in Dundee will come speedily forward and subscribe the petition to Parlia-

Jast India Company are about to be made the

poly of the East India Company, and consequently throwing open to general gom})et'ition the
ment, which is in course of preparation in his favour. We, as well as our correspondent, will extensive trade of China and the Fast, are universally appreciated.—Indeed it is to his talents
‘ Teturn to this subject, The writer says : and unwearied perseverance that this important commercial revolution is to be mainly attri-
(19 .
il I presume that a consider

: buted ;—the Oriental Herald, which he conducted for a series of years, presented the community
flb]e portion of your readers and citizens of Dundee generally \ of Great Britain with a body of evidence as to the mismanagement of the East India Company,
unacquainted with the case of My. Buckingham, the worthy member

and especially the benefits of which their monopoly deprived the nation at large, which effec-
; ase, with your permission, wi : g . ?
and, it may be, further o ¥ P » Will form the subject of the present letter,

Mmay not be altogether
for Sheﬂield-—\vlgxich (5

! tually roused the unprivileged traders to a sense of their own interests, and eventually leq to
. stemws mmunications. With reference thereto, I hesitate not to say, that the irresistible demonstration of public feeling which so generally followed M. Buckingham’s
{! Tas Occ“(i,i::qe of t(l]xe most atrocious ‘“S"l‘“‘ces of arbitrary anq cold-blooded tyranny which subsequent ¢ Missionary” operations. These and other facts were fully proved last session
1| description 1 modern times, 1t provec ft% demonstr mium that despotism of the very worst i),f e 2 Committee of the House of Commons indifferently selected from all parties, and g
il Tononrab brevious to the breaking up of the monopoly, Pervadeq the f the clore 4

i rable COmpany of Merchants trading to the Tast Indies government of t

y | talent and wny,

series of decided resolutions in favour of Mr. Buckingham’s claims were unanimo
ending independency of mind could be suffereq y, Lt Proved that no man of

usly agreed
revills -fore the House, all of whom concurred in the opinion that Compens; ti
: o : i to, and were laid before the e, . 1 [ ‘Oompensation
| %mmm by the Leadenhall Kings. = A free press and the .t}'l'annicalpgﬂgl‘{‘ the soil which was oueht to be made to Mr. Buckingham, but added in their concluding resolution—¢ Youp
| fontar Jian_monopolists, were found e et e univerea C. Fule of the ; ymmittee abstain from expressing any opinion as to the amount of Compensation, in the hope
mental and physical deterioration of the Indian and mixeq races universal spread of the Y Committee absts 5
and inevitable concomitants of oppression and misrule, woul

> as the natuy 1

lave gyjt e
Suited theijy

BSO!‘; il

tret;

¢ je rill be taken into the favourable consideration of the East Indi
> Consequent, | that that subject wi <

A F Parli: in tl <t session, to fix such amou
amen n the next sess n

1or taste far hetter, and thus the interposition of Parliament, i ) a

and retyi},

a Company,
ribution, even in this world, sometimes reaches the opp,

t be rendered
; N re expressed by the Committee has not been realized, a
Ution to some unnecessary.” The hope here expressed by on a f , and the

subject must therefore be again brought before Parliament soon after its assembling, The
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question is not one of party—it relates to a matter of substantial justice, in the upright dispen-
fation of which every individual in the community is interested. So little inclined have the
Court of Directors shown themselves to accede to the unanimous opinion of the Commxttehe,
that they refused even to entertain the question of Compensation to Mr. Buckingham, and t :
consequence was that a public bill was brought in on the subject towards the end of f\lf

session, but its object was unhappily defeated on a mere point of form unconnected with l: e
merits of the case. The leading commercial and manufacturing towns of England have taken
up tl}e matter with activity and zeal, and numerous petitions wri>11 be forwarded to P.arlmmenté
Praying for the award of that Compensation, in regard to whose justice the Committee Offlase
year were 5o unanimous.—We have thought it onr duty to lay this statement of o 1~)edo{0
our readers, in order that our townsmen may understand the case, and may be prepare

assist a highly meritorious public character to obtain that justice which for twelve e
years has been habitually withheld.

i Trom the Newry Telegraph.
Wehave repeatedly declared our opinion, founded on a very careful examination of the facts,

that Mr., Buckingham, M. P, for Shefficld, has an unanswerable claim upon the East ha

Ompa . < 3 i s 5
Ind[?'xp m%",[ for Compensgtllon for the ruinous losses inflicted upon him by their go‘.’un-men}fqve
AR that petitions to the House of Commons in favour of this act of justice

\} signed in Sheflield and elsewhere.” d
memiecx?g'? i}le lfpregc.nng from the Leeds Mercury.  Mr. Buckingham, both as IlelI}'ﬂ“hg; “;_

e -arliament, holds deservedly a distinguished place in the eye of the public. r"om
a ggnﬂc[glisl;:n:vzliax:mor m;\t.ters olf; politics, in which we may coﬁst‘il“'“("‘f}y lt!lﬂ::tntl as

never forzet the AT e = e o s in Parliar s &
well s gl er forg rong and irresistible arguments 1 =
on to dggz‘;;he p\ess,. by which he first Pl'elmrgd the nnti;n for, and then triumphantly lefd '1‘n
injurions .:\mi:cz‘;u:::.g;t{‘lie(l freia trade to the Last, and the consequent overthrow ;z the
4 8] v : . . . . v -ti ’
House of Commous, for th nopoly.  But, besides this, Lis indefatigable exertions i

; : i ralit
and virtue, give to Mry. Buc‘li&lgo\:]‘:s:l?:‘ of Temperance and other great principles of morn ¥
claims are in themsely e

et title to public sympathy and snpport

been so unreserved| sC: St(')JUSt and equitable—have so well stogd Ilhe test of Scr[mny’{}hg

e ot it otytlndc I‘:l:)?rgw;lt];y ';:1 I;zu-hamentm-y Committee (the latter including lh‘c})lca:llg.:;
3 LALE *House) thatwe are confide 5 . Depnpic OPIN1OD
18 all that is necessar : ; nfident the general expression of PUBL X

; b ry to extort : —— - [Pressior 0 any.
With this v ¥ ort a full measure of satisfaction from the Kast India Company

iew we would sugwest that a Petitj i liate
sy at ¢ s . - s cdid’ Y
repared : ¢ etition to the House of Commons, be imm

Dreps and submitted for signature in Newry. ’

From the Tipperary Free Press.
Buckingham, M. P., whose un

. 3 'a
just and severe treatment by the East Indi
ured up so strong a feeling of indic )

we lear . ng gnation throughout the British empire, will,
honou;al]]),llx)e brougl?t he.f_'Ol'e the consideration of Parliament w-r;shom]v, where we lhOPe the
! ¢ gentleman will receive the satisfacti laimed 1 i - 5 ori in the cause
of right find no parallel in the Listor ‘f' e e ey bim, whogs suffoeigs in © ol f
a Journal in the Thdies, @i "1'15 ?1)’ of nations. It is known that he became the proprietor o
ration, and a e’rseveriA 2 313111:, -ll which he, with an ability that merited for him general admi-
who were herﬂlinn‘ bcn“?\ﬂ“t‘; & ”d“ no obstacles could conquer, advocated the cause of those
may say, who boldl cg‘ f‘] e 0131)110551011 of the Eastern Monopolists. e was the first, we
s of)truth o zontin rorlltmglt 10se whose power and riches were proverbial, spoke the ace
o8ad their e : "Pe‘i to do so, unappalled by threats and a certainty of vengeance 5 ex-
pose T corrupt practices, and denounced themselves, until having gone far to break up the
griping monppo]y that existed, to the deterioration of all others except rt.'hose engaged in i% be
n:gﬁg];)t on his devoted head their unmitigated hostility, A Committee of the ﬁmaxse of dom-
gent?enl::ndhClatd'yl-el:-[llz?::l{}::(]lln-l":e“]»ld in the case, favourable and Lonourable to the excellent
]_Over of an untx'amml(fllt;d ]1l'cs:,]_i'tlll:'l:i'](!t\'lcl-ﬁ“ {‘t0> mm'\. . that verdict ; and it is hoped that every
money over mind, will see the nec:~ bok y( oe to t_\muny_t.]mt every enemy to the triumph of
formance ofa necessary—a sim s (E“(!t_.y ol urging the Legislature to be instant in the per-
the means of tle ¢« Cg’m San ! 0{: ¢ U“J"stlce. Mr. Buckingham hasbeenalready aloser, through
Dmﬁtably traded, pany, upwards of 40,000/.—a large sum, on which he might have

e need t P> ol a
knOW] - tL‘]l our 1'(33(](_‘-1'5 \\']H\t he has done for the spread f
oS 'W ed no t 2 he spreac true
]las tre En d'ﬂ]e Stdte, COndlLlOD, and manners of 1llLll'J, and other countries lhrouD«h “’hich he

The case of Mr.
mpany has conj

From the Waterford Chronicle.

No one upon reading th s 3 ’ X
233 a g the evidence, of most important facts, proved upon the latg :
aﬁ'zc{?[(lluﬁry nto the case of Mr. Buckingham, e hesitate in pronouncing the opinil(:ir:}l;::“fvm'
im & gham has heen deeply and irreparably wronged. The East India Compan »in expel 'Ir.
mittedom the country, has exercised a sway absolute, despotic, and revolting ; they 1, pelling
#0 act which riyals in reckless tyronny the most atrocious confiscations of the aﬁ;;“m‘
~Iperop

= §
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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 e 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 Inlin, for the exercise of their prerogative ;
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, has
added honour to his unimpeachable clmracter,. and excited in his favour general sympathy and
support. The Committee, aftex: careful exammm?on and inquiry, (_lecided tha't 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 fixing the amount.

It must be gratifying to Mr, Buckingham to find that the first legal opinions in the land are
favourable to his claims, and that s.uch Compensation as may finally be resolved on (for as yet
the Company has done nqthixlg) ww}l not partake of the quality of a gratuitous gift, but will be a
simple reparation of rank injustice, in the restitution of his plundered property. Lord Durham,
Lord Denman, the present Lord Abinger when he was Mr. Scarlett, Sir Charles Forbes, Mr.
Hume, and Lord John Russell, have all e:\:p}'essed themselves, in the fullest terms that language can
supply, of Mr. Buckingham’s undoubted right to Compensation, and th_egross 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 be one of the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable cases
whichhe had ever known to have been committed by a British Governor, in the history of the
Colonies, bad as they were.” Sir Charles Torbes says: ¢The more I have seen of Mr. Buck-
ingham the more highly I think of his character and talents,” 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 40,000L., was confiscated by one despotic act of the Last India Government, and
unless that, or an equivalent, be restored to him, an indelible stain will be left upon the character
of the British Legislature. We are sure, however, thatin the ensuing session he will have
justice, 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 Bef‘ormed House of Com-
mons, prevent the slightest idea that so unparalleled an oppression will be suffered to triumph,
or so gross a wrong to go unchecked. Petitions have been forwarded on this subject already
from the Town and Borough of Bridport ; and the inhabitants of Sheflield, of which Mr, Buck-
incham is the representative, are a']so, we understqn(l, exerting themselves strongly in hig
favour. Ve trust, nay we are certain, they cannot fail.

From the Cork Weekly Register.

The services of Mr. Buckinghan, as an active and intelligent member of the Legislature, are
well known to the public ; but the injuries he has received, under the monopolizing colonial
system of the British Government, are not so generally diffused. Mr. Buckingham, at an early
period, established a newspaper at Caleutta, called the Calcutia {ournul., which, from its novelty
and utility, rose into eminence, and became a source of great profit to him; and from the ability
with which it was conducted the permanence of its revenues promised to be lasting. But like
all really honourable and talented individuals, who malke truth their polar star, that gentleman
indulged in some liberal opinions, which appeared displeasing to the selfish policy of the East
India Company, who were allowed too long to exercise an uncontr'o'lled z'lomxmon over the
British possessions in that quarter of the world ; and the local authorities seized upon his types
and presses, expelled him the country, and'destroyed his prospects of reaping a We_ll-mente.d
fortune. Perhaps itwas through the exertions made by Mr. Buckingham, while editor of his
Journal, that the eyes of the British Government were opened to the folly and impolicy of
allowing a few trading moqopohs'ts, under the designation of the East India Comgauy, to usurp
the functions of the imperial authority at home, and to turn to. th‘en' own exclusive benefit the
large field for British enterprise which was opened in that quarter of the world.

a wiser and better course than that pursued under our Tory Administrations, at
lenoth was adopted Dby the British Cabinet, _mth. respect to %)ur Im}um possessions, and the mo-
ens f the East India Company was extinguished for ever. The Government took the do-
nqpt_)ly Of the colmtl‘}’ into its own hands, and the advantages of the new system are found in
n]ll]}0n$q531(1 and increasing revenues which have resulted, besides giving a wider range to
zlcl)‘lanlx]:l?rc‘ial enterprise, and an improved state of security and happiness to the multitudinous

mass of native inhabitants.

However,
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Under such circnmstances, Mr. Buckingham claims from the British Legislature a S““cct;s%%
to his demands on the East India Company, for the acts of tyranny and oppression e{.elcom-
against him by its servants, by which his prospects and fortune have been blasted. If lio him
mitted any offence, why not have punished Lim in a less ruinous degree, or why deny: The
the common right of all British subjects, and cut him off from all appeal or redress: 1If, act
British Legislature can not, or will not, we are sure, without bringing disgrace on ‘,ts::re’d to
50 unjustly and inconsistently. As far as the people are concerned, they Lave endeay ?,e]lif'cn‘
make some compensation to him for his personal and pecuniary sufferings; :.md the l: .m:ﬁed
constituency of Sheffield have returned him as one of their members. But tll‘lS has no éo\'cl'n'
the nation, nor will it Mr. Buckingham, whose only crime was, that he anticipated ;her'l which
ment in requiring those measures of reform to be meted out to the inhabitants of l;lm‘ubjccls-
its duty called on it to adopt long before, and which were due to them as Brmsc Sn e
There never was a stronger case of an individual brought before Parliament for Cor P[,rsue
tion; because, independent of his personal claims, he has brought the Government 1t0 l:aneml
that line of policy so essential to the stability of its rule, and so advantageous to the
Interests of the empire.

. join in &

If we (:oul(.l hope to have any influence on our citizens, we would call on them tloqf}?tants of
Petition in his favour :"at all events we give the Petition agreed upon by tl.le i l‘done to a
Sheffield, and let the former adopt a similar one, if they be anxious to have justice

persecuted individual.

From the Birmingham Journal.

. he

We have had placed in our hands, for perusal, several printed ‘documents l-elatl"é;rlt::titon
subject of Mr, Buckingham’s banishment from ln,diu, and the utter spoliation pudl deswnt
of liis property, inflicted by the arbitrary acts of the East India Company’s GOvernt; to con-
appears that a Committee of the House of Commons was appointed in 1831 ¢ to take [m in the
sideration the circumstances connected with the suppression of the Calcutla Journa opinion,
?‘ez\r 1823, and the loss of property consequent on that measure 3*” and to report ﬂlCl-I" lh'ml-”

\Yhe}hen' any, and what amount of Compensation ought to bczrrrnnth to Mr. Buc}\m%e(i the
This Committee consisted of thirty-seven gentlemen, of all polit?cal parties, i rcpo{} ¢ Last
facts : namely,—that Mr, Buckingham, after conducting a Journal, under licence of the n the
India Company, from 1818 to 1823, was, “in the exercise of the DISCRETION vasteld "t/zs i
Govcrx}or-Generul, ordered by the acting Governor-General to quit India within two mt'ml w«',lS
that this Journal, after the departure of Mr, Buckingham by order of the Governor-Generd » se-
altogether suppressed ; and that great losses had been entailed on Mr. Buckingham in con’tde
quence :—and unanimously vesolving that, in their opinion, ¢ Compensation 0UGHT £0 Lk
to Mr. Buckingham,” ’ ’

v . g e
The amount of Compensation was, with that peculiar and discreet courtesy which dlSt}ne
guishes Committees of the House of Commons, left to—the East India Company to.(letil
upon!! This truly *“ Honourable Company,” of course, would give nothing ; and a bill w ﬂS,
during the last session, brought into Parlinment to effect the purpose. This bill passed tri-
umpliantly through a first and second reading, but when going into committee, its progress
was arrested by some clever legislator, who raised an objection ¢n a point of Fora, by which
the bill was postponed till the next session, now approaching, when, according to the custom
of this most thinking nation, ‘¢ «ll thestages must be gone ovver again.” Urder these circum-
stances, the friends of Mr. Buckingham have thought it advisable to present petitions in f.'u'.our
of such a bill as shall ensure the payment of good, 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 ? Are we so very busy :—so intensely occupied with our American orders, that
Wwe cannot find time to attend to the welfare of a useful aud gifted individual, whose claims a
Committee of the House of Commons have declared to be founded in justice 2 Away with
Such selfish churlishness. Let the truly Christian maxim of the ¢ heathen” poet be adopted—

Tam a man, and I hold, that nothing which concerns humanity is indifferent to me.”

“;l\‘,l;"‘\ B‘lﬁklngham is a man—an Englishman—a spirited and liberal political writer—a
G Y émt 1"51)51’30“‘1’10 individual in private life—and a persecuted man. Shall his cause not
and PI{ﬂ}‘ ed by men—by Englishmen—by the advocates of reform—by the lovers of private
Bi;,‘ 1¢ virtue—by the abhorrers of oppression ?
ghite L:itg;a]?:%f’“'-".hm“ all these > We reply in the affirmative ; and our proof is the lan-
% arliament during the debate on his case. Thus :
1 On the p

16 a7mpaths :‘;Vfllte aml] public merits of Mr. Buckingham we are all agreed.”” ¢ He is entitled
could behave witl gentleman of UNIMPEACHED CHARACTER.” ““ No one, under such difficulties,
“INGt anly 4o th‘ more consistency and uprightness.” ¢ He was serving the cause of truth.”
P arator oz ose articles which Were mosy found fault with, not reflect the slightest stain on

T of the writer ; they would do honour to anyman possessing honest zeal for the
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welfare of the community.”” ¢ He has been the victim of cruel oppression.””  ¢“ Thisis one of
the most cruel, oppressive, and unjustifiable acts ever known.”” ¢¢ Nothing could palliate the
act of TYnANNYz” &c.—and all this, not from blazing Radicals, but from Lord Durkam
LO(lid Il)enman, Sir Charles Forbes, Mr, Hume, Mr. Douglas Kinnaird, Lord} John Russ‘ell,,
and others. b

Now what further proof, or what inducement to act, do we still call for ? Were the mea-
sures of the Indian Government justified by the ¢ discretion” vested in them 2 Not¢ in tl;e
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
recognised by that constitution. Nor will we believe in the richt of a government to delegate
to its Colonial officers powers which it does not itself possess at home. The Indian GOVL?I:H—
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. ) ’ g

A Committee of the Legislature has declared that the Indian Government has unjustl
despoiled an unoffending individnal, and that ¢ Compensation ought to be made.” The Jqﬁ’-xisx’-
lies in this narrow circuit, and the most effectual petition would be one which confining ‘jts‘e]f
to these grand distinctive points, need hardly fill a dozen lines. Such a petir.i'on mightbcluim
and would probably receive, in this town, the signature of multitudes who have been dclighteé
with Mr. Buckingham’s eloquence ; who esteem him for his fearless political integrity; and
who abominate acts of oppression and cruelty, by whomsoever committed. ’

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 Calcutta
Journal 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 sitnation of clerk in the public stationery office of India.
The language of the article, though expressed in terms gf' severe salire, contained no violent
or inflaimmatory 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 have formed ground for an
action for libel, in which, however, we will venture to say, no_intelligent jury would bave
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 kngwn in
England, the India Directors and the Board of Con_trol.both' concurred, not merely in con-
demning the appointment, but in immediately annulling it ! This decided expression of disap-
probation proved beyond a doubt, that the comments in the Caleutta Jowrnal were perfectly
justified. Yet, mark the severity of the punishment inflicted upon Mr, Bucqughum, fqr a h".e
of reasoning in which the Court of Directors not only concurre‘(z, but on which they immedi-
ately acted !—For writing and publishing this article—the only ‘“ head and front of his oﬁfnd-
ing,”” Mr.£Buckingham’s licence to reside in India was withdrawn, and he was ordeyed:)}wl;: Lout
any trial, investigation, hearing, or any process of law, to quit the countr),.or:_pmr} < eing
seized and sent away by force! Not only was he thus subjected to transpor ta 'an o Ia most
venial offence, but his ‘establishment was soon after broken up, !us Journal eAt;ngms hed by
another arbitrary act of the government, and the stock and xr)atermls a.cltually s?o ;1, by some-
thing like very nefarious connivance, to the proprietors of a rival establis mf.el;t, the result of

hich was, not only the utter extinction of the property which blff a few bue‘ mon_t.hsl .b?f'ore
Wil valued at'40,000L. sterling, but to entail upon Mr. Buckingham debts and liabilities to
had betetll]t ‘Of nearly 10,000.. more.

g hether a case parallel to the above, for general cruelty, injustice, and fraud. o

We doubt Wi f a particular individual, can be found in the records of e (O

sjon of & p 5 2 of any government
for the oppres 1. It must not be thought that we have overstrained the case, The facts

3 jvilizec : 5
in itself c1vl , proved before the Parliamentary Committee, appointed in 1834,
((;nll a 'bef:s“z p:,:)c House of Commpns, embrac'i‘ng indi\'id_u:ﬂs of all pnrti;:,mlSiclPlﬁZ%see-(tl;
of 37 mem S Jokn Russell being hoth included. The Comimittee, after a full and delibe :
or mong other resolutions to the following, ¢ That the Committee ar Tate
vestigalisy Compensation ought to be made to Mr, Buck.inghmp : they abstain from ex{preesof
oP”“on'opiniO" as to its amount, in the hope that the subject will be taken into the favour. bs~
ing any ation of the East India Company, and thus the interposition of Parliament in ¢}, i
co"?“lerto fix such amount, will be rendered unnecessary.,” Snexy
session,

jnvestigat!
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Thi ; o
irraﬁzsn‘:ﬁ;h:u?rgslgl :lllnldt “’;ﬂmmOUS decision of the Committee : and it would not have been
Herelond EaVOure(II) to e 4l lattl?r such a decided declaration, the East India Company would
But the Directors, to w';ne( . ?.anPStICe of which their local government had been convicted.
proposition in any’s)n emm application was subsequently made, would not even entertain the
interference ofParli-‘lglénotrﬂconS?nt to pay any amount of Compensation whatever ! The further
Tast session, and qu‘ e dlere_ore becounr_xg necessary, a public bLill was brought in during
through a second read; e -3“ its first reading by a majority of more than 3 to 1. It passed
raised on behalf of thel}%’ Wllt 1do‘ut a division, but when going into committee an objection was
case in the slightest de; r::t t}? “}}.Compﬂn}" to a point of form, not touching the merits of the
and the session was Iosgt 1 hee ect of which was to make it a private instead of a pablic bill,

‘ - lthas now to go through all its stages again.

Througho . 5
there ox egalsl(l)t:?;azba?(f’ i‘l‘;e hz_it"e treated the case simply as one of individual havdship 3 but
sides of Mr. Buckingham 1 d.rect at public principles involved in the question. Through the
without entering up?)n a tiiscl‘el?]i attack has been made ou the liberty of the press in India, and
we may state, that there isb ufssl,o“ which would extend this article fo an inconvenient length,
eminent public men both ofeilorfla'us a mass of evidence in the testimony of some of the most
in the latter portion of the e ngland and the East Indies, including several high functionaries
press in India, and to ] RIpILe, to the incalculable benefits that would result from a free

? 1e promotion of which Mr. Buckingham has been made a martyz

But this topi
opic would ros o
present aﬁ‘ol.dtd' The » :s 31ready stated, give rise to more copious remarks than can be at
question now more immediately before us, is whether those who detest

tyranny and i i
B e oppression ¢ " PP B 2
individual Whomhas suﬂ‘ér::(ll ““YlSh:lP.e, will not join in an endeavour to procure justice to a1
such serious wrong, ~ There is little doubt but that if petitions are
ice

numerously and res i
y pectably signed, the House of Commons will take such steps as that just

shall be obtained
% LPULE , and the i i .- gt
imperatively called for. Court of Directors be driven to make that restitution which is &

From the Kentish Chronicle.

Itis with great pleasur

last number on thg case :f Iesl\{l;(l.:i;s -tan]d that the few remarks we had occasion to offer i Or%
the community, been favourably secaieen’ s a2 the ST 10 liberal portion of
nghlygratifying tous. An umv} ljecened and much approved. For many reasons this is
deprecated 5 and when the illeq l‘ﬁmm}"{ﬂ‘)le assertion of power without right is always to be
Circumstances wherein the vi tt?“ exercise of such power takes place in a distant colony, under
Increased and becomes incal m],”“ has neither the means of redress nor of appeal, the evil 1s
of a trial, may be seized 'u‘xldcu' “1]’13' formidable. If an English subject, without even the shadow
msultingly under fOOt—z(md I'EO (lzlnﬂ).' transported, his property invaded, and his rights trampled
responsibility—if an actine o all this may be perpetrated not only with impunity but without
or jury—well in truth may :,ov’ex:no_p ab}'o_ﬂd can do this without the intervention of law, judge
tain that My, Buckinqhamy ‘1‘1"? 'x}bk if this 1s.Englz}nd, this the nineteenth century ? We main-
ouse of Commons, s bond ‘,‘l‘“g made his claim good before a Select Committee of the
of the loss sustained, M ﬁ.( ¢ entitled to Compensation—ay, to the very uttermost farthing
for the loss of income « 'u(x)(lie 2 w‘e‘mzuntam that, in justice, he is entitled to Compensation
1ot even entitled to fatere tWe are by no means prepared to affirm that, in equity, he is
el eumibeiantaiad < oon smeon luls original loss of 40,000Z, if to that extent Lis loss
country as an injures il {\‘,[ why positively, even then, would he not stand before his
havdships, the peivations Le 1 hat compensation can be made him for the aunxiety, the
theniseloes an thets oo S: u\ts endured ? But some there are who, wrapped up in
LU great Shoiam, S suc’\ll;x,};(,).gare.ffor none but themselves ; and these men exclaim
e to ua P have-di g Jroid perfectly imperturbable,  What is Mr. Buckingham?’s
: persons been violently seized ? re w X g
like felons? has our property been viol: Pl baee i 1 g e M g
acting Governor of India ! w])nt o iolated ? have we been despitefully treated by the
b po gl ‘l ave we to do with Mr. Buckingham 17 Nil honanum
that * the laws and - t«'} much greater man than even the Roman Poet will tell them
TBnd them i t:: l'elfnn;;{u}}ou ‘a‘}'e the general property of the subject; that not to
engal, to use the ,«ivﬁe" = f L lmt,. is an acting Governor, or even a Governor, of
nglish subject seige - ge of his station, his authority of office, to oppress a defenceless
him into ruin?  Surel ll)gn his person, ship him off for England, and wantonly plunge
their hearts and 'mlsey- ew Englishmen will be found who would lay their hands upé’n
Soomer we yeca] Ou‘r J‘Kfll B the affirmative. If Governors may do this, why then the
superfluons) the better gei (for the expense of a judicial establishment is henceforth
gave Britain the Habesns C et us not forget that the oppression of an obscure individual
individual is sometis gos, orpus | And, as Junius observes, ¢ the injustice done to an
ardet?  Mr. Buckin nt;,s of service to_the public.” Non tua res agitur paries cum )1~ari77;z¢
becomes the ca gham has been vindictively oppressed. As a , Enclish subje e
1 ase of every man in the country ; and we si n English subject his case
; and we sincerely hope that every county, at

€ast the patriotic and 1i i
d 1ib i
Do pa fe o hlﬂilr.al portion of every county in England, will make it a point

D

A

-
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From the Leeds Times.

Tt is now about twomonths since the people of Sheffield addressed a Circular to
and manufacturers of the principal towns ianngland, requesting aid in support ofP ]:l?en::el:\‘i:llll;nct)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 tk
Calcutta Journal, of which he was the principal proprietor, ’ o id

Our readers will doubtless recollect that these claims were brought before Parliament last
session ; that they passed two readings, the first by an immense m:jority the second witho‘ut
opposition ; that their justice was almost universally admitted ; and that th::y were nevertheles
cushioned, or, in plain English, deferred until another session, upon a mere point of form Ths
approach of another session leads us, not only from a sense of justice, but as friends to thé libe (-3
ty of the press, and enemies to despotic proceedings against the person, to drayw the attention rf’
our readers to the subject. As we are convinced that arguments are quite unnecessary to tho0
acquainted with the circumstances, and that to others the strongest possible arrrumentywill besg
simple statement of facts, we will lay before our readers a brief epitome of the cbvidcnce a(lduceé

before the Parliamentary Committee.

Trom 1818 to 1823, Mr. Buckingham 'resided in Bengal, being then editor and principal
proprietor of the Calcutta Journal. In this occupation he was very naturally led to comment on
the proceedings of the Government, and ventured, among other things, to sert a hint that the
supply of stationaty for the public departments, which the Government had bestowed on the
Rev. Dr. Bryce, was inconsistent with the clerical functions of that gentleman. The discretion-
ary power of banishment, at that time, vested in the Governor-General, was forthwith called into
exercise, and Mr. Buckingham was peremptorily ordered to quit India in two months, without
any trial, investigation, or hearing whatsoevere After Mr. Buc.kmg]mm’s compulsory departure,
the Government destroyed the freedom of the press, by assuming the power of arbitrary licens-
The Calcutia Journal had the audacity to—What? To recommend the assassination of
No; but to copy some articles on the freedom of the press, TIts licence

ing.
ped, and the materials of its printing-office forced

the Governor General?
was instantly withdrawn, its publication stop
to be sold af a most ruinous loss.

For the tremendous sacrifice of property cauged to Mr. Buc}dnglmm Dby this most brutal and
despotic proceeding, be has claimed COIH.[]CHS:}t‘lou, and it is in support of plns claim that his
countrymen are now called upon to aid him, That c.ull, we are pon_vmced,_wxll not remain un-
answered. We know nothing of Englishmen, 1_f their sense of justice, their sentiments of hu-
manity, their love of freedom, will remain deaf to an appeal enforced upon. them, not le§s by
the glaring circumstances of the oppression, than by the merits and public virtue of the sufferer.

Trom the Bath Journal.

* In another column of this paper, will be found an extract from the Leed’s Mercury, relative to
Mz, Buckingham’s Claims on the East India Company, contuning form of Petition, and a
powerful appeal to the good sense and common justice of Englishmen, by Ebenezer Elliott, 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 Mx. Buckingham’s claims have been recognised by a Com-
mittee of the House of Commons; and never can we expect a legislative assurance of the uni-
versal rights of Englishmen, or perfect freedom of the press, until the whole people, cne and
all, send forth a powerful shout of opposition to such base oppression as that of which Mr. Buck-

ingham has been the sufferer.

Irom the Bath and Cheltenham Gazette.

There are two subjects treated on in our last page, to which we wish here lfneﬂy to cn'l] ’the
attention of our Bath readers especinlly. The first is, the matter of Mr. Buckingham’s Claims
. the Isast India Company, for the grievous injuries some years ago inflicted upon him by an
upon 1y arbitrary and cruel act of oppression on the part of the Company’s Government at Cal-
extremely sibly, there may be persons who are but imperfectly acquainted with the circuma.
P raordinary exercise of despotic power, exerted as it was to crush the libert
unjustifiably to remove from a sphere of honourable usefulness an intelli«reniy
and excellent’ man. To such we would say, the statement of the case, as civen

resents the facts in a very clear and intelligible form ; and we do sincerel o A
r, rep Jave in view in publishing it, may be answered,—that Petitions to l’arl?"unope
» the citizens of Bath, in favour of the righteous claims of this deeply i,;'u:n(;

ay be T “The members of our Mechanics' Institution have evinced a laudable S_)'mPi\thVJwiih
iﬂdivlduﬂi'ugham; and have taken a commendable precedence in this matter, by largely signin
Mz B¢ “"%n favour of one, who should find a friend in every Englishman anxious to see thg
5 Pe-"ﬁ,‘? of constxtuuonal liberty enjoyed in our distant dependencies, as well as on BIitiglel
plessi? :

groun®e

cutta. s of L is ext

sent up
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From the Brighton Herald.

Mr. Buckingham, with the most laudable perseverance and courage, is endeavouring to

obtain justice for the injuries he has suffered from the Indian Government, and we hope that
he may succeed in his object. His case is, indeed, a public one, and it is strictly in accordance
with the national character, for Englishmen to feel sympathy for a persecuted individ“‘fﬂ’pﬂm-
cularly when that individual is a man of first-rate talent, which, moreover, he has dedlc'ﬂtEd to
the cause of literature and liberty. The following is an outline of the case:—A Committee of
the House of Commons was appointed in 1834 ‘ to take into consideration the circumstances
connected with the suppression of the Calcutta Journal, in the year 1823, and the loss of 1.111 -
perty consequent on that measure ;” and to report their opinion, ¢ whether any, and W m(ti
amount of Compensation ought to be granted to My, Buckingham.”, This Committee consnst]c
of thfrt_v-seven gentlemen, of all political parties, who reported the facts : namely, that 1\11'8-
Buckingham, after conducting a journal, under licence of the East India Company, from 18
to 1823, was, ““in the exercise of the piscreTioN vested in the Governor-General, ordered ]l)y
the acting Governor-General to quit India within two months ;"'—that this Journal, after the
departure of Mr. B. by order of the Governor-General, was altogether suppressed ; and that
greatlosses had been entailed on Mr. Buckingham in consequence ; unaninoisly resolving that,
in their opinion, ““ Compensation ovcut to be made to Mr. Buckingham.”

When, Lowever, application was made to the India Company by the Board of Control, of
which Mr. Charles Grant (now Lord Glenelg) was at the head, to grant the Compensation
which _tl}e Committee had unanimously ﬂ“’ur?led, the Directors would not even entertain l}xe
proposition in any shape, or consent to pay any amount of Compensation whatever. The
further interference of Parliament, therefore, becoming necessary to enforce its payment, &
public bill was brought in last sessi(’)n, by I\Irt Tulk, mg member for Poole. It was carric

through a first reading in August, 1835 by a very large majority of more than three to one.
It passed through a second re f

objection was raised by
point of form, not touc
opposition of Sir John
instead of a public bill
It was accordingly
Stages again, In"
both Houses of P

ading without a division ; but, when going into conun'xttcfe.tom':
Sir John Hobhouse, acting on behalf of the East Ind'm Cox[l;ll«lt'ngé thi‘s
hing the merits of the case in the slightest degree. rh.(? vy fivate
Hoblouse was to create both expense and delay, by mnlxl'ng . ?bpl‘l‘d‘('s
5 and thus to lose the session, and to incur considerable cxpealst <eb.l‘ml-
postponed till the next session, when it must g0 through all the seve 5
u..e mean time petitions are preparing, in different parts of the country, 0
arliament, in favour of such a bill as shall secure the payment of the Compen

sation, which the C i T ared to be due to
£ ; ommittee of t animously declared to
Mr. B“Cklnglmm . he House of Commons unan y

! . -e is little
5 and if these petitions are numerously and respectably signed, there lS"lllt
d;’(‘)‘[‘:tlﬁll; tllF)f‘ will greatly assist the passing of the bil}l through all its st:nges, as it will be
ht forward again as early as possible in the approaching session of 1830.
P L'rom the Chester Chronicle.
of ct_,:tsai‘:]l?;osmnmgle‘l feelings of indignation and disgust that we have risen from the pejr\}lsl-'ll
W aniiion h}ll;n;!nts transmitted to us concerning the case of J. 3. .Buclm]g.lmm, Es'q. m-
sation from the F_Of‘glbeﬂ_n, that this talented gentleman has an undeniahle claim for’(zomvl’bn—
ment in India :l«‘i]bt ndia Company, for the ruinous losses infiicted upon him by their gov ({rb i
the House of éom s also fully appeared in evidence before the Select Committee appointed Dy
Was composed o mons, to take into consideration, and report upon the case. This (;'ommxlttee
quently made to th v gentlemen of various political parties. Application wis fsquSE-
trol, of which My, ) rable (Honourable! forsooth) India Company, by the Board of Con-
- Charles Grant (now Lord Glenelg) was at the head, to grant the Compensa=
‘manimously awarded ; but the Honourable (!) Directors would not

tion, which the Committee 4
entertain the J 1
T any shape, or conmsent to pay any amount of Compensation

TOPOSsiti
whatever, Proposition

The further ;
er interf| . .
and 2 bill wag broun?,rte?cf 0{ Parliament, therefore, became necessary to enforce its payment,
of Which wa et 1Mo the House during the last session for that purpose, the first reading
TG s carried by an oy ) purpose, 4
by Sir John <

Hobhouse rwhelming majority, Owing, however, to an objection raised,

Ot form, and whicl, did’r?s:l,ntg, ‘131“ behalf of the Honourable (/) Fast India Company, to a point
Wittee of the House, alu at all touch the merits of the case, it did not actually go into a Com-
therefore, Do » although it passed throu

stponed to the next session.

country to n b 5 © I
the C_°mp9nsntignyso clcz:-)(t[l: Houses of Parlinment, in favour of a bill to secure the payment of

To this m ally awarded by the C i i have already all
i easure we S g > y the Committee to which we have already a uded.
B‘mklugham justly CXE;S‘; sincerely wish success, deeming the act of oppression, of which Mr.

ch a second reading without a division. It s,

barts of the In the mean time, petitions are preparing in various

e e ;\ins{ an unwnrr:mln.ble invasion of the sacred rights Of property, which
redregs, security whatever, if suffered to pass with impunity, and’ without
omece Writing the above,

Mr. BuekinShe ¢, we have learned that petitions to hoth Houses of Parliament, in favouy
the public fol:\gih:l?ts claims, are preparing in this city, and will at an early period be offered ¢,
citizens entext; ienature,  We doubt not but that the strict sense of justice, which our fello

un, will induce them readily to sign these documents. ; iy

OPINIONS OF THE PUBLIC PRESS. 45
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, and many others, affords ample proof of the
just grounds upon which Mr. Buckingham lays claim for redress. He appears to have been
driven out of India for advocating that system of liberality, not only towards the press, but
towards the native 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 awarded to Mr. Buckingham—but to whom was the amount of
Compensation left? To the East India Cognp:my ! 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.neccssity of j'ustice being rendered in the
matter ; and, with that view, we call upon the public to make their opinions universally known
Dby petitions to Parliament.

From the Bury and Norwich Post.

Every friend to the freedom of the press or the‘freedom of mankind—and 'thcy.' are nearly
synonymous—ought to join’in the petitions wh.u:h are now very gcngmlly in cnrc_ulzltxon in
favour of Mr. Buckingham’s claim to Compensation for the wrongs inflicted upon him by the
East Indian Government. In the year 1334 a Committee of the House of Commons, 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 Hon_se of Com-~
mons last session, which passed triumphantly through the first and second 1'eadmg,.bnt was
stopped on a point of form when going into a Committee, and must go through 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 Parliament to resist the bill, it is considered desirable that the public voice should
Dbe 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

authors of his wrongs. |
aut From the Kendal Mercury.

s {his weels our intention to have laid before our readers nlE some Ien;.;tb t!xe_) case of J. S
It was R and to have urged upon our townsmen the propriety of petitioning Parlia-
Bucki{lgl{ﬂmr quf.zd;e Compensati:n which has been acknowledged to be his due by a Committee
ment 11 fuvtJurfocomnwnS for the loss to which he was subjected by his arbitrary removal from
of the House @ dian G:)vernment, and the consequent sacrifice of all his property by his
Calcutta by the In -hbut wo are happy to find that his case has already been taken up in Kendal,
ruthless oppressors now lodged for signature at the shop of Hudson and Nicholson, to which
and that a l)etltm;l lfest aid nﬁeral-miuded man to lose no time in attaching his name.
we advise every 101 tr. Buclihghos js—an Englishman—an elegngt and highly gifted writer
We all know w.h:\t l\qri.'riend to%OCiﬂl and general reforms—in public and private an unexcep-
ian—a

—a liberal politic ividual, in this free country, to be allowed to sink under mis-

] 1 snd : : .
f. t te(] by t ;’1 We llOPB [lOt-—-bllt that on the contrary th l
i i yran y: 1
ortunes inflic y y e vo

J at his wrongs /11l be redr
R > 10" b liament, and that bis wrongs will be redressed, and
le will be heard pleading f"f e fl\rrl ih‘qlll have « winged its airy flight.” .

people W ated, ere another e gl oty
Lis losses compensatecs From the Leicester Chronicle.

nourable Member for Sheffield, to be compensated for the

o M s 2 152t
in behalf of the H nment inflicted on him, is now in course of signature ip

ition 3 ia Gover: p T subi i 2
= et'hic]; the East Indin (Jy,gishes for its success. The subject appears to be exciting
losses W and has our best which is very gratifying. At no fewer than one hundreg

i r " i i f signature. Our
Leicester» £ o) g : jons preparing, Or 1n course of signature. Qur confident
sublic attentiont s similar Petdl;d belyoﬂd comparison, more than any other man to ep.
and twenty D6 ME. Buckmgh“m emi’ciO“S effects of the East India Company’s Monopolies,
belief iS, tha atry, 85 10 he i Trades, from which such great advantages have
lighten $he C()):n th(; India and Chin® of Tea.

0 (}Oﬂsu‘nels o . .
and ﬂ&“fo‘ﬁur trade, and to the orth British Advertiser.
flowe

:
From the N

already

i opurghs held on the 8L}1 _insl:., impressed ‘yith a sense
f Gent]eme;l'oéhfuf,‘: caunse, and the great injury he has sustained, unanj.
X o ckin,
A Meeting Mr. Bu

. ice O
of the 1“5%1"3(1 as fo
ou

lows i—
sly Res
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. . and
L That the Meeting entertains a deep feeling of sympathy with Mr. BUCkmglﬁm{h;ﬁ;ﬂa
understanding that his Claims are shortly to be considered in Parliament, reso t,‘lfwith be
Petition, which the inhabitants of Ldinburgh will be invited to sign, shall for
presented in favour of the said Claims to both Houses of Parliament.
IL. That Lord G

. o rds
] lenelg be requested to present the said Petition to the House of Lords,
and Sir John C

. t it
ampbell, one of the Members for Edinburgh, be requested to preser
to the House of Commons,

v e ld be
This Petition to both Houses of Parliament will be sent off next week. It wou
matter of surprise if the fr

= to
te iends of liberty who flock so eagerly to put their nm;f,snlly
betitions for abstract rights, should be tardy in vindicating these rights wlxer{“a Trades
oatraged in the person of a particular fellow-citizen,—should petition for the Ire¢
Free Settiement, and F
cated these principles in the fa,

< A # quO'
vee Press of India, and yet desert in his need the man WhO
courage and patriotism.
An unanimous C

; - his mord
ce of power, and was patrimonially ruined for his I
X hade
ommittee of the House of Commons (the names embracing ever);:ss of
of party) have reported M. Buckingham to be entitled to Compensation for e yolun-
lus_ entire fortune, and recommended to the East India Company to do him J.us“cccss:\ry-
't:‘\l‘lly.‘ This  recommendation they have set at defiance, and rendered a Bill nCC] have
Ihe Company are powerful, and have many friends in Parliament, some of whonb ;
nlready. manifested hostility. The people are appealed to, and the appeal has ?On eti-
made "in vain; for above one hundred towns in the Empire are actually preparivs h
tions.  Edinburgh mnst not and will not be behind. No time is to be lost.
From the Hereford Times. o
Many of our readers are not acquainted with the political history of Mr. Buckingham, t-he'guﬂ'
and indefatigable member for Sheffield. Itis unquestionable that the emancipation of this C'lnY:
try from the evil grasp of the trading monopoly of Leadenhall-street, the East India ComP:
if not an immediate conseque:

o
g nce of Mr. Buckingham’s written and oral advocacy throus
the klriflgdom, was assuredly accelerated by it at least h
are well aw

oo n
: alf a century. The East India CO_mpntl
are of this fact, and so far from that Company of merchant venturers g"“.‘“"ging
honourable member Compensation, nothing less potent than an act of Parliament will W
this justice from them,

From the N orthampton Chronicle.
Within tlie last week or two, a Parliamentary Petition has been most respectably signed, Oﬂ,
behalf of Mr. Buckingham’s claims. We hope that a very general effort will be made tl]ro.l'%)F
the nhation, to appeal to Parliament to remedy this wrong and outrage; and if a SENSLheir
JUSTICE will not induce the East India Company to remunerate Mr. Buckingham for ,}‘1 at
tyrannical conduct towards him, something more powerful must be had recourse to. ¥
gentleman ought no |

% . . H S at
it onger to be suffering for their misconduct. Parliament must see the
Justice is done, and done speedily,

From Woolmer’s Exeter Gazette.
We shall be guided by the same feeling with respect to Mr. Buckingbham’s claims, as we were
in speaking of his lectures, not permitting his political principles to weigh with us. We have
examined documents which we have received from Mr. Buckingham’s friends in Sheffield,
as to the reasons for Mr. B.sexpulsion from India, and the ruinous loss which that arbitrary act
inflicted on him. We feel bound to state that the Indian government exercised an unwarrant-
able stretch of power in thecourse pursued against Mr. Buckingham, and !._hat he is mostjusuy
entitled to full Compensation. It must be some satisfaction to Mr. Buckingham—gg Provin
the soundness of his views upon the question which led to the opprestilyve‘ tx'n]e:}sures. adopted
against him—to find that the Freedom of the Press has been pen}mncnrs)e (:)Sf.l blisheq in India,
and that the event, according to the latest intelligence, was thenin cou cele 3

Tation,
Irom the Examiner.

: i f ;
S pprs v oen Torwssdad to s, conneoted with tho ueson of M. By
claims. "We have always thought, and still think, those ¢ 511 pemiitiiliing - txh":\:n W mugt
remark, that after the decision of a Committee of the HO\ISIb ?rt.h of timie which ﬁ‘r fi\vo“,.’ in
which, it was understood, men of all parties concurred, the te:llfs.credit it 35 been P
mitted to elapse without some settlement, casts very gred y

i ine the OPpor.
tunity will he taken, we trust, at an early day of the 53.5501321' (tl?le};ii oo Mattep Orv}:'ggg
I'f; ;\S right to keep in mind that this is not a merely persons .
of Mr,

1
: [inci and with, ,5eat Jq
$ Buckingham have been incurred in the support of a g“{“t P”S‘:;‘é’lfﬁe I"reen}fxa ¢ "ESJ';::?]S
g good result. Lord William Bentinck emphatically dec azes ut‘ferin"s wad oo i »
(& press established chiefly by dint of Mr. Buclingham’s s g e

g "e?tior:l Indiq
““been productive of great benefit, and has led to a very perceptible unprovemel1t o)f hag
Indian administration.”” -
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From the Monthly Repository.

i ollowing note from a
We cannot better introduce the case of Mr- BllCl{lngllngltgl;llllls lJr;;btélg xf . b
correspondent, whose name we are always glad and prou

i } -, InJ.S. Buckgnglmm, we
‘ Mr. Editor,—To redress the wronged is }vxth us '} ‘s(:'lc::‘:‘(‘ldguttg A anenina(as rone
ave a man whose wrongs enabled him to give us & 0 Ueun‘tl'}'men, he made tens of thousands
but he can speak) mo{-ith to mouth with his fellow-co ARLEYISD. 1 what, but for him, ey
hear, who \v(;uld not have read, and thousands 9(" thel.n e b il Wi fect,
Would not even have considered. Butthe gigantic OPlIlut‘lzlsiSSOll)é R gLy
still retains possession of his children’s bread. Sha ? st ——
¢ Sheffield, Dec. 1835,

Trom the Sun.

¢ an a a meeting It Teld
g a meeting late

o 1 oI our 1)’\]}01‘ wil be found an '\d\'ertxsemexlt Ief rring to y

ther art of 2 1 refe t lat 1 1

5 = ’s claim to
- in favour of Mr. Buckingham’s
at Bdinburgh, for t hose of petitioning Parliament in favour o

¢ Ldinburgh, for the pury

of ¢ un W ered some years g from the ngunta
Pensation, for tl jurl 1 Wt red s > years ago 8¢ ;
lipensatior or the w precedented injuries hich ;[]0 S b ity ot
: , “'l‘rn 8" : l 3 d e prind ipa ities and towns have pre-
el e . o i ' hal cities and
i 11] 4 i T ]‘—, : 1, . 1]1(;;6 more than one hundre of th 3
dwakened in ]‘411‘ and, w b

> ctended to Scot-
se of Commons, has ex ‘ .
Pared petitions on this subject to be Presented 5.8 IIoua:l(;ud, in a cause which comes recom

: . as taken th Lt 0 F Mr. Buck-
lang 5 and that Edinburgh, as in dl]ljt)', bli)?;%{;:;;ples of justice. We say nothing of
mended by the clearest and most obvious

¢ S perse ring

.

; we ]\C‘(.P 01'1[1101 out of view the fact that his perseve
am’s eminent public services ; y

reial part of the com-
- icularly of the commerct breaking
fome . ation, and particulal B buted to the breaking
¢xertions in opening the eyes of the lf}j‘te tr,ade with the East, mainly contn‘.)u(lice o sations]
fonity. 10 the gtest alyantages of alwthe East India Company, to the prej stion, and rest Mr.
Up of the monopoly so long e.njoy‘.}(.l )Eyconsideratious entirely out of t!’elqlt(iat-\te not to say that
s put. all. (e R 1mpol“'dl?d sacred principle of justice. ‘,\ e ‘leeb t‘lnn that which was
Buckingham’s claim on the broac g ro flagrant violation of this principie, I the fucts of this
never was there a more wanton, or 11:;10 e ‘('.?overnment of India. What ‘":11? yfle bl
committed towards this geutlel}iﬂ& yBuckinwlmnl, residing in Cnlcut.t'(‘l,tll : gzse which he con-
atrocious case ? Slmp]!.ydt’liezco;npu:y, i Res.d "ewSp“-perll:ti:ngl:;;de:pstrou’g R Ith_e
. » from the East lndia Comp gt xtensive circuls e : i which it
licence fxo much credit that it acquires an _ex it respected, both for the talent w ek e
dudts FaETED in the Indian capital. So mucbdlsﬂle success which had attende(! 1t? etiorts, . 4
e hich it advocates, anc &4 s with_the original proprietor.
?s edited, the I)}‘gic;!\)}e?n‘l‘v\bitants of Calcutta becun:(ocggtlt:;xtsh“ et thinAmAn, (tlhough <t
b N d Hastings it was protd .. though in a calm and tempe-
many of the BFC o nent of Lord Hasting th freodom, though
1 G f Government wi k for England, than the
During the GOV ssed the measures 0. e enor-General embark for Ing N
-asionally discus : v does the Gove y -, Buckingham’s devoted
0005\5‘3‘;;‘.} No B '1110“ Et’iv::;'ns Governor-General, pomslou; or:vili;e under:the controb of &
B DMember of Counml, nghic‘i he had been obliged to bott Bthephead in fact, of the Presby-
?i:l(inthe vials of that :vmotf}t]‘_\o Church of Scotlnélid mfcélecrlll:tfi:n‘( e sup,ply of statiotery to the
e p inister x ce o :
guperior. The mllmgiﬂ) was :\ppOlnted to tlie : fow remarks, couched in the most moder-:xte lan-
terian Chureh m‘tfl Mr. Buckinghm? :ﬁzcl?w;tor“l office with the duties of the appointment
ic departments. o e Pt
public

incongruity of : from the Indian Government to quit India
cuage, pointing olllt thel' i&'co after received an gndes
age, La day 0
o0, and ¢
alluded to,

P, nths!
i ago w0 h this, th

o f it -
Not samhed} :sl e(fectunlly confts

. 4 sroceeded to suppress Mr. Bu_ckinghnm’s Journal
o Coune. i a proparty f50m I 1 ras Gruming @ xevemio of e
cuted o ehich was far . ke i f :
entirelys and th 1 8000L. per annuth (;1 lvl‘(vle‘:\;‘}l;cif ever t]"z;fe‘;isesﬁn(;g;et: ]sor:; :Jlﬁnlze‘]\}l(::tS]\{a:nZIl:)ﬁ%
tween 60001, ;“;(' the main ¢ ic;n?lréd to be set }'2& ?rfto the power vested in the Indian Govern-
brief St“‘t?}penl\’o dcﬁ’-ﬂgi’h’; l},)::ceediu Fid irfefge‘ great and universal law of equity went for no-
i?il\;fif;'rl:’ ."l]:z‘t)vwilt‘cxz]sost'\)\id, was violated—a%
i No »

ment A .. Buckingham’s claim to Compensation was sz:uctggned tllast session
thing * Jall only add, that I\Ifl:\ Parliamentary Committee appointed to investigate the matter;
18 acision of ¢
Ve B nimous decisi

nd

-ecommendation of the Committee into effect was brought into the
by the L.y for carrying the re

= nd time, and would have passed but.for a point of
hat @ B'f Commons, and {'en((ll Q ﬁ’f?i:“\ga:et(;:\'ards s end Qf 4 sessipn, when, 1t was fo0 lats
t,;o‘lsev?xid‘ had been Omlt'tl?he. application will be renewed in the session about to commence,
}or“‘ x.‘nduce a_new Bill. ndedp by the hearty exertions of those, both in and out of Parliament,
4o i :.B trust it will be Secgrcise of arbitrary and unbridled power, and who believe that the
an¢ o inimical to the ok hannily established in India, where the good seed sown by Mr. Bu.ck.
w}-ﬂcrw of the Press, now iil T 'yhes i one of the greatest blessings that any nation can enjoy.
V;mm has sprung up and flourishes,
ngte



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 :—
and how wuniformly they have come to the conclusion, that a more
aggravated case of unjustifiable Oppression never came wunder their
observation, and that a clearer case for Legislative interference to ensure
Redress was never established.  Ilere then, for the present at least, this
Compilation of Lucts and Opinions must close ; though the progressive
History 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 advocales of the Oppressed, and who are they that, by
umpeding the course of Justice, throw their shield over the Oppressor, and
wake themselves participators in his guilt.

WHITING, PRINTER, BEAUFORT HOUSE,




