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IN futare persons requiring AvverriseMENTS to
- be published in rars Jounnar will please to
Senp them to this Office before 6 P. M and eudorsed
. with the pnmber of times they are to be inserted.
Comrracrs may be mailde by applying to the
Prinrter.
Bombay, August, 1841.

B

_(' SYBSCRIBERS AND ADVERTIZERS.

Indelited to the Proprietor of the Bombay Gazette
and Bombay Spoiting Mugazine are requesied to
anake an early payment of their arrears.

Reduced rate of Charges for Avdvertizements :
in the Bonbay Daily Gazeute.

In THe EuroPEAN LANGUAGES.

3 Aunnas per line for the first insertion
2 Aunuas per line for sulisequent insertions
wuless a contract Le made.

*

A~ Tam Narive Laxcusces.
“*s Annas per line for the first insertion
3 Annas per line for subsequent insertions
=i unless a contract be made,
Ready Money will be required and no
" Discount will be allowed,

Gazette Office, Augt. 30th 1841.

——

BOMBAY GAZETTE OVERLAND
DISPATCH.

e et

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1841. .

Price 13 Rupees Per Auarter —52 Rupees Per Annum ;—orv, if paiy .ilt‘ﬂtla.&.aueg-;- 4{!;%“ s Per ﬁxmmu 3

ADVERTISEMENT.

PPLICATION having been made to the Su-

L. preme Court of Judicature at Bombay that
Letters of Administration limitted to the five Go-
vernment Promissary Notes following that is to say.

of 1832 | 33 for Sicca Rupees............ 1100.
A Promissary Note No. 2773 of the 5 per ceut Loan
for Sicca Rupees 2100.
A Promissary Note of No. 568 of the 5 per cent Loan
for Sicca Rupees.........ccceuuune. 2415.
A Promissary Note No. 31 of the 4 per cent Loan
for Sicca Rupees.......c..ceceeavrassesneces 1000,
A Promissary Note No. 6231. for the 4 per cent Loan
for Sicca Rupees........... 3700.

Being part of the Goods and Chattles of Euzebio
Amboota, late of Bombay Christian Inhabitant deceas-
ed may be committed to John Junius Stevens also of
Bombay Christian Inhabitant. All Persons interested
therein are hereby apprized thereof—Dated this 25th
day of November 1841.

ACTON S. AYRTON.

Proetor.

...........................

o ———

AVISO AO PUPLICO.

ENDO se feito applicacam a Suprema Corte de
T Judicatura em ]?gtlx,:hgiim', para que concede carta
de administragam sobre as cincas notas da companhia
que saé as saguintes uma nota No. 4,775 de Juras de

4 por cento. ! :
183233 para Rupias Sicea.......c.ce.ne00.2,100
Uma nota No. 2,773 da‘r-uras de 5 por cento ‘
para Rupias Sicea...... ..o e Acas ..2,100

THIOH will contain a Precis of Iudian Intelli-
geunce for the past Month.

v

The Public and Subseribers to the Gazette are |

informed that an Owserland Monthly Summary, will
be published at this Office for the present and every
succeeding Mail.

The Outstation Subscribers to the BombayGazelte
are hereby informed that if they will favor the Editor

>

“they wish their Overland Sammary to be sent, tiey
will bg forwarded punetually through the Post Office
~here Iif each Steamer.

No Postage is levied by the Falmeuth route and
by Marseiiles T'wo-pence. .

“I'o the Subscribers of the Gazette,  included in the charge
“To Non-Subscribers.......cocuecianens Rupee per Copy.
T'w Subseribers in England...o.vco0.vn £ 1s. in advance.

* Ageuts in Buglaud,Messrs. Grindlay, Christian and
Matthews, 16, Corohill, and 8, St. Martin's place,
Charing Cross.

Bombiny Gasetie Press, Apollo Street, Old Admiralty |

* House.

COPPER PLATE PRINTING.
HE Public in general is hereby ianformed that

' Visrring and Isvitarion Camps, will be exer |

euted at this Office, at the following prices.

Lady's Visiting Cards, Enamelled, per pack
Plin’l‘mg e e D S
Gen TR T o % e S
Printing. ....ooescenee 3 e A

Invitation Cards, Engraving &e, ou the most rea-
sounable terms.

f

TO THE ARMY AND NAVY.
fl"HE following Works are for Sule and to be had
on application at this Office.
Manryar's Copror Stenarns, Sixth Edition,
on the lst, 2nd, and 3rd Parts, with the Sup.
“s plement to the above, and also the Honorable
A%mnpuuy'h Steamers aud Ships of War, cor.
wected and eularyed with considerable altera-

tions and additions .. . covuees s coclene s ceeuiea. 082 2
Report of the Commissioners for Inquiring
nto the Naval and Military Promotion and

i 7 PR I S i i i PRSIt bl | Y R |
Proceelings of a General Court Martial
held at Fort Geerge on Captain . G Durr,

IR ARaut. MN. ... cisere ave somine anssasnen | abuises 2

Freemasons’ and General Life As-
- surance, Lroan, Annuity, and Re-

versionary Interest Company,
11, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, Longon.

This office unites the benefit of a mutual association
with the security of a Proprietary Com;;any, and of-
fers to the assured amongst others, the following ad-
v es :—

1. Credit until death, with privilege of payment at
any titme previously, for one half of the premiums for

_ the first five years upon assurances for the whole of
¥ life ; a plan pecuﬁgrly advantageous &u‘ securing

2. Sums may be assured to become pajmﬁb'at given
es. i
a.g& Policiesnot forfeited immediately, if the premium
remain overdue, and fraud a_lone. not error, vitiates

>

them.
4. Officers in the armv and navy, aud other

residing abroad, assured upon equitable terms.
5. Immediate, survivorship, and deferred ities.
All the rates will be found to have been made upon -

the lowest possible computation consistent with securi-
.
JOSEPH BERRIDGE. Secretary. ~

with the names of the Parties in Bogland to whom |

| ¥ TNDER the Patronage of the Hon’ble the Gover-

.| due notice given of the time thatthe Tickets. which

Uma nota No. 568 de 5 por cento pare
Rupias Sieca,.......... .

R e 2,415
No. 31 de4 para cento para

seaammana

Uma nota

| _ Rupias SicCa....ccoimummniiimimmisiisaesiininanes weeea 1,000
{ Uma nota No. 6,231 de 4 por cento para

| . RUPIaS BIOER. iz cieresns csnvsns sonsiasbeasssaiistanes cas 3,780
| Sendo dos bens do defunto Enzebio Amboo

habitante christa6 de Bombaim para serem entregue
dellasao Joad Junius Stevens tembem habitante christa
em Bombaim todas interesados nisso saé informado
do mesmo Bombaim 25 de November de 1841I.
Acton.S. Ayrton,
Procurador

ONSIEUR LEON Professor of Music having
just arrived from Paris, where he was Master
in the Royal School of Music, Principal Violin in the

Royal Theatre of Comic Opera, and grofeasor of Violin
' Piano, Voecal Musie &c. &ec. will be h to give
instructions to Ladies and Gentlemen of this Presiden-

in all its branches, a line Addressed to him in
orbes Street No. 7 will meet with immediate at-
tention.
Bom bay 29th Nov. 1841.

ADVERTISEMENT.

will be ormed about the latter end of
the Town Hall, and the use o which has
| granted for the occasien, the admfirable Play
| called L'c'clair, in three Actsto conclude with Halevy's
Music. Farther particulars will appear hereafter and

] nor
next week in
been

are now under ion, will be issued. Asitis
the intention of the Parties concerned to render the
seats in the Town Hall as comfortable as possible for
all classes, they hope to receive an equal share of
?:!pport and Patronage from the gentry and Public at

gz‘mbay, 30th Nov. 1841.
Jersey, August 23d. 1841

APOO PANDOORANG BHUNDAREE, De-
puty manager of the Temﬂe of Shree Luxee-

mee Venetash and Samulya Lalljee inthe Fort of
Bombay, most respectfully begs to invite the atten-
dance of the Hindoos of all ranks and every class
on the occasion of Ruth Jatra (or charioit Fair) in
thesaid Temple of Shree Luxemee Venetash on Friday

the 3rd Nov. 1841.
BAPOO PANDOORUNG.
2nd Nov. 1841.

A Promissary Note No. 4775 of the 4 per cent Loan |

b

-,

>4

MESSRS. ALLEN & CO.S ADVER-

MESSRS. ALLEN & CO.

AVE teceived the following GOODS. for Sale on

Single Barrelled @ olster FPistols in handsome
Mahogany cases, by the same maker, at 85 Rupees
per pair.

_ Double Barrelled FFolwling JPieces by « Rabone,’
In cases complete, at Rs. 120 each, to close an Invoice.

New and improved Wove Wire Dish Covers,

at Rs. 30 per set of six ; also Wire Plate Covers
to match.

German Silver Brinking fflugs with Plate Glass
Bottoms, at 33 at 5 Rs. mnh o
Britannia Metal do., at from 25 to 35 Rs. per dozen.
Military Xa0les with Holsters, &ec. complete, Ru-
pees 56,
New
lished Bits, at Rups. 20 to 25 each.
Best Steel twisted Snaffle Bits at 4} Rups.
White Surcingles, 13 Rs. each.
Stivvup Leathers, 14 Rs. per pair.
Double Shot Belts, at 5 Rs. each.
Best quality Metal @ea and Coffec Potg, made
to order of assorted sizes, at Rups. 1} to 3} each.
Hunting Whips at 7 Rs.
Spare Ballg and Pulleps for Argand Lamps, at
Rs. 11 per_set.
Gentlemen’s and Ladies’ handsome RidingWhips

ALSO,

A handsome assortment of the best London printed
MUSLIN and COTTON DRESSES of two, three,
five and seven colors, at 7 Rs. each.

Papan Silk and Hilk JFoulark Dresses, at Rs

30 per Dress.

Mandarin Silk Dresses, 2ts.R jgea.
Rups. 7 each.

at 1 Rupee per yard.
Handsome Chalis Dresses, Rups. 14 each.

An assortment of best London printed JFlannel
for Ladies Dressing Gowns, Warranted fast colors, at

2 Rs. per yard.

ker's” gold eyed fleedles, each in handsome boxes.

Paris KID GLOVES.

LIKEWISE,

Cash and Deed Boxes with “ Chubb” and “ Bra-

mahk” Locks, and a few spare * Chubb” LOCKS.

A few very Superior London-made Ladies Scizzors
and Gentlemen’s best Iayors and Penknives.
Also a few best London-made Velvet Hunting

CAPS.

_And a fresh invoice of OILMAN'S STORES, con-
sisting of assorted Prckies, Savces. Essence of Cor-

FEE, &c. at moderate prices.

MESSRS. ALLEN & CO.

AVE also received for Commission Sale,
A few dozens Crown brand Sillery CHAMPAGNE,
quarts, Rs. 40, pints 25 per dozen.

bottles, at 30 Rs.
London parti
at Rs. 22 per dozen.
Best Copenhagen Cherry BRANDY in pints, at
12 Rs. per dozen.
Apollo Street, 15th Nov. 1841.

er dozen.

EBCONOMIC LIFE ASSURANCE
SOCILIETY,

34, Bridge street, Blackfriars, l.ondon. Established 1823.
Empowered by Act of Parliament, 3 William IV.

Lower Rates of Premium than those at any other Office
that entitle the Assured to participate in the Profits, as fol
lows :—

ANNUAL PREMIUM PER CENT.

Aze 15 | 20 |, 35 | 80 | 85 | 40 | 45 | %0
"£1108 [1147(1190(3 4 3|21011(2199(3119(4 80
| The Bonus declared in 1834 amounted upon an average
_to 16L per cent. on the Premiums then paid; and in

1839 a further Bonus was awarded, amounting, on the
- average, to 31L per cent. on the Premiums paid during
| the preceding five years.

Bonuses may be applied to the increase of the sum
assured, to reduction of premiums for life, or for a term
of years. :

Policies on the lives of persons dying by suicide, duel-
ling, or by the hands ‘of justice, or not void as respects
the interests of parties to whom they may have been legal.
{ 1y assigned. : _

! * Assurances may be effected on any ‘and every day, and
instructions forwarded to parties resident in the eountry on
application.

By order of the Board of Directors,
CAMPBELL JAMES DOWNER, Secretary.

each in Morocco case—Rs. 8 to 17 each.

VALTUABLE JEWELI ¥ };_._
JEWE LERY FOR

MESSRS. ALLEN & CO.

Hu‘}; received for Commission SaLE, from an emi-
nent Jeweller in London, a new and choice
selection of JEWELLERY as follows, and which is

now on show at their Rooms in Apollo Street.

Ladies’ solid gold RINGS; set in

ious stones,

Pairs of fancy jet solid gold Farrings, Rs. 6.
Carved do. Rs, 6 at 12.

Black centre ces of different patterns, from 3
at 4 Rs. each. ple ? w

Black Buckles, Rs. 6.

Plain Jet Slab 3Brooehes set in solid fine Gold, Rs.
124 each.

Jet BROOCHES, setin Onyx, Pearls, &c. from

Rs. 13 at 3

Veryrich Gold BROOCHES from Rs. 13 at 26

each.

Gold-gilt waist Buckles from Rs. 2} to 4 each.
Ladies Gold-gilt TIARAS at Rs. 5 each.

Regulation Military $Flat Bvibles, with po-

Swigs fMuslin Dresges of the latest patterns, &
few pieces of newest fashion Wonnet Wibbons,

A quantity of best London Eottong and “ Wal-

A choice assortment of Ladies’ and Children's
STOCKINGS and GLOVES, and Gentlemen's real

Clossmann’s 1st quality CLARET, in English quart

ar MADETRA, in six dozen cases, .

.
LI T

New Series No. 131

Gold WATCH HOOKS from Rs. 6 to 10 each.

Handsome Gold fecklaces, in cases lined with vel-
vet, from 80 to 150 Rs.

| m:?dxqsbfstsmer lel_MBLEs at 12 Rs. per do-

Very hul?-ue Giltdo! at Rs. 30 per dozen (in

Commission, viz. p—— .
Double Barrelled Pintols by  Rabone,” at Rs.120 | ‘prdonmade spare Gold Broguet WATCH KEYS
per pair. . 5

Colored Gold EARRINGS
44 per pair.

ATorqnisesuitinca.seoompletear.Ra. 80.

Gem, On Ruby, Pear! Half Loop, and

Ruby and men]d' RINGS, in M
from 20 to 36 Rs. each. ’ orocco cases at

A single Diamond RING at Rs. 50.
Colored Gold

poir; BRACELETS from Rs 75 to 95 per
Gold!.’,ocket.ﬁum 7 at 25 Rs. each.
Wedding Rings 6 Rs. each.

old SEALS with Devices at Rs. 6 each -
ﬁ:“;ﬁ."’&. sets of fine Enemelled Gold Studs at &

N. B. 'rheseGOOdBWﬂlbef i vt 3 -

of the newest and most fashi pe 3 =
consi on account of the e e .mbe:lug!l
priced to ensure a ready sale. > Y

Apollo Street, 15th Nov. 1841.

at from Rs. 20 to Rs.

MRS. ADDISON’S WORK.
To the Gentry, Civil & Military of
the Hon. East India Company’s
Bombay Establishment.

, GENTLEMEN,

I trust the circumstances I am about to i
plead in extenuation for the request this ulﬁ:r c:ln}!
veys. I was induced to publish a work with the inten-
tion of o if possible, as many suberibers
as would enable us to emigrate to u per Canada, and
those who have honoured me with their Patron =

to oﬂe:_ them the Iexpressions of
gements, - 3 1o add

derive any benefit from it, the I?uqbﬁs::r %aa::lngm{)g

. come insolvent, and consequently the whole of the sub-

scriptions become the Property of the assignees. Bei
thus circumstanced, I know of no other resm;chee mt.ﬁ

 Telieve us from our great distress than maki

€ a final
:‘ppg:nll to the generosity and sym thy ufltgg Civil
Naval, & Military Gentry of the Hon'ble East India
Company’s Serviee on the three Presidencies in the
hopes they will aid us in escaping from privat:ions no
longer supportable, and which can easily be imagined
when I state that after deducting 45 £ for a ready—
furnished house, for we were compelled from neceagity

to dispose of our furniture. w Slicaa .
stfbsist twelve * :nd to but 83 £ to

as being the Orphan Daughter of a Cler
who has been supported by her Brother gl{-?‘tll:; al:.ls(:

, Seven years. Could I have brought out another
I should have preferred doing so :oubnt nei!harwozlk\:

health nor spirits will permit me. It is peinful x
assnure ﬁu,, to n.Jg,ke_ such an appeal, but T har:a _
ferred this humiliation to seeing my children starve

; which would have been the case had we not received
Some assistance from a few Gentlemen of the India
Service, and a timely loan from Messrs. Grindlay &
Co., to all of whom I shall ever feel grateful. 1 there-
fore most respeetfully, but reluctantly solicit subsecrip-

| tions from the charitable and humane of the servise
my husband had the honor to belong, to enable us
to accomplish ocur long-desired object, which would
place us in a state of comparative affluence from that
of the greatest misery. ose who may be so kind as
to subscribe I beg they will have the goodness to re-
mit their subscriptions to Messrs. Leckie, & Co.

I have the honor to be,
Gentlemen,
Your most obedient servant,
LOUISA ADDISON.

Published Monthly,
!' THE COLONIAIL MAGAZINE

AND

Conumercial Mavitime Journal
OF THE

BRITISHEMPIRE

EDITED BY
R. MONTGOMERY MARTIN, ESQ

AUTHOR OF THE “ HISTORY OF THE BRITISH COLONIES,” &c.

England possessed of Colonies in every of
globe, has no Magazine, devoted to their plo:;}iar ::3
nationally momentous interests.

Relying therefore, on the obvious want of such a
work, on the high reputation of its Editor and his per-
sonal acquaintance with our colonies, the Proprietors
look with confidence fur the support of every indivi-
dual who reflects on the intimate connection between
colonial legislation and the prosperity of manufactures
and commerce in Great Britain and Ireland. Pub-
lished for the Proprietors, by Fisher, Son and Co.

New, _ London ;to whom ecommunications
for the Editor (post paid) are to be anddressed.

John Comming, Dublin. White and Co. and J.
Johnstone, Edinburgh.
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XN DXAN INTELLICENCE.

mreLs of anuther, if the répur’, mentioued in a letter just re-
cei.ed from Meerat, be true.

It is theve reported that t
the Affighans, that Cabul is bi
Alexander Burpes is killed or seve
accounts are Iogui:?or daily. o -t 2 !

If the above report be true
—thongh there is a strong pro ! .ﬁ{e £
ev,—we must remind ou: readers ‘much,
long ago ! ity L ' ;

" The acenunt we published i our paper of the 18th instant,
relative to the belwvionr of  some of the men of the 13th
Queen, isywe M;@rws‘.‘."jv._w no time therefore.in
contradieting it, and in expressing onr satisfaction of the fact
liaving eonfirmed ourown  previovs bellef in the matter.—
Agra Ukhbar Extsa, Nov. 23,

e aleutta, £\ ’

Wehave been requestad to-draw attention to an
advertisement respecting certain Sermons to be deli-
vered to-morrow at the-Upiqn;Cha_E-elgn the occasion
of the twenty third anniversary of the Bengal Auxilia-
ry Missjionary Society, and likewise ta the Annual
Meéting of the Society, at the same Chapel on the
23d instant, when the Rev. A. DuffyD. D.) will
assame the ditties of President.—Star, Nov,20.

- Gy 1

The Agra Ukhbar of the 11th, taking up the sub-
ject of interrupted communication with Cabul, refers, |
as every one must, to tire fully of leaving Aflshanis-.|
than, that * vast and savaye country” so weakly guarded |
—our contemporar; remarks upon this,—** how in- |
glorious, kow mortilying,; ke utterly destructive of
that prestige of susess, whieh has ‘been for so long a
p rind an att ndant on our & ms, must such a condition;
of events be deemed”—Amen say we, in the man—
but what does our good brother mean by his  prestige |
of success’ We ean understand the prestige of our
power, and so forth—but of. success? Why it has
ever been a reality—a remarkable yealit7,—and never
an llusion. Forthe rest, the Ukkbar's anticipations
are  mot likely, to . be fulfiiled, if (and - there
séems no reason to doubt) we maq; reiy on the amnounce-,
ment of arranremrents satisfactorily adjusted, be- |
tween Oaptains McGregor end Paton, and the insur- |
gent leaders. ' |

In another article of the sams paper, we find a
continution of the tirades in which the editor of the
Usithbar delichts to revel azainst Lord Auckland. We
are not blind to the mismanagement of affairs in the
North-west—the - great test . by wlich . the - political .
abilitivs of his Lordship are invariably tried by his |
eondemner and contemner—but we cannot subseribe |
either to the sounduessolhis own views, or to the !
extrema bad taste in whicl his vituperation is lavish-
ed. Alrsady, events are falsifying many of his’
prelictions. That there will be no Burmah war is
now pretiy genseally unddrstood—mor do we observe
any manifestations ol aa outbreak with Nepaul. Even
though the first of these: were actually to oceur,
Cawnpore might still proserve its acenstomed Garrison,
and “ our centre” remain guarded as at- present,
becanse  inewse of hostilities, Madras we presume,
unaffected by what is \p:ts.e-imari(in China and - Affrhan-
isthan, would furnish, and coild well afford to furnish,
relatively to the means at ¢command in the three pre- |
sidencies, the greater ' portion:of “troops that would
assemble. to repress the ambition of *the Burman.”
Again in Affthenisthan, instead of the * unprece-
dente:l reverss” about which, in his. comments respect-
ing that country, theeditor laments so pathetically,
we are mow awave that theterms offered have been .
aceepted, and therefore, to all appearance (so fur as-
the insurrection is concerned)yboth safety and tranquil-
lity are perfectly enjoyed. How lonzthese may last
is another question ; but the ‘positionof affairs “ por-
tentous of some disaster,’ esto be mere illusion
with reference to defeat, and a chimera of the writer's:
brain with respect to the desperate condition in which
he would have us believesth affairs ' are placed:
There can be no doubt that we have alowed mat-
ters. to tike an unfavorable tura, through the illjudged:
m-asuce. of diminishing our force in that guarter ;
but the remedy is easy, since nothing exists to prevent
the augmentation of the army, servingy beyond the
Indns, to its original strenzth, save the fiat of that

authority which first directed it thither. Whether our
Rulers will take a lesson from. experience, remains to
be seen.  Our opinion of themecessity for their doing
80 h1s been too often expressed to need repetition here.

—1D1d.

e

Intellizenee of an nuthentic ‘nature has at length heen
regeived trom Chiua,  In alater column we have given |
extracts from the papers brought by the tlero, and it
will Le seen that they confirm the reports previously re~
ceived of the fall of Amoy, &c. . _

In the afternoon we will publish a_very thin paper, in
the form of a small’ extra. the néws now received, so
that subscribers may send it home by the Express this-
duy. Applications fuc copies should be made befure
2 p. M. —Boglishman, Nov. 10.

!

Here. jsanother bit of Huockarn intelligenee which
may nateh, in point of faef, with the famons Hadjee's
communications to that branch of the p ess | —
¥ We huve been informed, that Mre.J. R. Colvin, Pri-
vate Secretiry to the Governof General, who, it was
sopposed, wus abont to return to_ England with his
L -riiship, is to sutceed Colonel Low, as Resident at
Lucknow.” & Wl L ]

1t has been deeméd good advice to a Cool to tell her
to cateh her hare before the begins to concoct hare
soup, uird keeping that, wise priveiple in- view we re-
commend our contemporary to Ina!(@ his vacancy before
he fills the place, The above item is so directly
opposite to the trus state of the affaivro which it vefers
tiat Me. Colvin is golugz home, and Colonel Low is not !
Mareover, without professing to be very wuch in Mr.
Colein's personal confidence, we venture to say that
héweter so mueh as thonght-of the Luacknow, or any |
similar appolutment.—Ibids al ,

A lettar from Phopawar gives us the following intel-
ligenen : — N

bﬂuur.\wan, Nov, 6. 1541, ¢ There's hn} little going
o4 in these parte, Thes -B'he'_vll'hn'\'e_ heen kicking wp n vow
ju the Daan diavicr, and bad arranged to attack Mbow
ona Sunday during Chiarely titae ; a’ hrzhmin who put
them ti'p toit, swore he had Jadaokurred all the hun-
dooks. I bLelieve a simultaneous attack was intended
on Indore and thiv place. - Wa should have neen spifli
eated to nocertainty as werhad not above 50 sowars in
the station: two companies with four olfieers, areen:
camp-d. at Nalchee mpcﬁg m (the ll_l,mh? in_check.
Capinin Stockley, of the B T‘ﬁgﬂr&"m . forming the
new Bleel Corps, is laying out - his cantonment ab.ut two
miles north of this at a place ealled Sicdwepoora.

It is reported at Mhow that sime of the regiments
the e will have to wgarrison Saugor., ‘The jaces at
Miow commence on the ld4th December, Cholera has
been raging at Indern. This is strange weather ; we
bad a severe storm with hailon the 3d, aud a gooed deal

OXE MISFORTUNE SEEMS RAPIDLY TO TREAD ON THE |

u%m?h

of rain. The winds are variuble and the weatlier con-
tinues cloudy. The zemindars®expecta humper season.
Such rains were never known before in the distriet ; rain
gﬁ?}gb faull incessantiy for upwards of 50 days.'—

Kishnagur, Races.
FIFTH-DAY: THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18. 184l
First Race.—Haudicap sweepstakes of 30 G. M. each for

B -

0 8..2

e :
*Second Race.~Sweepstakes of 50 G. M- each for all mai-
den Arabs, 8 7 each i:?;mu miles.
Mr. Cozey’s b. a. h. The Postmaster......... LTRSS |
Mr. White'sbr a-h. Damasens. ... «cccvees senaan 2

Time 3m. 3Bls.

Third Race.—Purse of 40 G. M. from the funds, with 25
G. M. entrance for all horses. Weight for age, English horses
to carry ¥ stone. Cape and N. S Wales Ist., C. B. 31Ds. ex-

tra, I} mile.
Mr. White's g a.h. Walmer......... W e Lol | e, WL
Mr. Lokman vame, gr. a. h. Commissioner,.... 9 3..2

Time 3m. 10s.

Fourth Raee.— Sweepstakes of 25 G. M. each for all horses.
English exeepted. Cape to carry 6 4,C.B810, Arabs 87.
4 mile. } !

Mr. White's gr. a. b, Walmer........

Mr. Lokman name gr. a. h. Comissioner

"Fifth Race.— Match for 50 G. M. each P. P. 2st, 7ibs,
each # a mile,

Mr. White's b. a. h. Flibbertgibbet. . ......ocvuun.s 1
Mr. Cozey'sgr. a. h. Michael............... Semne
Tiwme 56s.

DACCA RACES.

. The Welter. Rage, for all Arabs, 11st. 7Ibs. R. C. 20
G. M. fromthe fund, 10 G. M. entrance. Three horses
to start, or no race.

Mr, Relixsig.osbs Castaside..coevvrverovosnaon 1
Mr. Ként's b. a. h. Coufidence, (late Sheiks)...... 2
Mr. Sarkies g.a.h. Skylight.........o0000 aor o jeme, Ok

Coufidence took the lead for the first 100 yards,wheu Sky-
light beaded him and led them ata great pace for § of &
mile, when Confidence and Castaside - passed him, after this
the ruce was atan end. Castaside came in without.a touch
of the whip in2m. 57s, Conlidence tlogging on his quarter.

A match for 50 G. T. P. Heats.

Mr. Felix’s g a. h. Florican,

Mr. Kent's b. a. h. Rushlight.

Floriean wonboth hieats easy in 67 sec. but his jockey hav-
ing dismounted before he, was ordused to do so. it was Rush-
light's race.

Note—Length of the Dacea- Course 1§ mile; less 132
yards. roy
November 17, I84l.—Eaglishman 20th D.cr.

| fadras.
The Madras Bench.

The Exnminer of yesterday states that Mr. Norton of
the Chancery sar, has been appointed to a seat on the
Madras Bu:mlzh__in the reom ot Sir Robert Comyn about
to retire ; we believe however that this is so far a
niiscake that Mr. Nortou is appointed Puisne Judge,
and that Sir Edward Gambier, as a matter of Justice
w;“ succeed dir Robert Comyn.—U. 8. Guzette. Nov.
23. -

It is said that Messrs. A, D, Camphell, Montgomery,
W. B, Anderson, and Charles Cotton, have applied to
take the annuity. Some Orders have been received from
the Suprama.{}u-ernmt‘llt. to the effect announced b, us
last year; viz that Acting Circuit Judges, will only draw
2300 Rupees per Mensemn, and further that the order
for abulishing the Provineial Courts may be expected
immediately, The supt'riitr Judyges will be established
froui Jannary vext. ILis sald that My, Lushingron will
o to the Hills or Cape, immediately, and Mr. Chamier,
who arrived from Caleutta on Sunday, will in conse-
quence assume his seat in Conneil. —Ibid,

: The change which we noticed the other day as having
taken place in the Bombuy Guazetle, we now fiad to be a
change, not oulyin its conductor but also inits political prin-
eiples. From the staunch advocacy of Whiggisim, it has be-
come a Peelite of the first water ; and the Editor tells his
readers that he is really glad to observe that Lady PEEn
dined at Windsor, and that Sir Roserr and the Duke of
WerLLINeToN joined her Majesty in her equestrian excursions.
We have heard of some people being  pleased with a  rattle
and tickled with astraw ;" our cotemporary is unearly of this
class, so that in future we may expect a series of amusing
papers upon the art of trifling ! —Athencun Novr. 23.

Ceplon.

The Bishop of Madras, we understand, has ordered the
Chaplains of Ceylon to observe the Saiut’'s days by public
service iu their Churches.—Observer, Nov. 11.

s s

The Seaforth.
The Bombay Times is at great trouble, by means of 2
long ‘urticle with lithographie plates, to prove, what every
body in Colombo knows, that the Sgaforth’s paddle wheels

| are placed too deep in consequence of hel having been built

with teak ou a model intended for the lighter timbers of the
West.—Ibid.

‘The Colombo Bar.
It was Mr. Justice STARK, and not the Queen’s Advocates,
as stated in our last, who presented. some books to the new
Society. We however trust the latter gentlemen will take

“ the hint and follow the example of the former.—Ibid.

The New Charter.

The gentlemen of the Colombo bar receatly presented a
Memorial to the Geovernor requesting to be favoured with &
copy of any propnsed alterations in the Charter of Justice,
but in reply were informed to the efiect that there was no
such thing. It is difficult to reconcile this with the Gover-
nor's declaration in the Legislative Council, and with the
faet of the Judges of the Supreme Court having received the
docunent referred to for the purpose ol reporting upon it—
Ibid.

T S L S A 1 N S

Malacex.
Abolition of Wative Oaths-

Our attention has been drawn to this subject again
by perusing a letter in the Friend of India signed
Amicus Curice, in whiclh the writer maintains, thatthe
object of Government in passing _Aet V of 1340 has
signally failed in the Moiussil. He states; that'so_ far
from the feelings and consciences of the respectable
Natives being either shocked or yiolated by being-
sworn on the koran or water of the Ganges. It is:
known that the Zemindars and village . Bunueabs. are
inthe constant habit of helding  punchayets amon,
themselves to settle disputes in the eourse of whic
thev ardorinister and reeeive oths much more awful than

any they are required to take in English Courts of law,]

and infers from this, as well as from the fact of the

G Forr. I

appearing at these latter courts by

ear persoitally and not of the oaths
were obligedto take, -

e farther contends that it is a fallacy to su;
that truth would be as likely elicited by a solemn
declaration as by an oath. esays, that when a Na-
tive comes into Court as a Witness eh i
_tends to swear to a certain point,
truth or falsehood. He eo%n"ﬁrepued to establi
-this position, and, to attain his end, ..aths or declara-
tions are alike to-him, his object being only to forward
or promote the cause f his principal, and this he de- |
termines to do as far as in him les.

We regret in being obliged to coincide inthe senti-
ments herein beiore expressed. We know it lays us
open to a charge of inconsistency, in having at first
advocated :he-adoptirm-of the measure in our local
Courts ;but experience ofits working among the Na-
tive Community, where evidence to establish any puint
may he bought for a couple of dollars makes us re-
gret that declurations should ever have been substitu-
ted for oaths in these Settlements. .

We know that little dependence can be placed on
the evidence of a Native even when on oath, in con-
sequence of their total disregard of moral obligations;
but an appeal, as the same writer has remarked to his
supersition, will more readily induce his return to the
truth, than a simple declaration that he his bound to
speak the truth in the presence of  Almighty God,
which, in many instances, does not convey any defi-
nite idea to his mind.

How often do we hear Natives, when anxious to ob-
tain any advantagecus end, or to circumvent another,
make the most solemn wtions of truth, linked
with the name of the Divine Béing, and before many
hours have passed awar have laughed at the creduli-
tyof the person whom they have cozened. And we
appeal-to our local readers whether any faith can be
placed in the inteprity of Native Witnesses in any of
the local Courts, since the abolishment of the formal-
ity of an oath,

The Natives in these Settlements have never had
any repugnance to appear in our Courtsto be sworn
like the rest of the (‘ommunity ; and it is but necessa~
Ty to appeal to a Native himself;and enquire the de-
gree of credibility he would extend to Native testimo-
ny under the new Act, to be satisfied that the design
of the legislature has been defeated as far as the colo-
nies in the Straits are concerned.

However, we can perceive no remedy at present, ex-
cept it be in a greater exercise of caution and circum-
spection by the Judges when taking the declara-
tions authorised by the Act. Incivil cases the injury
is not perhaps, so great : but the difference in erimi=
nal suits—in leaving a fellow creature’s life to hang
upon so britite a thread as the declaration of 2 Na-
tive Witnesses, is very awlul indeed.—Malucca Weehly
Rejister, 22nd Sept.

CORRESPONDENCE.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE BOMBAY GAZETTE.

My dear Sir,—Can_you inform me, if at auy period
during the Penninsalar War, a Medical Officer was or-
dered to accompany a storming, (or more properly, a for-
lorn hope) party, as in the case of Dr. Thatcher at Guz-
nee. Many Peninsular Officers at the time viewed the Or.
der more particularly to an Officer who lLappened not to
be too great a favourite, as not intended for the public
good. A letter which appeared in the Times of Satur-
day, to which the attention of the Medieal Service was .
particularly - directed, ** Senior without patronage” may
perbaps inform you on the motives that led to »o unusual
an ovder, the pen of so wapopular '‘ and shallow” a cha-
racter as.** Senior,”” who is well known to the Sevvice,
and whose professions of disinterestedness receive that
weight they deserve, is not required to write thercharac-
ter of Vero Kemball, whose retirement from. the Service
is stiil felt and regretted : at no period of his scrvice was
he ever marked for mean and petty underhand tricks. no
act of his ever deserved of any of his juniors to decline
any private correspondence &e. with him as occurred to
one of his suecessocs.

Senior, I understand, despises public opinion :—were
he not to do so, I should feel very much astoni-hed as
possessing a virtue foreign to his natural character.

Senior possesses one sdvantage that none of his pre-
decessors ever did, as being a character whose retire-
ment from the Service will be hailed by every individual
in it with universal rejoicing.

And in conclusion, my dear Mr. Kditor, T sincerely
hope, as a Member of that Servive to which Senior be-
longs, the Govesnment will see the justice and propriety
of withholding from Senior as much power and patronage
as possible as he bas richly merited to be a ** Senior with-
out patronage.”

> MEeprcus.

“ {Heasgures, not {Ien.”

LELR GAZRDE

Thursday, Docember 2, 1841.

—— ST SRS ar——

Ouw Presidency Subscribers are doubtless
aware of the irregularity which has charae-
terized the issue of onr: Paper for the last
foctnight. The difficulties attendant wpon
the daily is-ue of a Newspaper in Bombay,
can only be kuown to those who are convers:
sant with these matters, Our Subscribers in
this viciuity are of course ignorant as to the
real eause of our late troubles, and we have
vo right therefore to expect any mercy at
thein inads [But jin ©ur detenes we st

lay a few facts before them :—our Printer,

our principal Exawiner, and a majority of
our best haids, have of late been suffering
severely from fever. and thereby rendered ut=_
terly incapable of attending to their several
duties. We have therefore been wholly de-
pendant upon chance-comers, of whose ca-"
pacity we had no-previous opportuiey of
judging, and whose attendance, being volun-
tary, could [:_x nom’m be depended apon.
As veintend to make a clean breast of it at
once, we will confess that ouricregnlarity has
not been confined to our issues, bLut that cle.
rical errors have beeu discreditably freqaent of:
late. - Under these circumstances, and after
having taken every step in our power, for the
purpose of comtinuing the Jazetle as a daily
paper ‘vithout success, we are compelled to
revert to a bi-weekly issue. Our resolution
has not been baatify tuken, or without a ful
conviction that we could not under present
circumstances conduct our paper to the satis.
faction of our Subscribers ang credit to ofr.
selves, by persisting  in a daily issue agginst »
such adverse circumstances. : i
Itis our intention to publish on Mondays
and Thursdays, a paper in size equal to the
Times, and we hope that our futare endea.
vours to cater for the amusement and infor-
mation of our Subscribers. will meet with
no more such obstractions as have. lately
impeded their exercise. We shall make our
first appearance as a Dbiweekly paper on
Monday the 6th instant.

Our Caleutta files are up to the 20th inst.,
and Madras to the 23d instant : we have
also received the Colombo ddvertiser of the
11th instant. We have mnade extracts from
them which will be found in the asual place,
but the hurry attendaut npon the departure
of the Mail, prevents our noticing them more
particalarly torday.

We insert an extract from the Madras
Atheneum, in which our cotemporary is
pleased to be, as he thinks, witty at our ex- »
pense on the subject of the notice we took
of Lady Peel’s having dived at Windsor,
&c. &ec. A

Now if our worthy cotemporary will have
the goodness to refer to his Buglish fles, he
will perceive that one of the principal main-
stays of the Whig Radical party, was the
personal dislikelbler Majesty was supposed 10
entertain towards Sir Robert Peel, and there
was no slight use made of this supposition;
during the late Elections. Under these cira
cumstances, we cannot see aunything véry
extraordinary in a journalnoticing a subject,
which considering the relative situation of
the partics must be supposed to have some
iuterest in the eyes of the public.

Tue hurried manver in which we were
oldiged to strike off vur Overland Despatch
yesterday LEvening to save the Mail, was the
cause of a great many typographical errors
appearing in the following Editorial.—We
have therefore ghought it advisable to repriut

it in our columns of to day.

»

Tt seems we are never t» have done with the great,
comtempt case as the Times has proclaimad it, and
we are therefore determined once for all to take a
general review of the whole papers therewith con-
rected as they appeared in the columns of the Times.
Dr. David Forbes Surgeon of the !st Regt. Lt
Cavalry, died at a village named Kunda whilst the
Regt. was en route from the Bolan Pass towards
Shikarpore, 21st Nov. 1839 having first made or pub-
lished a will wherein he appointed Andrew Farguhar-
son Esq. of the House of Forbes and Co. his
Agent. A Petition was then presented from one
Charles Forbes praying that letters of administration
might be granted tohim of the estate of the late
David Forbes. We forbear entering into all the
minutiz which attended the affair before us at this
stage : their republication now is unnecessary for our
purpose. 'We therefore merely state the fact that Sir
Henry Roper refused the application ; and in giving
his Judgement remarked very strongly up n the con-
duct of the Petitioner and his Proctor, attributiag to
them reprehensible carclessness in the drawing up of
this sloveny petition, and declaring his suspicion that
the grant of administration with the copy of the will
annexed had been improperly obtained and by means
of some malpracticess These observations and others
1o the same affect were endorsed on the back of the
petition by Sir H. Roper.  This took place during the
month of October 1841.—A letter was despatehied to

Sir Henry Roper by Messrs. Patch and Bainbridge
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fe lmnthm. Fagbesnndco ﬁndmg
informing ”’“‘.‘"

thamelvas a.ggtimru! by these
to remain on. thb ,oft_‘,ﬂe Ct&-v, ﬂd m
them to apprize the Judge that it was their intenticn
to move that another petition without these remarls
appended to it be substituted for the one now on the

The ,Peuuonur says. “ he is ulvmed ﬂmt it is con-
traty to the established custom of H. M’s and other
Supreme Courts of Justice, as well as of this Hon'ble
Court, for any Judge thereof 1o wnte his Judgement,
order or Decree on the face or in the body of an
original Record of the Court.” Of course whatever arc
the eontents of a petition ‘which igpresented in Court
by a Bam.stsr they have been previpusly submitted to
his, and he is supposed to be fully prepared with pre-
celents and authotities in support of the prayer of that
Petition.

In disposing therefnre of this question we shall
merely reler to what passed between Sir John Awdry
anl Mr. Crawlgrd, the peditioner’s counsel.

’ J. Awlry distinctly: asked Mr. Crawford twice,
whethier he possessed any aunthority for his present
motion, saying at t.he same time, that the propositisn
for which counsel: ‘must contend is whe her itis im-|
proper fora Judge to  write observations upon the
proceeldings on which he gives Judgement,”—again—
“ It seems to require direct authority or argument
founded on aunthority, to decide that he may not, for
the reqular way of giving Judgement is for the Judge
to write his fiat. Itis competent tc give Judgement
with reasons and dmongst the practices the most un-
constitational (adoptel I' think by Judge Field or
some of the Julres batwzen the Revolution and the
Restoration) was the discontinuing to give reasons for
theirJulzements so as to evade theresponsibility which
the constitution attached to them.”Mr. Crawford, if he
had it in his power, refrained from producing any
authority in support of the petitioner’s view of the
point under discussion, as well as from any argument
of his own. Sir Henry Roper called the Chief Justice’s
attention to a case when he, Sir H., had as ecoun-

Records of the Court. _Thispemion was aaeordmg!y S

........

. A Y s IS
. Bntmtheoﬂ:erhmd, lat us ask., Had it boe.n
x Henry Roper’s

to sully the judgement seat by allowing pw'lonal
leélings to interfere between himself and -what was
Mawﬁor, would he at the outset have expressed
ﬁﬁaelfm words such as these ? would he not rathe®

 have concealed the expression of any feeling: upon the ads ik netl ; b :
‘subject, by which a clue might he obtained as to the ST e et e e O

. i R g 38 | technie ub_;n:cr.mn to the rule.
real motives which actuated him in his judgement ? | leiittiy Jhsiin )t Wring. tha wiodsiof ding be

had adopted, but which we nced n- it farther utﬁ_wévu the l

from whom it came. Sir H. Roper says, * according
to my idea this Court has too often taken judicia!
notice of the respectability of the parties” &e. &e,
Again—* It has always been and still shall be my
endeavour to make no distinction of persons here” &c.
&c.—* As T should deul'with the humblest ndtive so
will Ideal with Messrs Forbes & Co”
words which eould not have sprung from a partialor a
weak—minded Judge. Sir Henry subsequently goes
on to defend the éndorsement of his reasonson the
back of the petition, and a gentleman of the Bar, hand-
ed up tothe judae a book onChancery praciice wherein
it, was shown that Lord Chaneellor Eldon had been in
the habits of endorsing petitions &e.—But we-donot
thinkit necessary to revert to this point. Sir Henry in
this judgement states his belief that the sole objeet of
this application is a personal attack upon himself
and the ranconrous viralence which has characterized
subsequent proceedings would seem in no wiseto falsi
fy thejustice of his opinion. 1t is quite unnecessary
¢hat we follow the learned judge in  his argument in
support of his judgement ; for its propristy and legality
have never been questioned by either party. Sir John
Awdry then in very few words gave his judgement, and
the application was refused.

We havethusas briefly aspossible laid before our rea-
ders the main points in thase proceedings up: to the
6th of March—And we may here take leave of 'Sir-J.
Awdry and Mr. Crawlord. On the 18th March after
the adjournment of the Sessions, Sir H. Roper who

sel, endeavoured to find a precedent on which to !
ground an application against a Judge’s reasons hemg
stated on an' original Document of a much more |
solemn nature, but without being able to discover
oune, The Chief Justice said that he had on more |
oceasions than one, direeted theProthonotary to record | |
the reasons of his decision on an original record. We

_ Isok upon these faets as quitz fatal to the statement of

“tion upon his Character.”

the Petitioner, anl  perfectly convincing not only as :
relaMs to the custom: of this Court, but that of all |
other Supreme Courts, and decisive as to the compe-

ency of a Julye to write his observations upon tae

procesdings on which he gives Jadgement. This being
granted we must go on and see the result of the motion
before the Court. Mr.Crawford in one part of theReport | ‘
before us makes we think, a very injudicous admission
relative to his_client, which however does not in#the

Jeast, cominy from him weaken the ground upon |

which Sir Henry rolied when he stigmatized Mr.

Forbes’ conluct as he did. Mr. Crawiord says that
« He (Mr. Forbes) swears as to facts which he could
only know by hearsay, conclusions of law and other
matters of the like nature ; but this raises no imputa-
We' beg to differ upon this
head, and look upon the excuses put forward relative
to the manner in which the affidavit was sworn as far
from satisfactory. A greatto-do has been made relative
to the obligation of an oath, and imputations said to be
cast upon certain individaals with respect to it. Now
we will take upon ourselves to assert roundly, thata
man who in his sober senses would call upon God to
witness the truth of that to which he was swearing”®
when he either did not understand he contents of his
affidavit, or had only become acquainted with them by
‘hearsay, we say distinetly that man thateither Aas nof a

_! proper sense of the valve of an oath,—OR he sw ar 1o

the affidavit having some ulterior and sinister object
in view. In some remarks upon this petition, Sir
John Awdry first doubted the power of the Court to
grant the application, and even asswning the Jurisdic-
tion, the propriety of exercising it. Thus tacitly ac-
knowledzing, and evidently against his inclination,
the propriety of Sir Henry Roper’s strictures and his
gense of the * gross irregularity” which led to them.

We regret that we cannot admire Sir John Awdry’s
‘mode of expression in those remarks. He was evident-
1y weighed down by his ideas of the reapeew.bxhty of |
thepa.rues. J_u,sncg _f:r.ed that from him wluch he |
would have wnhheld and he ﬁo:mdered &h;ongh a
labyrinth of words in whwh h@hﬁd involved hlmseli,

in his endeavour to do. whatm right and at the sam® ]

time avoid. humng the feelings of the respectable
petitioner. A Judge has imdg'htmmt feclings ; |
a.!;slif&x.'lohnwuthuymtoha its end for soft
‘words wherewith to mollify his ex Ji

mmusz have had 4mgsen@s' of" tﬁapentiuneu

culpability.

We now come to the judgment of Sir Henry Roper;
upon the first line and a half of which have been
groanded the majority of the attacks which have been

madeupon this distinguished individual. We quotc |

them. “ An impartial or soor.hmg Judgemem. on this
matter can hardly be expected from me” &e. &e.
Granting for argument’s sake, the truth of - the con_

! ances hinged.

‘we conclude |

had been sworn in as Chief Justice on Sir John Aw-
dry’s departure for Europe, made some remarks on the
i paragraphs which respectively appeared in the newspa-
pers called the Bombay Cowier and the Bombay Z%mes,
| and which formed the Great Contempt on which all
subsequent proceedings, heartburnings and anmoy-
In his remarks his Lordship said
¢hat « every Lawyer will agree that the Publication of
 of such language is a gross contempt; amounting in
the fullest sense to what is seandalizing called theCourtr
‘and using words importing seorn reproach or diminu-
tion of the C"ourt.”— In the course of his address Sir,
Henry stated Sir John Awdry had fully coincided in the
Judgemem and the tenor of the judgement which Sir
H. had given relative to the condnet of Messrs. Forbes
saying that they had only got what they had laid
themselves open to. Affidavits were put in relative to
the proprietorships of the two papers. Sir Henry on
Messrs. Montrion and Howard disclaiming having been
intentionally a party to the publication, said “ my
object is merely to vinlicate the Court and in  direct-
inz that no measures be adopted towards you respect-
ing this affair, 7 do no morethan I should do by eny
ather persom, who being a Co. Proprietor disclaimed
having been knowingly or intentionally @ party to the
publication, or who having been wilfully a party to it
intimated that he felt regret for his conduct.

The whole proprietors of the respective papers
Times and Courier were ordered to appear before the
Court on the 27th Mareh.

In all this we can trace no apparent object, but a de-
sire to preserve the dignity of the Bench. Had harsh
measures been his object, hadhe it in contemplation
to persecate as well as punish those who had in the
first instance made a personal attack upon him under
the cloak of a motion before the Supreme Court ;and
in the second instanco not only libelled him, but the
office he holds through the medium of their avowed or-
gan, was auny opportunity more favorable than this ?
And did the learned Judge take advantage of it?
Didihe close the ears of the Court to explanation,or did
he even ask for apology ? We shall seein the sequel.

{ Oa the 27th March.

the Court house was as the

of difficulty the parties ordered to appear had succeed-
| ed in obtaining the assistance of two Barristers. Messrs
Cochrane and Dickeénsen were the fortunate individu-
| a's from whom *“duty to their clienis”demanded just
l | fication of a gross and deliberate insult to the Chief
Justice. ‘Some affidavits were put in, containing dis-
claimers from some parties and from (wo very influ-
| ential Natives not only disclaimers but apologies. Mr.
Cochrane then, proceeded to argme the case, in
~what  some people call  an independent fa.shion
some an impudent one. His argument tended

that it had been the sole object of the parties te insuly
the Judge, it hinged entirely upon the jurisdiction
of the Court and upon what hecalled the unusut
method which had been adopted by the Court in briwging
the parties before him. But we would ask, has it ever
been doubted by any lawyer that it is competent for
Her Majesty’s Court to esll before them summarily th.
authors of a libel npon that Court ! Mr.

Cochrane it is

‘true made a feeble attempt to shew the eontrary, but Le'

wish to gratify private pque t

We pass by with contempt the si gmﬁct!.mn which has |
| been 1 put upon these wards as only worthy of those minds |

—These are |.

Times says crowded to overflowing—After a good deal-

in no degree to do away with the impression
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ld.d’ failed in the eyes of all who were
'__i tot(ﬁdﬂn and conversant with the laws and

. Wehave often regr
hat uo lawyu- wis Iﬂm inst

ofthehwlsunnﬂym

Mz Cochrane mib‘llawedhy l!r thmn who mllad
out a speech in the course of whigh, he
observed cutdown his leade’s argamen
the article-in the Tunesaww mpt, a
Sir Henry gave “him back l.% :
of course hisdetermination to :
circumstance which nnght

Sir Henry Roper delivered

legality of his eonduct has not been duuh:ad.

His Lordship expressed his anxicty to afford the parties and
ther ¢ locus penitentize” and concluded by directing 'rules
to be drawn up and personally served upon each of the
several Proprietors who had not disclaimed, to appear on Tues"
day next to shew cause why an attachinent should not issue
against them. The leurded judge also  said that he  adopted
this course in preference 10 proceeding by attachment in the
first instance i ogder to give each of the parties another

wopportumity of either disclaiming all guilty koowledge of |

tihe articles in question or regret for their appearance iu
tae Journals iu questioa. Mr Cochrane mow apparently
astonished atthe calin determined and wethodical mauner the
judgeseemed to pursue,then requested as he shouldhave
done before, knowinyg their contents, that the affidavits
originally put in might be read as they contained a
fuil denial by the several Proprietors of their having
seen the articles before they appearcd iu print. The
Chief Justice with great consideration, as it appears to
us, allowed the proceedings to be opened again an

the affidavits were read. ~On their conelusion Sir H
Roper cxpress&.l his regret that these affidavits had
not been brought more particularly to his notice as’

they should kave been  at first as such a  course would '
Mz |

have rendered 21i the proceedings unneecessary.
Cochrane shuffied over this by saying he had stated
these uffidavits. Afes a slhort ‘couversation all to
the same effeet, His Lordship ordered all the rules to
be dismissed.© At thisstageafew remarks may not
be out of place. We have belore us two individuals,
a Judge and a counsel. The Judge cites certain
parties, proprietors of newspapers to answer for, dis-
claim, or express regret for, two gross and unjustifable
libels upon the Court over which he presides. These
parties appear by Counsel. The Judge at the outset
of the proceedings receives affidavits froma few of the
individuals containing either discluimers, expressions of
regret, or both, and at once discharges the rules as
faras they were affected.  The afidavits were read in
open Court, the Jmlgas expression of satisfaction was
uttered so that none could fail to hear, and the terms
upon which these individuals were released from res-
ponsibility must have been known to every one in
Court. What course then should Mr. Cochrane have
pursued, had itbeenhiswish or that ofhis clients thatthe
proceedings should drop here? was it not his bounden
duty in such a case to press the contents of these affidavit-
upon his Lordship'sattention, and if he perceived a dis-
inclination on the part of the Judge to receive them,
ought he not, to have exclaimed dgainst the injustice
done his clients by a rejection of what had been
considered sufficient to satisfy the dignity ofthe Court
when presented by other individuals. But does Mr.
Cochrane do this ? does he beg, intreat, nay insist, that
these affidavits should be read? Not he! He states

the affidavits and they are smuggled upon the files of

the Court.

What then is*the inference we have a ‘right to draw ?
Why that it was not Mr. Cochrane’s infention that the
Judge should know the contepts of these affidavits,—it wa s
not his intention that he should know them until all other
of the scrape had failed, * We'll see
if'we can’t bully him out of it, and thenif that fails we
can produce the affidavits.,” Want of “ ingenuousness” in-
deed may be well imputed to Mr. Cochrane’s eonduct ay
this part of the proceedings, and we will udd a waut of com-
mov honesty and all feeling of self respect. It amounted
to desingenuousness of the lowest order—And yet not
withstanding all this the .Judge received them : the Judge
in whose administration of Justice these partics have lost al]
Confidence.—We must go on however,

On Tuesday 30th March a special ecclesiastical Court was
held, and the Chief Justice on taking his seat applied to
Q;!r. Cochrane as to whether certain words to the effect that
he, Mr. Cochrane ¢ would not allow his clients to apolo’
gize” had been used by him and whether™ they were intended
to reach the ears of theCounrt. Mr.C.avowed the use of words
of that tenor and that all he uttered in that Conrt was
“jutended forthe earof the Judge."™ The Chief Justice

means of getting out

still unwiiling to proceed farther, still anxious to put an end |

to tbege puinful proccedings and to prevent the sins of
counsel being visited upon his clisnts, put it to Mr,Cochrane
tosay he had not been instructed to use these words or that it
was 4 mere indiséretion. But the brive old hero of merchun-

dize stuck to it, dellghtedat the prub ability of another oppor-

tunity for displaying his aficction for the Judge. . The con-
sequence of this very wise and prudent step ou the part of
Mr. Cochrane was of course that the proceedings were re-

opened and attachments were issned against all the parties
Poh good cause be shewn' to: the contrary  within four
i thc ngwu.or the rule. The Court then adjourn-

il

dugmod nf." 'I‘haphy was opsued by Mr.Cochrane who
returned to higtasklike agiant refreshed. We need not go with
him thro' his. speech, The line of argument he adopted con”
vincests if possible more then ever of ils not having been
his intauti_dn in the first instance that the J ndge shoukl kuow
the eontsutsof the affidavits. The learncd counsel labuurd

the 5th April the contempt case “was

ery ingeniously and as events have proved with some suc_
cess, to convinee the Public that the quarrel was theirs ag
much as his, and that the origival guestion of malpractice
ot the part ‘of the Bombay Merchant, was dropped in favor
of a defence ofthe liberty of the Press, and the independence
of the bar.

'l‘helpuohofhhccw.lmge was calm and dlsm&'d

t0 say that
uhqn ﬁll! was no desire on
.lhuld was clearly displayed,
Thel!nleswemofunmnllauchrged These gentlemen
having respectively stated that they rested the case on their
respective Petitions and  affidavits aud on the dmhon of
their counsel’’ &e. &e.
| The Chief Justice in conclusion appe‘leﬂ to the Bar as
to whether  the affidavits had been properly brought to his
notice as containing disclaimers by Mr Cochrane, or whether
he did not rather allow the Judge to remain in ignorance
of these important matters.

Mr. Montriou (Barrister) and a Proprietor of the Times
assured his - lanishsp-af the regret and indignation he felt
at the misconduct of the Times.

The Gentlemen of the Bar in answer to his Lonid-ps ap-
peal -expressed themselves through Mr. Campbell. That
learned Gentleman: said that he was instructed by all his
learued friends round hinxto say thatthey were of opinion that
the petition and afidavit containing the disclaimer were not
sufficiently brought to his Lordship's notice in the first in-
sta..ce,and that the bar entertained the highest respect for his
Lordship’s conduct throughout the proceedings. Mr.Cochrane
. hot _being present on this occasion, Mr. Campbell at the
request of the other Members of the Bar wrote toMr.Cochraue
asking him to be in Court the following day when he would
repeat what had passed that afternoon.

The following day therefore Mr. Campbell again
_addressed the Court in the same terms, adding
11:3.; in wnhholdmg the disclaimers there had been
a want of ingenuousness on the part of Mr. Coch-
rane.

That gentleman rejoined, insisting upon his having
brought forward the affidavits as the hundreds who
heard him could testify.

The matter there dropped.

At this time beyond a doubt the whole press of
India had joined in the outery against the supposed
attack upon the liberty of the Press. The mode of
proceeding which Sir H. Roper had adopted was ex-
claimed against, and the original cause of the whole
affair lost sight of. Not a word was now heard as
to the propriety of the attempt to defend the wid.w
and orphan from down right robbery and extortion.
and the libelupon the bench was utterly forgotten
The barrister Merchant was lauded to the skies, the
Cochrane testimonial was all the rage and the maz-
mificent sum, of £ 10.from some of the Houses in
Bombay and £5 from others for whom he had made so
splendid .a display of forensic eloguence enabled
them to present him with a “ Testimonial” This
testimonial seems to have rendered the learned
pleader more testy than ever, for when he had no
Jonger a Chief Justice with with whom to bandy
sweet discourse, he fell foul of the ex-Governor ot
Ceylon and we believe the affuir was eonsiderad not
very “ high caste.” We must now take our leave of the
lear ned Gentleman who proceeded to England.

We are not aware of any thing of interest relative
to this affuir oceurring from this period until the
Times printed the petition which was presented to
the House of Commons by Sir Geo. Larpent. We
ought perhaps to mention that the Courier in his
issue of the 16th instant said thatit was not likely
that a third Judge would be appointed here (a peti-
tion had been forwarded to England for one) as mno
counsel of eminence or long standing could be found
to accept the office ( we take the liberty of saying
twang to this,) '

We now approach this wonderful petition with all
becoming respect and trembling. Itis to usa mat-
ter of no small astonishment, that the petitioners in
this case, these sticklers for the correct administra-
tion of justice should have so signally betrayed their
ignorance of its very first principles. A more
complete inversion of the real meaning of words, a
more designedly tortuous mcthod of stating cir-
cumstances we never had experience of. Truth is
utterly lost sight of, and the mocking jesuitical humi-
lity of the tone of the petition utterly expels the idea
of an honest intention actuating the parties from
 one’s mind. The petition contains many untrue
statements which we shall take in detail.

1st. Itis untrue that Sir H. Roper in his judge-
ment of ‘the 12th" February *avowed himself in-
fluenced by hostile personal feelings towards the
said petitioner” al the’ it is certainly true that he
was grossly insulted by the said petitioner in private
society. And now for a word upon this point. Had
Sir H. Roper given a different decision, thatis one
0 suit Messrs. Forbes, (of course disinterested )
views of justice we. suppose he would have been
 hailed as an upright Judge, and a second Daniel.

What a very mistaken man Sir Heary must be. So
far from using this language, he says in the very
og_nset of his speech that in that Court all shall be
treated alike: 2nd- That Messrs. Forbes, method of
swearing to this document could not have been
very exemplaryorover andabove correst,oritwould net

hmebeenmxfbrhlm to plead youth aund inexpe-

rience. As to Messrs. Forbes, regard of an oath with refer-

ence to his acknowledged carelessness in this instance ve
jeave it to the public discernt.mwen Srd. .&gto the m

ment in the petition that the rrrepmauhalﬂe Wﬁu

the said parties rose fur above thesc measureless m*‘“"“*:
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we presume Messrs. Forbes and Co., signed the petition. 4th.
Sir John Awdry certainly designated the petitioner and,
his Firm as persons of * known respectability, but Sir H.
Roper says “ it dves not arise from their conduct res:
pecting the wills and estates of deceased British subjects.
5th. The paragraph in the petition commencing tidl" :vou;
is a

humble petitioners” and
very correct but perfectly
founded upon most .
of Bombay imumediately expressed the stron
the public mind.” This is not troe—the United Serv
zette said very little about it, w&';gmbu, Gazette
the opposite side of the Question, and the two leadiny jowr-
nals (this is very rich—the petitioners being part proprietors)
were the culprits on the occasion. 7th. The Petitioners
and the “ well known” Editor of the Zimes are at issue res-
pecting the propriety of the maumer in which the Jinlge pro-
ceeded. The former grumble at being proceeded against,
and the latter in his leader of 20th March highly approves
" oof it :
8th. It is a wilful perversion of fact to say that efery
one of these cited individuals disclaimed in open Court the
slightest participation in the Newspapsr pu"gn.phl &e.
&e. &e., that is in the manner the petitioners would have
it believed by the British ®Public. These disclaimers were
not, we solemuly declare within the kuowledge of the Ceurt
until after every attempt:had been made by ecoumsel to af-
fright the Judge from his course. This is a most wieked
misrepresentation of fact. 9th. The petitioners may twad-
dle sud twaddle on about the inference they draw from what
Sir H. Roper said ubout the impossibility of finding an im-
partial Jury. If the Jud};e ever did say so, we quite agree
with him, and if these mercantile gentry wonld recollect a
little of the customs of their mother country they would
discover that a trial iz frequently removed from one coun-
ty to another, and that without any imputation upon
the veracity or rectitnde of those who wouwld other-
wise have sat as jurymen. 10th The Local Press was never
silenced. It would perhaps have been better for the Charae
tor of the Times, 'the now be-smitten Newspaper of all In-
dig, if such hud been the case.—Finally'we hesitdt e notto
characterize this petition as a document, uvhich contains
misrepresentations, malversations, and perversion of facts,
a document which wheu it comes under the serutiny of
impartial and disinterested Judges, will redound fur more
to the discredit of those who at present, deem it unanswer-
able, than it can possibly result in any unpleasant couse-
quences to the enlightened and independent judge whom
it now ARANS. _
One single word as to the Editorial which preceded the
petition in the issue of the Times. Our contemporary has
stated what is unfounded on fact (and so he knows it),when
he identifies the Barrister with any part of the Proceedings
beyond their opinion of Mr. Cockrane's disingenousness
and their admiration of the Judges bearingion the Oecuion}'
They neither expressed ner intimated approval or disappro=
al of any part of the transaction beyoad this, and we can
only attribute this misstatement on the part of our well
kuown” brother to his soreness at finding himself deserted,
by four proprietors during the investigation of what Mr.
Montriou (one of them) called his “ misconduct” With
regard to the soi-disant faulty administration of
justice, thers have beem just as many suits brought
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L. TM__ 1 Petitioners profess profound respes :
the British Institution, but this respect is strangely
bited by }eouu? of malignant amh':x and
against o Judge, in consequence of his having
desire to prevent Speulators from filling t

hold of the properties of such unfortunate Euro
atestate  in ia, because they are thereby enabled t
®s, and to keep the money for a

at the present Chief Justice, Sir
fing practiced at the Bar here,
ully cognizant lans and schemes made use of
hat purpose ; fears erefore entertained by the Spe-
calatars that through him proper measures may be adopted
in order to have justice done to the relatives of the Intes
tates in every part of the world. ;

V. lothe heginning of this year, an application was
m;:; to the Supreme Court for lettérs of administration,
which application was made in so sloveuly and irrecular
a mnme Judge refused it and mall.e(l'y it byg the
legal name “ malpractice.”

VI. This legal word © malpractice” being reported to
the applicant, he being a mere youth of little experience
took it in a wrong seuse, aud soon afterwards insulted the
Judge, by conduct which any Geuntleman does not use to
another, and especially towards one holding the distin-
guished commission from Her Majesty of the Puisne
Judgship, and consequently one of the most elevated ranks
in this Presidency. ) -

VII. This party next attempted to force the Judge
te take his observations off the files of the Court, and gave
‘uotice te the Judge that the whole case should be tried
before the full Court. The Judge then read his decision
of the Case, in which he stated that- however little an
impartial eor soothing judgment might be expected from
him, he should do his duty. He did so—and the full Court
confirmed his judgment.

VIII. This Party irritated at the resnlt had recourse to
the N pers. Thereis in Bombay a Newspaper, called
the Bombay Times set up by a sort of Club, calling them-
selves “ the Chamber of Commerce,” because consisting of
a number of the second rate Commercial houses. One
of the objects of that Newspaper is to bully and browbeat
their opponents. (1)

IX. Having failed in the attempt to bully the Supreme
Eourt, the Party had recourse to the Club, when by one
of those contrivances, which theélub loves, the case was
got ready according to their fashion, and sent home in an
exparte state, together with their monthly [Newspaper, in
order to prejudice the Public mind in Europe.

X. The attacks were subssquently earried on in two
News-papers, the Bombay Times and the Bombay Courier,
and the Public on all sides declared those attacks to be
wunjust. It was attempted to accuse the Judge of favoring
the Registrar of the Supreme Court ; but the Judge having
declared that he thought the percentoges ofall were exces-
sive ; this accusation dropped.

X1. At this time, in consequence of the retirement of Sir
John W. Awdry, the Chief Justiceship became filled by
Sir Henry Roper, who on succeeding to his new office found-
ed the Supreme Court an object of obloguny and reproach
being reviled by men that ought to stand forward in its
defence. g

XII. Obligedby his oath to maintain the dignjty of the
Supreme Conrt, the Judge caused the Proprietors of these
Newspapers to be cited before the Court, in order that they
might publicly declare, if they were sanctioning the arti-
cles published in contempt of the Court.

XI11. Al the proprietors having attended, several of the
most wealthy and respectable iustantly disclaimed all par-
ticipation in any publication tendingto bring the Supreme
Court into contempt ; but there were others who animated
with the hope of irritating the Judge, sought by the Agency
of a Barrister, well known for personal diseontent as well
here as in Caleutta,to dispute every act ofthe Judge how-
ever legal and copstitutional.

XIV. Thehounest and honorable proprietors having on
their disclaimers been dismissed, the others who sought by
shuffling and trickery to baffle the efforts of the Judge to

. maintain the dignity of his Court, soon shone forth in high

relief. sl
XV. There were denials made of the publications being

into that court as previously to this declaration of

want of, confidence, and it is a fact that a European
seldoni or ever comes into Court unless dragged inand

. very men, who in their petition to the House of Commons,
may have wrung with a hard bargain. But this is of

compelled to do tardy Justice to some native whom he

no consequence, they never used to come into Court, but
the Naitives do as they .ever have done, and to tliem
the satisfaction as to the mode of ddministering Jastice
is complete.

We have thus endeavoured to lay the main features
of this case before the public, and shall conclude by
assuring our English readers, that however an inter-

ested ‘and dependent cotemporary may endeavour to |

poison the public mind by vain assumptions and ground- |
less assertions, however the subscribers to the above-
mentioned petition may lay the flattering unction to their-
souls that their cause has already triumphed in publio
opini on, the Bombay Press is asfree and unshackled as
ever, there exists no want.-of confidence as to the ad-

ministration of justice amongst honest men, and that
the Bar requires neither Mr. Cochrane’'s eloguence, or
the assistance of falsehood to support its indepen
dence. ; :

(COMMUNICATED. )
JusTicE 15 BoMBAY

To the good sense, impartiality and love of Justick of Bri-
tish subjects in every part af the Globe, and especially of all
those who take any interest in the Discugsion now carried
on by TRIRTY ONE Inhabitants of Bombay against thé chicf
Justice of Bombay ;— 5 e i

The following unbiassed statement on the part of all
the Inhabitants of Bombay, other than the said Thirty
oue Individuals, is fearlessly submitted as affording full and
fair means for forming a correct judgment.— 7

We of all ranks, characters, and _Btn.!:l?ﬂl, civil, military,
religious and otherwise, constituting in numbers, in wealth,
in respectability, in talents, in experience, and also in res-
pect for, and in attachment to the British constitution and
laws, the aggre of the Inhabitants, or otherwise the
Public of this Island, feel ourselves bound to come for-
ward on this occasion, in order to preveut our silence from

" being misinterpreted. We have read with astonishment an
m published in the Bomsiy Tiues of the 17th of
No er 1841, and which purports to be a Petition to

the British House of Commons, on behalf of one
Persons residing here ; and which said article is, in our
opinion, & tissue of ignorant assumptions, of wilful mis-

esentati of gross exaggerations, and even of false-
hoods, woven together by some ns in secret, for the

purpose of iauwmgh‘t:e British Public, and of mislead-
ing the British H of Commons, and perhaps the
British Government into irregularities and acts of iujustice.
QOur comments and statements thereon we shall now enu-
terate, one by one, in plain language.

1. Those 31 Petitioners profess to feel the
solicitude “ for the impartial administration of Justice
in Her Majesty's Supreme Court of Judicature in Bombay;
for the ¢ of Commercial credit from public as-
persion by the Bench ; for the freedom of the Press; and
for the independence of the Bar.” all this sounds well in
declamation ; but facts prove that their feelings are far
more deeply engaged by solicitude for their own pecuniary
profits. g

contempts, but those denials proved vague, for evena bar-

rister employed on before some, fracnkly admitted that
the szuy T'imes had committed a gross oue. :
XVI. Strange to state, but it is nevertheless true, the

profess such profound respect for the: institutions of the
Country, struggled by every trick to avoid giving any sa-
tisfaction to the Supreme Court for those admitted con-
tempts. .

XVII. Some disclaimers were read to the Court, which
by a sort of jugglery, their Advocate turning to them, ex-
claimed that * they made no apology.”

XVAIl. In the publications of the following days, their
newspapers blazened ferth that “ they had not given an
apology.” . :

X1X. The dignity of the Court being thuas trifled with,
their Advocate, the discontented Barrister was first asked to
disavow those expressions ; he refused. His clients were
then summoned anew. when another attempt to irritate the
Judge having proved unsuccessful, the requisite disavowals
were made tothe Court and the parties liberated. g

XX. The conduct ofthe Batrister was declared by his
Brethren of the Bar tobe such, as exhibited during the pro-
ceedings a want of “ ingenuousness.”

XXI. Though thus obliged to admit the right of the
Court to obtain satisfaction for the contempts published
against it, the Parties resolved to persevere in their factious
opposition, aund got up petitions in secret to the House of
Commons. The Club prepared two, ouneof which aftter
six months delay was first published here on 17th of
Nov. (2) The other Petition is said to be one praying for
a third Judge; but this second Petition, the doughty ad-
voeate, who received 3100 Rs. as a subscription from his
31 clients, and proceeded in May last to England, has kept
as yet in his breeches pocket in London, where he is now
laughing at those he has left here floundering in the mire.
XX1I. The petition lately printed, prays for the re-
dress of the grievances of the proprietors of the two News-
ers and of other inhabitants of Bombay to the num-
of thirty one persons. It was presented to the House of
Commons on the 30th of September, and has been sent out
to Bombay for the Judge's observations.

XXI1ILl. Itis not difficult to point out the glaring in-
consistencies of this Petition. The majority of the Petiti-

. oners are Scotchmen, who seem not to recollect the truth

of the lines.

“ Ah wad but Heaven the giftie gie us
“ To see ourselves as others see us.”

they forgot that in order that a petition to the House of
Commons should be received with attention the hands
that t it, ought to be clean and not stained with the
plumsar of the Widow and the orphan. -

XXIV. There isnot one of the 31 Petitioners who will
venture to deny the fact of the great efforts made to conceal
properties of the Intestates, that die in [ndia.

XXV. Is itnota burlesque plea in a Petition to
find the Petitioners crying out for impartial justice.” while
all their struggle is directed to preserve a partial and irre-
gular way of gaining percentages ? »

XXVI. Isitnot burlesque to hear those thirty one Pe-
titioners shouting “ Commercial creditis assailed,” because
the Supreme Court stated its conviction that those irregular
and improper plans for gaining = percentages, kept up by
Agenciesin Bombay ought to be put an and to?

XXVIL The plea of the freedom jof the Press being
endangered is beyond compare, most ludicrous, e:raeiall,
wow when the Bombay Timeshas become signal toall
India, for its abuse of the Constituted authorities. All
persons from EArL Auckraxp the Govenxor GENERAL,
and from Sir James RiveETT CARNAC the late Governor
of this Presidency down tothe lowest Native, who do

not subseribe to the doctrine that the, Bombay Club of

out of the properties of widows and e
I1I. It is notorious that there has long existed on the
part of certain parties here an exgeeding eagerness to get
as die

>mmerce le on all and every subject of polities.
2 linble to be vilified in its-twicera-

C '.. oo

nid that the independence
is at the time when
oy made a S lieie advoeate on acoount
of Lis having the Court during several
hours ; and when they sent him home with their petition
to have him made the third Judge here 111 (4).

XXIX. Itisastrong proof of the odd reasonin;
the 31 Petitioners ro find them eomplaining in realit)
the House of Commons that the Laws have not |
enforced” against themselves ; they appear as if |
wished to mystify or humbug the lower House of the
Legislature. ~Ace they not aware that if the House of
Commons order an investigation, it will soon discaver
that all their allegations are inconclusive, unfounded and
insidionsly got up for the purpose of deceiving the Legis-
lature and the Government into unconstitutional acts?
The House must then in its indignation scout the petition
aud cousign *‘ the rejected thirty one” as a mocking
number to the contempt of the present and future gene-
rations. (5).

XXX. The attention of Parlinment being awakened
to the actual irregularities perpetiated with regurd to the
properties ¢f Europeans dying intestate in Indis, it may be
hoped that efficient measures will in lature be adopted
for doing justice 1o their Relatives, and at moderate

b charges.,

XXXI. It is not however to be supposed that all the
Petitioners are wrong headed ; there are among them some
sensible’ men who are now héartily ashamed of their
factious opposition to the Supreme Court, while the great
mujority, from not misundersianding the matter, have
like sheep merely followed, where the raims went before.

We therefore, in behalf of the aggregate of the Inha-
bitants of Bombny, wishing to prevent the mistakes and
blunders of ** those thirty one’ from being considered as
the acts of the Bumbay Public. and anxious to proveto
all the world our respect and veneration for the Consti-
tation, Laws & Institutions of our Country, and desirous
of making these sentiments known to sll our fellow
subjects ; have drawn out this unvarnished statement,
without the knowledge of, andunfluenced by any of the
Judges; and we further deelare that this statement which
is founded upon and borne out by the afidaviisand
declaratiens of some of the most respectable persons of

= ppmm of known respectabili i

press his entis uittal of them from i

MH mqu:d%n th Sir :-&u;ﬂna wof
himself did subsequently in open Ceurt on the 18th day of
Merchlast, virtually retract all the gross terms which went
to destroy for ever the moral reputation of his said Peti-
tioner heyond having made an affidavit in an apparently
« 258 manner. TI!a.tdtnplher irrespective, however, of
the justice or the injustice of the Honorable Judge'’s

felt m deep ini
::;xl'l‘h o1 of -" ' severe censures to “ several other’”
T him and not before him Judiially.

ur | re. doubted the right of the
_con ﬂiﬂu} the conduet or character
of ! ‘nat ft;*ﬂﬂ’  doubted still more the
rigEif-“- the Bensh to asperse the reputation of
who were not present to vindicate themselves ; and
the manner of the ion which left it quite uncertain
who might be the parties intendedby the Bench and was
particolarly alarming. But your Petitioners felt the
deepest cause of their alarm as freeborn British sub-
Jeets in the bare ussertion, and exercise, of the right of
such estra judicial Cenmsorship. They believe it to be
not only. in principle, repugnant to the British Law
and  Constitution; but that, in practice’ it would
prove the most mtgerable of despotisms: That the
precedent being once established, the exercise of this
tremenduus right of censure would lis only in the dis-
cretion of the Magistrate using it; That its applica-
tion in ove instance would justify it in any other ; and.
that no commercial credit, no private reputation. would
be any longer safefrom the most tyrannous, irrespon-
sible, and uncontrollable of Censorships.

That these alarms were aggravated to the utmost. by
the fact that this encroachment on the most saered
rights of your Petitioners was not the act of an Ege:
cutive Govenment, but of that very Powe® to which jivi-
tish subjects ever look up with the devpest reveren d
confidence for the protection of their lives, liberties wad
reputation.

Thar the Press of Bombay immediately expressed
the strong indignation ofthe public mind, at the ussump-
tion of this alarming right of Censorship by the Bewcn
and that the Houorable Sir Henry Roper (being then
advanced, on the retiremeut of the Houorable Chicf Jus-
tice Awdry, to the Chief Justiceship of this Honorsble

this City, and even in agreat measure by the very written
documents of the 31 Petitioners themselves, can, instead
of being signed by merely 31 persons, possessed of not
more than one thirty second part of the wealth aund |
property of the Island, receive, if necessary, the signatures
of 3, 100 of the leading Inhabitants, many being B:i-
tish Merchants of Bombay. Our earnest and solemn
wish is to uphold the independencs and iutegrity of the
.Judges.
Thisis the Pusric Opixiox ; ¢
This is ComamoN SENsE ; unid f
This is the Praww TrorH, |
24.” 1841. i

(1) 'The ignorance, the inpadence and the insulence
of the Bombay Times are every wevrk commented on by
the Calcutta Journals, and especially by the Friend of
India yet-the Bombuy Courier is now the mere echo of its
bullying Brother. nd] . -

(2) This Aole and eorner rahuou ywas got up in se-
eret and notwithstanding all the efforts of the petty
faction and its leaders has not been and will never be |
undersigned by the best informed, most expericnced, and
moat respectable Europeans in Bombay, many of whom,
ou the other hand, declare that the Sapreme Court even
if wrong, (which it decidedly was not) uuﬁilt to be gup-
ported. This shows true respect for the British Institar
tions,

(3) The BembayTimes in its arrogance is now engaged
in reviling the Barvistérs of the Supieme Court, because
they uphold the dignity of the Court. They fiom their
studies and profession must be considered to understand
the principles of the British Constirution, of whieh the |

Bombay Nov.

Scoich Editor of the Bombay Times appears wholly igno- |
raunt. '
(4) There is now exhebited by the Hombay Times ‘I
dispisition to fawn oo Lord ELLENBOROUGH the Pre<1-
peNT of the Boarp of ConTROUL, bntwhen that Noble
Loid, who has had no experience of the Govermment of
India, since the principles of the liberty of the Press

| have been comverted imto instrumwents of caluwniating

and reviling the highest institutions of the state, shall
hiave seen the workings of the evil, it is highly probable
that some otfthe legal arrangements adopted in England
to keep the Press in order, will be introduced into practice
here and that the Supreme Court will not be left singl
handed te defend its dignity, against the most unworthy
and most debasing of all ussailants, the low, interested I
Peculators on the preperties of the absent Widows &
Orphans, ; |

(3) The population of Bombay is estimated at aboat
310,000. The Petitiorers could not obtain more than one
person in ten thousand, and uwot even half of their own
Club to sign their precious document, ,

Why does not the Bombay Times or the Bomoay Courier
with ** the echeing horu” publish the names of the 31
Petitivners, for the edification of India ? Because the
best of them are ashamed of bad Company !!! i
TO THE HONORABLE THE COMMONS OF GREAT
BRITAIN AND IRELAND IN PARLIAMENT AS- i
SEMBLED.

THE PETITION OF THE UNDERSIGNED .
BRITISH SURJECTS RESIDENT

IN BOMBAY.
HUMBLY SHEWETH.

that yeur Petitioners approach your monorable House
with feelings of profoundest respect aud of unbounded con-
fidence in the wisdom and justice of your Honorable mouse.
Yet your petitioners feel the deepest solicitude in so doing
for the grievances which they would humbly submit to your
Honorable House, affect the dearest public rights of your re-
titioners: The impartial administration of Justice in mer Ma-
jesty's supreme Court of judicature in Bombay; The protec-
tion of Commercial Credit from public aspersion by the
Bench; the Freedom of the Press; and the mdependence; of
the Bar. 3

that the Honorable sir Henry =moper, then Puisne Judge
of mer Majesty’s Supreme Court of Bombay, did on the 12th
day of February last deliver- a written Judgment in the mat-
ter of a Petition from Charles Forbes,a British Merchant
resident in Bombay, wherein His Lordship avowed himself
influenced by hostile personal feelings towards the said Pe-
titioner, arising from circumstances; which had occurred else-
where; and declared that an impartial Judgment could

| bhardly be expected from him” That His Lordship proceeded

in strong terms to charge the said Petitioner with having
not proper sense of the obligation of an oath ,” aud with hav-
ing” sworn roundly’ to tacts not within his koowledge, fur-
ther accused the Firm of which the said Petitioner was a Mem-
ber as guilty of a systematic infraction and defiance of law
and right in_concealing property” belouging to the Estate-
of parties deceased; and that His Lordship did further allege
at least three times in his said Judgment that the said gail

chants of Bombay.” whom His Lordship did not name — this

shing little short of downright perjury. n

That although these measure and accusations, ajy ainst both
the moral character aud conduct of the parties named by
His Lordship defeated their direct injurious tendency by their
own paplable injustice; and although the i ichable re-
putation of the said parties, rose far above them;:your Peti-
tioners could not but regard such licence of by the
Bench as amost deplorable abuse of the sacred Judicial
function. :

That the Honourable Sir John Awdry, then Chief Justice
of this Honorable Court notwithstanding the charges of the
Hon'ble Sir Henry Roper against the said Petitioner and

hisFirm, stated his belief that the Petitionerand his Firm,were

| of strong personall feeling, and that

ty. course was also regulariy pursued by "several other Mer- |
fraudulent and illegal system being implicit upheld by some |

Court, and being the sole Judge left on the Bench) did,
on the 18th day of Mareh last, himself move the Court
to a prosecution of two leading journals of  this Presi-
dency, for Contempt of Cuourt; and ordered the Eecle-
siatsica] register of the Homnorable Court nceorﬂingly to
cite before his Lordship, not the Printers of those Joar-
nals (who were legally respensible ) nor the well known
Editors (who were alone inorally respousible) a.but :h;
Pruprietc;rs :—a body of men of various pr¥es-
sious in life, parties whose names not being

law to be regl':sler means. s i

That this proceeding sppeared to your Petitioners mose
harsh, eruel and unjust. That every one of
these cited indiv:duals disclaimed in Open Court, the
slighest participation in the Newspaper p-r.gnph; con-
demned as contempt of Conrt : and that the great majority
of them accompanied this declarsiion witha most
respectful protest against the Jurisdiction of the Court
and a humble priyer to be heard by Counsel.

T'hat this prosecution of the Press by Her Majesty's
Court by sifting the Journal and unavoidably deprived your
Petitione~s and the Public, of that fair and constitutivngl
mode of expressing public grievances. That it wasa
still further aggravation of the case, to find that the
Prosecution was conducted fn 8 manner which also de-
prived the accused of the invaluable privilege of bein
tried by a Jury oftheir countrymen : and that it filled your
Peti ioners with a sense of the deepest astonishment,
nay a feeling of humiliation, when they beheld the sole
Judge of 1his UHonorable Court proceed himself without
any de-lay, to try and judge acause wherein he was the
Prosveutor —a cause immediately connected with that
vory case ia which he hadjalready frankly avowed the hias

an impartial j

could hardly be expecied from him, 3 ftl:l s g

_That the Honorable Mr. Chief Jastice Roper give as
his reason for depriving the cited individuals of the bene-
fit of atrinl by a Jury, that their wealth and influence ren-
dered it doubhttul whether an impartial Jury could be found
in Bombay.That yourPetitioners and the public,are aware.
that the extensive Grand and Petty Jury Lists of Bom-
bay comprise the very iutelligence and respectability of
every rank and station both European and Native, in the
Presifency , and that theis integrity has over and over
again been honored with especial encominm from the
Beneh :—this observation of the Honorable the Chief Jus-
tice, appeared a most unjust agpersion of the whole
community.

That your Petitioners feel it unnecesssry to lengthenout
this nar-ative by details of the Proceédings which ensued.
Suflice it to say that the cited parties who were heard by
Counsel were first adjudged to reappear before the Ho-
norable Court on a subsequent day :but that the Honora-
ble the Chief Justice, on maturer deliberation. orderedthe
Rule to be discharged. That two days aftewards, how
ever, in consequenve of an expression used by the learned
Couansel for the cited Proprietors, which expression bad
scaped His Loridship’s earsat the trial, and only came te
his knowledg. afterwards, His Lordship informed the
learned Counsel in open Court that if he vid not avow the
indiseretion of that body _he would again site his
Clients before himn on the original charge of Contempt.

That your Petitioners felt that the Independence of
the Bar was most grossly violated by this proceeding,
which was tantamount to holding out the favour of the
Court as a bonus &a Counsellor, either to confes
himself guilty of an™ffence with which he felt he was
not justly chargeable, or to give up his Clien
nishment for another offence of which they
dy ﬁc;red their innocence.

t the learned Counsel declining to avow any in-
discretion—his Clients were actnally again cited, and
appeared before the Court ; when eounsel proved, on
the voluntary affidavits of many individuals of highest
respectabil.it_y, that his alleged indiscreet expression
had been directly called for by the Court itself, and
was not only discreet but necessary.

That the Rule for Contempt was ultinvately ordered
to be discharged, .

That your Petitioners leave these truly deplorable
proceedings to speak for themselves : and would merely
sku[pplicate with great earnestness, the attention of the

onorable House to the fact, that although the right
of Censorship over parties not before it, claimed by the
Bench, may for the ent be checked inits exercise
by the force of Public Opinion, which has heen
raised against it, and which when the loecal
Press was silenced, found its utterance through
an In t Bar—the~ Honorable the Chief
Justice Roper has not yet uttered one word to allay the fears
of your Petitioners, or the Public, for the future; nor ten-
ding in the slightest degree to assure them that that right is

| not yet asserted by his Lordship in all its extent, and may
not ere long be again enforced, with the most ruinous conse-
quences to your Petitioners, and the Community at large.

That your Petitioners solemaly declare that their eonfi-

alrea~

Her Mzjesty's Sapreme Court of Bombay has been undermin-
ed by these proceedings ; and do most respectfully but ear-
uestly implore your Honorable House to take these premises
into immediate consideration, and to apply such remedy for
redress of the grievances humbly set forth as to the wisdom
of your Honorable House may seem best.
. And your Petitioners will ever pray, &e.
Bombay, 26th April 1841.

e
PRINTED AND PUBLISHED FOR THE PROPRIETOR , AT

THE GAZETTE PRESS, APOLLO STREET OLD ADMIRALTY
| HOUSE_BY J. W. CROSCADDEN,
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