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wish that he would not call on the House
to come to a decision without further con-
sideration.

Mr. Esicourt thought, that the hon.
Member might more properly have intro-
duced his proposition some years ago, when
abuses existed in regard to committees on
private bills, which had since been re-
moved. The amendment had been made
on various occasions, and some of them
in the course of last Session. Besides, no
system could obviate every possible incon-
venience; and for: his part he was of
opinion that if they removed from private
bill committees all Members who had an
interest in them, they would only deprive
themselves of the necessary local in-
formation,

Mr. Labouchere hoped that his hon.
Friend would not press his motion against
the reecommendation of the committee of
last Session that the system then adopted
should have a fair trial. The question
whether committees should be exclusively
official and divested of local interests was
one of very great difficulty. That House
could not separate its committees from the
representative character of the whole body
and render them strictly judicial, as were
the committees of the House of Lords.

Mr. Pryme considered it would be a
ereat evil not to have local Members on
1e committees, and thought that a com-
mittee, constituted on the plan of the hon.
Member for Wizan, might, with the
greatest possible desire to do justice,
eommit gross injustice for want of local
nowledge.

Mr. Hume would ask the hon. and
earned Member for Cambridge what lhe
would think if he vere to see a jury-box
filled with persons having a local interest
n the malter to be tried, and the cases of
a jury and committee were exactly similar,
He would “admit, that it had been usual
to consider Members were placed on those
committees to do the jobs of their consti-
uents, But that was an abuse which he
wished to see done away with altogether,
He would admit, that many abuses which
had existed formerly in respect to the ap-
pointment to private committees, had been
remedied, but that was only a reason for
getting rid of the remaining ones. He
thought, that the time had come when
there should be no more temporising, and
would, therefore, support the motion of
his hon, Friend. He, for one, would not
se afraid to go before the country on this
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question, as he was convinced, that every
honest constituency would say, that they
would rather submit a question to a com-
mittee having no local interests, than be
subjected to jobbing.

Mr. Rice said, that it was frequently
cons.dered an advantage at quarter ses-
stons and assizes for a jury to have local
knowledge of the matter in dispute.

Mr. Ewart, with every disposition to
accede to the proposition of the right hon.
Baronet, felt so strongly, that justice and
reason were on his side, that he must press
the question to a division.

The House divided :—Ayes 22 ; Noes
24 : Majority 2.
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Corpvyrieur] Sergeant Talfourd
moved for leave to bring in a bill to amend
the law with respect to Copyright,

Mr. Warburton could assure the House,
that he did not intend to let even a stage
of the bill pass without offering to it his
most strenuous and determined opposition.
When the matter was formerly discussed,
either upon the introducing of the bill, or
the second reading, Gentlemen on that
side of the House stated, that they en-
tirely disagreed, both with respeet to the
principle and details of tbe bill, but if he
would allow the hon. and learned Mem-
ber to lifrfiang in the bill, when it came into
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committee they would assist him in op-
posing the details of the bill, and then
there would be no difficulty in getting rid
of the question. He divided the House
on the second reading, and those Gentle-
men voted with the hon. and learned Gen-
tlemen. He of course supposed, that
when the bill came to the committee, he
should have had the assistance of those
Members, amongst whom were her Ma.
jesty’s Attorney-general, and some of the
Cabinet Ministers, but when the bill came
into committee, he had as much reason to
complain of the state of the House as the
hon.and learnedGentlemanhad. Those who
had promised him their support were not
in altendance, and he had to fight against
the bill single handed. He would not
commit the same mistake again, and there-
fore it was, that he was determined to
ficht it in every stage, and if he could not
cet support in that House, he would en-
deavour to get it out of it. He considered
the bill as one that was caleulated to in-
flict the greatest injustice on certain por-
tions of the community. In the very out-
set of the question, the hon. and learned
Gentleman and himself were at issue vpon
the true principle on which the judgment
of Members ought to be guided with re-
spect to the measure. He considered,
that that judgment ought to be formed
upon its utility. He did not agree with
that mode of meeting the question. He
contended, that the interests of authors and
the interests of the public were both to be
considered,and properly and duly weighed.
It was upon these grounds that the dis-
cussions before the judges and the House
of Lords proceeded. On former occa-
sions, when this question had been argued,
the hon. and learned Member had said,
““1 have the common law right with me.”
Debate adjourned.
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HOUSE OF LORDS,

Thursday, January 28, 1841,

Mmwures.] New Peer.—Earl Somers took his Seat on
the death of his Father. ]
Bills. Reada first time :—Copyhold Enfranchisement.

Answer To TuHE ADDRESS.] The
Lord Chancellor announced to the House
that the Lords appointed to present the
Address of the House to her Majesty had
waited on her Majesty accordingly, and
that her Majesty had been graciously
pleased to return the following answer i~
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““* My Lonbs, :

¢ thank you for yourloyal and affection-
ate address. I entirely rely upon your as-
sistance in the maintenance of the best inter-
ests of the country, in the preservation of
peace, and the promotion of the general wel-
fare of my people.”

Auswer to be entered upon the jour-
nals of the House.

Triarn or THE EARrL oF CARDIGAN.]
The Lord Chancellor had to inform their
Lordships that he had felt it his duty to
hold a communication with Mr. Justice
Bosanquet, who presided as senior judge
at a recent sitting of the Central Crimi-
nal Court, upon a matter connected with
certain proceedings which had taken place
respecting a Member of their Lordships’
House. He had received from Mr, Jus-
tice Bosanquet the following answer :—

“ Montague-place, Jan. 28, 1841,

¢« My Lord—In answer to your Lordshi’s
inquiry respecting the proceeding at the
(‘entral Criminal Court, in the case of the
Farl of Cardigan, in October last: I have the
honour to acquaint your Lordship, that an in-
dictment having been found by the grand jury
against the Earl of Cardigan for feloniously
shooting, with a loaded pistol, at Harvey Gar-
nell Phipp Tuckett, with intent to murder, to
maim, and disable him, and to do him griev-
ous bodily harm against the form of the sta-
inte in that case made and provided, Mr,
Adolphus {as counsel for the Earl) moved
the court to direct, that the recognizances of
the Farl and his sureties for his appearance at
the Central Criminal Court might be respited
to the ensuing sessions, on the greund, that
the Earl being a Peer could not be 1]1'1ied in
that court, whereupon it was ordered, that the
recognizances should be respited accordingly,
to afford an opportunity of removing the in-
dictment to be tried before a proper tribunal,
cither of the Lord High Steward, or of the
t{ouse of Peers. I have further ascertained
Ly inquiry of the clerk of arraigns, that simi-
lar orders have been made at each subsequent
«essions for the respite of the recognizances.
—1I have the honour to be, my Lord, your
Lordship’s obedient servant.

J. B. Bosanquer.”

“The right hon. the Lord High Chan-
cellor.”

Their Lordships being thus, by the
authority of the judge before whom the
question arose, put into possession of a
knowledge of the facts, it was for their
Lordships to say, whether they thought it
right, that the course which had been
adopted in all similar cases should be

| adopted on the present occasion, and that
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