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REPORT FROM THE 

been some. inattention in seeing to their timely revocation; it is probable .that 
many a Warrant had become inoperative long before the period when it was can­
celle'I. In that respect there is a marked improvement in the practice of the 
present Home Secretary as compared with that of his predecessors; since the 
average duration of the Warrants issued since September 1841, does not exceed· 
40 days ; and in many cases it is as low as 3 or 4 days. 

From the Abstract that has been given of the Warrants issued in the present 
century, it appears that about two-thirds of them were Criminal Warrants; for 
by far the greater portion of those marked •• Uncertain," appears to belong to 
this cl888. 

So far as the Criminal Warrants go, no suspicion arises that unfairness o~ 
partiality has directed their· issue. With regard to the other class of Warrants, 
though ihere have been some few issued by different Administrations that have 
been in power during the last 22 years, in regard to which it is obvious that 
on a subsequent review of the facts, a difference of opinion might arise, as to the 
discretion exercised in each particular case, yet Your Committee see no reason 
to doubt that the conduct of the Secretaries of State belonging to each of th06e 
Administrations, has been guided by no other motive than an anxious desire to 
preserve the public peace, with the maintenance of which they were charged. 

It does not appear to Your Committee necessary to follow the Warrant from 
the time of its reception at the Post-office, to that of its execution. The Letters 
which have been detained and opened are, unless retained by special order, as 
sometimes happens in criminal cases, closed and resealed, without affixing any 
mark to indicate that they have been so detained and opened ; and are forwarded 
by post according to their respective superscriptions. 

There are other caseR, under the asd and 36th chapters of the 1st of Victoria, 
besides the case we have been considering, in which Post Letters may lawfully 
be detained, or delayed, or opened, by an officer of the Post-office. These 
excepted cases are the following: when the person consents, to wbom the Letter 
is directed ; when the Letter is returned for want of due direction ; when 
the person to whom it is directed is dead or cannot be found, or shall have 
refused it, or shall have refused or neglected to pay the Postage thereof. If 
any Letter not included in the above exceptional cases be opened, delayed, . 
detained, or abstracted at the Post-office, through the malpractices of any officers 
of that department, such offenders are liable to severe punishment under the 
latter of these Acts. 

With regard to aJI other Inland Letterll, Your Committee are assured by the 
Postmaster-general, by the Secretary of the Post-office, and by the President of 
the Inland Department at the Gene1'8l Post-office, that the secrecy of cor­
respondence is inviolate ; and this assurance they have seen no reason to doubt. 

Your Committee will here notice a statement which has been made, that 
Letter-bags from Dublin, Brighton, and other places, have of late, before being 
opened, been taken, out of the usual course, into an inner room of the Inland­
office at the General Post-office, for the purp<>se of being there examined. The 
allegation of fact is correct, so far as countmg the Letters, and observin~ their 
external appearance, goes. This is frequently done, in order to ascertain the 
condition of the bags on their arrival, before their contents are delivered over to 
be sorted, it having been found a necessary check upon the commission of 
irregularities by the subordinate· functionaries of the Post-office; but this exami­
nation bas no connexion whatever with the opening of Letters under Warrant, 
and it is not the method practised when Letters are detained and opened by 
authority of the Secretary of State. 

On the subject of the Foreign Department at the General Post-office, the 
secrecy of private correspondence, Your Committee are assured, is kept inviolate. 
Certain Warrants bearing respectively the signatures of the Right hon. Charles.­
James Fox, when Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 1782, and of bis suc­
cessor, the Marquis of Carmarthen, were laid before Your Committee; which, 
being of a very comprehensive nature, have, in conjunction with other informa­
tion, induced Your Committee to believe that diplomatic correspondence, when 
posted in ordinary course, incurred in this country and in the other great 
States of Europe nearly equal risk of inspection. How long similar Warrants 
continued, and when they were finally recalled, Your Committee have no · 
information, nor do they think it their duty to report as to any,ractice which 
may have existed in reference to this part of the subject. 0 this they are· 

satisfied, 

o 1 byGoogle J 
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