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say that several _instances have oceurred. where the Le.
gisit’: u.e uas mu‘:i‘UOSt'u its ‘10\\79:' :majf_ lﬁ‘rgp g‘:‘: re-‘*ean
ings of calises that- had been decxdf i, - As late as 1833

ci}_ I84, a law ‘passed’ authonsmg a bill of review and 1
re-argument upon the terms to which.: ‘ihese taemorialists
now submit themselves.. But the. committee have not
feit’ itiemeeives”concluded - by the precedents to which
their fattention has been di: rected.. It appears to them
that no'certain fixed rules can bg estabhshed for the go.
verimeént cf the Leglslai re in_such casés. If any reéiie ef
can_be granted at all, we bhould ‘consider rather the De-.
culiar’ 'cu'cums:arces ‘of each ap*zhcauon to determme‘
upon the propnety of gratifving it. "It shoﬂd not be
.anonrdpri in exny case m: ne!y Gecadse o
a..;ount 'nvolved nor of the i __,_,? r
the p-riies themselves. If such ap e to
depend sclely”on” these considerations, what 1magma-_f

tion cou!d be restrai:.ed within reasonable bounds, when
a percor. s opinion of his own case constitutes his only
rigut io petition? ~ Who can define the end of such de-
marids, or foretell the mischief they may work in bring-
ing the Legislative and Judicial de partments in eonﬁ:ct’
The committee concelve that the safest eourse is not to
g:’atul auu}i ayya Lduuua, excepi upon l'le uearest cun-
victions of error in the Jjudgment of the court,’and that
mjustlce would grow out of its extensjon. Avo:dmg |
decision ‘of the right to interfere. they have examined

and ""‘“p’}’ refler *"" upon. Jm ~mtt,meuts and nronf 4o~

"
=
[ )
e I
Y
!
3

compan}mg the memorial, to discov. r the clrcumsm

that cominend this petition to the favorable notice of th
: Logis!ature. Affer a very careful . investigation of the
whole ease, the) are not. prepared to say. ;&;og the deci-
sion of the court will cause ‘such injus'ice and oppres.
siexm as, in _:he;r opinion, alone. snoum justify any legis-
lation to impe pede or arrest the course of judieial proceed-
ings. ~But it is alleged that evidence bzs been discover-
ed since: the date ‘of the decree, which, with that in pos-
session of the couri before, wiii tend to prove the ille-
gitimacy of Mrs.’ Ewing. This allegation would pre-
sent a otrong ground for a’ review and re- -hearing of .the
idenice, were such as to afford a reasonable presump-
tion that the court would have decided differently, if that
new evidence had beeg | prev.ousn y betore them. Upon
t:lze_ aso then - nroved the eo
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