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_ the schooner srrived at the Bay, but
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'NEWS FROM NEW[ZRALAND:
(Prom the Port Philllp Patriot,)

April 30th,—There was at the Bay
of 1slinds an American Consulate sta-
tioned st Wahpu, at jwhich the Ameri«
can ships always brought up and re«
fitted. There was an ostensibly
American store there under the firm of
Smith and Waitford; Smith is away,
snd Waitford (an Englishman) s
mansg'ng. There has been strong
reasons for believing that the plan of
the outrages at the Bay was formed
and all the proceedinga fomented by
Waitford., He has a schooner named
the I Don't Know, which arrived a
week or two since from Sydney, and
so strong were the apprehensions of
the Government that she would bring
down powder and ammunition for the
nativer, that when it was known that,
by a vessel that arrived previously,
there were letters for Smith and Wait-
ford in the post-office, the Governor
and Council issued an order, snd the
Jetters were opened. In due course

the captain of [the St. Louw, U.S,,
then laying there, (who had been com«
municated with by the Governor) im-
mediately boarded her, and finding
sbout twenty ensks of powder, took
possession of them. The schooner
then came on here, discharged her
cargo for this place, and then s=t mil
for the Bay again, it being generally
understood she went for the purpose
of removing Waitford’s property, wnd
taking him away. To-day however
the schooner has come back a prige 10
H.M.S. Hazard, with Waitford on
board a prisoner. The Governor and
a number of magistrates have held an
investigation of some hours, and the
result is that Waitlord  has been
brough' ashore a prisoner. 10 o'clock,
r.M.—The Hezard has just come in,
sud will merely take her prize crew in
and be off again. No news of the pro-
ceedings st the Bsy is allowed to
transpire. The North Siar is however
there, which is one comfort.

May 18t—The examination of Wait-
ford at the police-office Fas lasted all
day, and ended in s commital for
having stolen property on bosrd. The
schooner has been anchored under the
guns of the barrack fort and dis.
mantled.

May 2nd.—The schooner has been
entirely discharged of her eargo, und
every part of her being pulied down
to sesrch. | have now attempted to
put you in possession of facts as they
srise. Hondreds of romours are being
hourly propagated with which I have
not troubled you, The vessel by which
1 send this sails within the hour.

MELBUURNE POLICE COURT.

GHARGE OF EMDIZZLEMENT.

Mr William Vine M*Vitie, lately chiel
clerk in the Treasury sppeared by his
atlorney, Mr Duerdin, to answer a
charge of embezzlement on the oath of
Captain Lonsdale, Sub Treasurer for
Port Phillip. Mr Gurner, Crown
Solicitor, appeared for the Crown,

George Turnbull swornand examined
by Mr Gurner.—1 paid a cheqne for
£40 1o Mr M<Vitie, as clerk 1w the
Treasury on the 17th of Jinuary Ins:,
The cheque was paid by Turnbull Orr
snd Company, into the Treasury on
beball of their constituents, who were
Mr Curtis, two sums of £6 [6sand £10
license. | can't swear to the other one;
I think it was the license of Mr Cun.
ninghame £10, making altogether £33
13¢; this amount 1 paid with this
cheque for £40, receiving the difference
from Mr M Vitie ; I think it was paid
in notes 3 [ «id not obtain the licences
at this time; | received the receipts
about the 20.h of April last; I think
Mr Reeves wrote the receipts out aund
Captain Lonedale signed them ; they
were sent down to Gipps Land ; I paid
that money on behalf of H. M, Govern-
meat, and to Mr M*Vitie in his capacity
88 clerk inthe Treasury; thetcheque
has been charged to my account at the
bank,

8y Mr Gurner—1 paid that cheque
fo Mr M*Vitie on account of Messs
Tu"nbull Orr end Co., of Port Albert,
on account of the assessments of 1heir
Constigents: | belicve that Mr M Vitie

was then scting 83 clerk in the Trea-
sury.

William Lonsdale, Sub«Treasurer, ex-
"mued by Mr Gurner—On the the 17:h
danvary, “1845, Mr M*Viiie was em.
ployed v clerk in the Treasury, and up
to the 30.h of April last; it was Mr
M'Vitie's cuty tn receive all monies
Paid into the office ¢ his directions wore
10 pay the money each day Into the

8k ; he was required to enter these
Mmonies in the cash book, which it was

% duty 1o keep; 1 huve the book here
(produied), this is the beok in which it
%8s his duty 1o make such entries j on
the 17(h January there aie filteen en:
Iries therein; the first entry therein is
® recript from the costoms of £222
115, there monles are paid by the cus-

book ; the bank brings up a receipt
to me, Without this item the sum of
£120 43 8d are the rest of this days’
receipts, Tt is Mr M*Vitie's daty to
enter every piyment made him sepa.
rately. There s no sum received from
M+ Cartis or Messrs Turnball, Orr
and Co., entered smongst these entries
on the 17th January, There is no sum
of £33 13sentered on that day. These
monies were not accrunted for by Me
M*Vitie on thatday, 1fthey had been,
they would have been entered. The
book has been in his keeping, he has a
clerk to assist him, MrM*Vitie is some-
times absent, and the entries must be
made by somebody when he is absent,
but 1 hold Mr M'Vitie responsible] for
all entries: The balance in the Trea-
sury Book shou'd shtw, (hat the balance
corresponds with the account at the
Bank. On looking through the book, I
see on the 21st April those eantries,
The items are—~John Cartis, in asgess-
ment, £6 16+ 6d, for the period 1st
July to 3lst December. 1844. The
same perttn (John Curtis) in  assess.
ment for a period from Ist Janvary to
30th June, £6 16+ 6), Then there is
John Curtis, a license, £10. There is
no year put against the last som, HR. C,
Cuninghame, for nssessment from st
July to 30th June, 1845, £10. There
is no other memorandam here connected
with these four entries. Those etries
are in the handwriting of Mr Reeves,
the clerk in the Treasary, and in the
office with Mr M'Vitie,” whom he as-
sisted as recriving clerk, The payments
are paid in daily, and a general balance
at the end of the week. The balance
was made on the 25th Jinudry, The
figures on the top of the page are in
Mr M:Viie's handwiiting. The sum
total of the balance after the 21st April
wus added wp wrong, the item £33
135 beiog left out. (Hy the book, the
beach rul-d that although the entry was
made in the cash booky the sum of £33
135 was omitted in the sddition, They
also rematked that the addition was
£206,496 8. 34, whereas it should huve
been £216,530 15 3d, making it exactly
£33 135 short. By adding that smoant
up correctly, or £33 13sshort, it makes
it apparently tally with the amount
received in the Bank that day. The
omission of the £33 135 in the addi-
tion, made the bank book and Treasury
book correspond,

Charles Reeves, sworn and examined
by Mr Gurner—I1 am clerk in the Trea-
sury. My daty is to do anything that
Mr M‘Vitie teils me. The item Johu
Cu'tis—assrssment £6 163 @1 twice
over, John Curtis £10 license, R, C. Cu

ninghame £10, is in my handwiiting

I gawe receipis for them, and | made th-
entries as a matter of course, becavs-
the monies passed through my hand.,
| made those entries because Mr M*Vitie
told me to make out the licenses and

entrances for that day, and those entries
followed as a matier of course, 1 mide
the receipts, but was not directed 1o
make the eutries of those loar items.
Mr G. Taraball brooght a memoranfam
with him on the 215t Apiil, saying that
he wanted receipts for two assesss
ments, and a license for Jobn Cartis
and R. C. Coninghome. 1| made the
entiies from G. Turnbull’'s memoran-
dom. | mede out these receipts by
direciion of Me M*Vitie, the figures
26499 8s 3d are in Mr PPenn’s hand-
writing. 1 altered the figures from
23000 to 26,00). The figures before
aliered were in Mr M*Vitie's hand-
writing.  If the sam £33 13s were
added to the addition, it would have
mude the sum sppear so muoch more
than there was in the Bank. On the
day these entrirs were made in the
book, Mr M:Vitic said he had received
a cheque sume time preylously from
Mr Turnbull, He said he thought he
hud the cheque at home. This was
Inst month,  He also made ths same
remark on the 21st April. He told
me he'd go to Turnbull’s and get
another cheque, and that he bad lost or
mislaid the first one.

By Mr Duerdin=It is my duoty to
pay money into the Bank if Mr M¢Vitie
desires me 1o doso. He desired me to
do so oo the 17th January into the Bank
of Australasia, which it appears [ did
from the Bank slip (produced). 1 paid
the sum of £229 45 8d into the Bauk
on that day. Part of that amount was
paid by eheque from Turnbuil, Orr and
Co., lor the sum of £40, which is the
same cheque and forms part of the
amount patd into the Bank that day.

Mr Daerdin—Dao yoar worships think
it necessary for me (o go on with the
case any further?

Bench—Yes, we do.

Cross-examinatton continued.-- Tbis
document (produced) containg items
omitted, to be accounted for by M«
M'Vitie. This document was prepared
by me, by Captain Lonsdale’s direc-
tions, about ten days since. There is
also an item of £33 135, the total
makes £78, which Mr M*Vitie has to
pay to the Treasary, The sum in Cap-
taio Lonsdale’s possession left a balance
in the defendant’s favor. The figures
on the whole of this paper were written
by me, in the absence of the defendant,
This observation applies to the whole
of the peper. The item “ A cheque of
Mr Blair's for £2 125 6d" has not been
presented to the Bank, although paid
into the Bank. 7The next Item is,* to
give an order for £24.” The next item
Is Auction Duty ar Bear's, £25 175 1d,
for the month of May ; June, £17 8s
4d; July, £19 17s 11d, balance £62
13s 4d ; deduct £17 18s 4d paid, leay-
ing a balance of £45 53, which Mr
MVitie had to pay. The next item is
£33 134, the subject of the present
charge, total £78 18s, leaving a balance
in favour of Mr M Vitie of eleven shils

boms thomoelves, bat entered_in this

livgs, Caplain Lonsdale oidered me

to get an order from Mr M<Vitie for
his ealary, At this time Captain Lons-
dale had |in his hand £54 13¢ 104,
There was no hesitation on the defends
ant’s part to give the order for his
salary of £21 13+ 4d.

Captain Lonsdale crosssexamined by
Mr Duerdin.—This is a memorandam in
Mr Reeves’ writlng; it was all written
by my direction; some time ago Mr
M Vitie got into great irregularities, and
I ondeavoured to protect him and mak-
him regular, The sum of £80 was
placed in my hands by the defendant,
who said he was aware that he had re.
ceived certain monies by cheques, which
he believed he had lost; (he item of
£33 13+., forms the suhject of the
present charge, it was included in this
memorandum with my knowledge. to a
cerlain extent; afier it was discovered
that there was this deficiency, I sent
to Mr M'Vitie to explain if he had lost
this money, when | should have said
you ‘“may pay that deficiency out of
the money in my hands”; hearing he
was nboat to leave this colony, I report.
ed the matter 1o Government. [ direce
ted Mr Reeves to také down that item
to get Mr M'Vitle to explain it. The
entry of the 25(h April is cleatly false.
The addition is broaght forward from
one page in a smaller amount (£33 13
less) than the addition carried forward
sbould have been; the fizures are in the
hundwriting of the defendant; (he
amount in page C, of £:6,531 34, iy
brought forward io page D, as £26,406
8s 3d, Mr M'Vitie left money in my
hands to meet deficiencies, the sam was
deposited 10 meet general deficiencies
that might arise. The sum of £80 was
lodged by Mr M'Viiie in my baods to
meet any deficiencies that m'ght ensue
from his negligence,

George Reginald Penn sworn and ex.
amined.—l am nuditing clerk in the
Treasary ; the figures, in peacil, at the
bottom of page C, 26,531 3s. are in my
writing; there were ollier figures the's
belore | pit my own; 1 believe the
figures were Mr M Viiie's, bat I can-
not positively swear,

Captain Lonsdale, by Mr Duerdin.—I
do dot know that a balance of £50 is
due to Mr M*Vitie for over payments by
him—he has said so, but I never could
get hm to explaing the matter; with
reference to the item, Jones & Thompson,
£12 124 6d, he may have pointed this
and other items out to me, but 1 cannot
now remember; I believe that he has
paid monies twice over, lrom the fact of
his carelessness,

Mr Guiner here submitted to +the
Court that be had mide out a prima
facie case against the detendant, and
such ad would warrant the Benrh in
scoding the matter to a jury, Io the firgt
place he had proved that the defendant
wasa clerk in the Treasary, and that h-
had received certain monics wn the 17,1
January, in virtuv of Lis office, and has
not accounted lor the same, neither had
he done 50 on th= 21st April, the mon ed
not even then being entered in the cash
book, but merely by Mr Reeves,

Mr. Duerdin—This is grossly irregus
lar ; Mr Guaroer should have addressed
the Court before any evidence was cal.
led=he is now addressing you on my
evidence,

The Bench rrquested Mr Gurner would
confine himself 10 his own case,

Mr Gurnersaid, he was willing to com-
ply with the desire of their Worships,
and would go wpon snother principle
altogether. There was a dificiency in
the accounts of the defendant, and he
reflused to account for them ; according
t» Wood's Crown Cases, it was held that
an indictment could be supported by a
general deficiency ; (cited the cases of
Hex v Hall, Rex v Hubson, R & Ry 50,
Rex v Taylor, id. 63, where it was lad
down, that a party was guilty of em-
b zziement where he did not account
with his mas‘er for a particalar sum of
m ey, when he had accounted for others
received at the same time or afterwards )

Mr Duoerdin In reply thought the
lsarned gentleman should have read on
a little further, aad until he arrived at
the case of the King v Smith Russell &
Ryan, in which the prisvner admitted
that he had charged himself monies res
ceived on account of his employer, bat
which he neglected to hand over, and
the presiding jodge ruled that the priss
oner was not guilty, Mr RReeves hal
stated the conversation he had had with
Mr M:-Vitie, who desired him to enter
the amount, but there was no evidence
to shew that he refused to account for
it, or that he denied its receipt. Mr
Gurner had stumbled oo the case of the
King v Grove, which in the same page
he would find was overruled by the King
v Lloyd Jones, wherein Mr Jastice
Vaughan ruled, that where money was
received and entered, but uot handed
over, the party was not guilty of em.
brzzlement. In this case the money
was paild into the Treasury, If there
were any embezzlement in the matter
Captain Lonsdale by exhibit F (ihe
memorandum made out by Reeves) made
by his aathority, was a complete con-
donation. ; it was by Caplain Lonsdule's
request that the order was given by the
defendant to Reeves ; the sum of £76
was still in Caprain Lonsdale’s posses-
sion, which with Blais’s order would
leave a balance of 11s in favor of his
client ; but assuming that the £33, was
not paid, having a balance in his hands
to meet it, he (Captain L.) bad made

\ this matter one of acc 'unt,

The Beoch retired for a few moments,
snd on their resuming their seats com-
mitted the defendant for trial, bui
allowed the case to be such a one as to
admit of bail; the defendant in £200,
with two sureties of £100 each, which
was immediately tendered,

]

MORE ENGLISH NEWS,

(From the Bydney Herald,)
——

The arrival of the Amelis pat us in

possession of Koglish newspapers to the
20th Januaary,

Trade continaed good in every des
partment, remarkably so, considering
the season, The wool trade was par-
ticularly buoyant, and the prices had a
tendency upwardst The mutton tallow
of this colony was so superior that it
“commanded ready sale at prices varys
ing from 1s to 25 above the best Rus-
sian.

The Lord Primate had issued a pas-
toral letter to the clergy and laity of
the province of Canterbury, respecting
the divisions iu the Church, which have
lately attracted so much attention, The
most important part of His Grace's let-
ter is the following : —

¢+ What | would most cordially recom-
mend, for fhe preeent, is the discons
tinuance of any proceedings, in either
direction, on the controverted guestions,
In churches where alterations have been
introdaced with general scquiescence,
let things remain as they were; in
those which retain the less accurate
nsage, let no risk of division be incur-
red by any attempt at change uontil
some fnal arrangement can be made
with the sanction of the proper aotho-
rities. In the case of charches where
agitation prevails, and nothing has been
definitely settled, it is not possible to
lay down any general rule which may be
applicable to all circomstances, But is
it too much to hope that those who are
zealous for the honovr of Gid and the
good of his Charch, will show, by the
temporary surrender of their privite
opinions, that they are equally z-alous
in the cause of peace and charity.”

ORIGINAL LINEY FOR THE OEELONG
ADVERTISER,

AN UNHAPPY RFEFLECTION,
I've been, alas! these two last years
Erslav'd with worldly hopes and fears—
With grav‘ling creature.good :
I've had no peace, and, what is worse,
A ipher in the universe
I, all this time, have stood ,

“Tis painfal to look back and see

Two years so badly spent by me=
Two years for good use given:

1 have done harm loastead of good —

1 have my warmest fiien's withstood,
And madly fought ‘gainst heaven,

I have my precious time misspent,
And often my * one talent’ lent

To wifling, childish fun ;
I have my many friends deceived,®
I have the Haly Spirit griev'd,

I have myselfl undone.

None have [, but myself, to blame ;

On%me alone be all the shame—
The shame of creature-love.

1 knew my old besetting sin,

And, when temptation first came in,
1 shibuld bave look'd above.

Oh ! if 1 ,conld that time redeem,
The largest finite price would seem

A Lrifling sum Lo give.
But ah! *tis now too late, d*ye tee?
I'm hast!ning Lo elernilyy

And soon shall cease to live,

N H,
Melboarne, Tth June, 184%:

* They thought that [ shounld become eminen t
for piety and zeal ; whereas my piety has sulfered
considerable declension, and as for my seal it has
not been " according to knowledge.**

The Squatters’ Advocate.

* Men who know their rights
And, knowing, dare maintain.*

THE PATRIOT AND THR
SQUATTERS.

We give below the leading article
of the Patriot of Saturday last, verba-
tim, lest he should again say that we
have misreprésented him.

We mast bitterly complain against
thie reckless manner in which our con-
temporary impugns our molives for
advocaling the cause of the squatters.
Can he not discover sufficient reason
for our doing so, in the momentous
aspect of public events, the growing
hostility of the public to the squat-
ters: and the approach of a crisis in
their fate? In ouropening nrli.cle
on the subject of the Patriot’s p:fliucs,
we expressed our conviction of his per-
fect dincerity and honesty of purpose.
He replies by a gross insinuntw,: of
venality on our part. We disdaio to
enter into any dispute on such a sub-
ject, and shall content ourselves with
itimating to the Editor of the
Patriot, that although we will over-
look the discourtesy in the present
instance, on the supposition that ho
really does not mean what he. says,
yet, if he is over guilty of a mn‘llarJ

months more, wool

—_—

offence in future, we shall be com-
pellcd to treat him and his insinua-
tions with silent contempt, and to
cease all communication with him
as a public writer. We will never
countenance that low system of
abuse which has prevailed in Mel-
bourne, and in all controver-
sies, shall insist upon the obser-
vance of, at least, the conventional
rules of politeness requisite in 4
civilized state of society.

Under the above protest, we shall
proceed to a short notice of our con-
temporary’s arguments on the squat-
ting question,

We have slready denied the charge
brought against the squatiers of en-
tertaining a desire to enter into com-
petition with the owners of purchased
lands in the raising of grain. We
have had occasion to hear the opinions
of hundreds of squatters on this sub-
ject ; and we never met with one
who did not acknowledge the unfair-
ness of the present system—nor ope
who held the sentiments attributed to
them by the Patriot. Indeed, their
“unjust demands— their ruinous de-
sires,” as he calls them, have no
existence except in his own imagina-
tion. But even should a few indivi-
duals, and one or two, indiscreet
wrilers, entertain ultra opinions on
the squatting question, it is illogical
and unjust to ullur a sweeping
anathema against the whole class,
[t isZtrue that thereis a loud
cry for fixity of tenure ; and
surcly there can be nothing un-
just or ruinous in snch a demand o,
in granting the same upon fair con-
ditions. We do not know where the
editor of the Patriot meets with
those who demand a fee simple of
their stations without giving an equi-
valent, We do not believe there is
such a being iu the Geelong district
and itis none of the smallest. If
any of the pretended friends of the
squatters advance such ridiculous
claims,we have no doubt the squatters
as a body will resent their officious-
ness,

One of the principal reasons for
apposing the claims of the squatters,
is that they are “wealthy,” “potent,”
and *“ powerful.” Because they are
wealthy they ought to be plundered ;
and because they are potent they
oughtto be “levellod.” Wealthy!
is it so soon forgotten that a few
months ago, they were all on the
verge of bankruptey; that their
flocks were almost valueless and un-
saleable,—and that the present gleam
of prosperity is the result of an acci-
dental change in the value of their
produce in the English market ? It
is not at all improbable that ina few
may fall, and
wheat may rise, so that the land-
owner and the squatter may change
places. Away then, with the short-
sighted and narrow minded jea-

ousy which begrudges them their
present moment of relief from
pecuniary soffering., As for their

power and potency, it appears like
mockery to apply these terms to men
who are denied the commonest political
rights of their feilow colonists.

In regard to the amount of money
paid into the Treasury by the res
spective classes of
squaltters; it appears co us to be absurd
to compare the annual payment of the
latter, with tha interest on the immense
sum which was 8o madly thrown awey
by the Melbeurne speculators intown
and suburban allctments, a few years
since. We posiuvely cannot seethe
object of the comparison. The fol-
lowing is the article which has calied
forth these remarks ; —

land-ownefs and

THE GEELONG ADVERTISER AND
SQUATTERS' ADVOCATE,

The Editor bas sadiy misrepresented us in
a paragraph of thet journal of date, (frout
page,) Saturday,4th of June, (ivner page, )
Wednesday, 4th June, thus, *In 1839, he
condoles with the squaliere as & porsecu el
race : and in 1545 reviles themas a grasping
and selfish erew, heaping vpon them indivie
dually the errors of the sysiem to Which ha
formerly acknewledged them 1o be victinm
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