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alnie, and that at the said terni in Septenber bhi ad his lady with himi, to prevent him froi
giving way so publicly to the inmodeiate use of intoxicating liquors. At the time of the
said court held at Nev Carlisle, in March of the year 1828, I saw the said judge very often,
alniost every day, not in a state of absolute drunkenness, but in such a stgte as to be inca-
pable of perforniing his judicial duties. f speal off the conduct of the said judge in court
during the greater part of the sittings of flic said court, at the said terni held in March last
mentioned. Front the tern held ii March 1828 to the term held in September 1832, the
conduct of' the said judge on the bench, during the sittings of the court in the inferior
district of Gas pé, was the sanie during the several ternis of the said provincial court, held
during the said space of' tirne as that previously held by the said judce during the said
Marchi terni of the year 88. I except the Ju ly terai at Carleton mn tie ear 1832, when
I was represented by a deputy, at which terni the lady of the said judge did not accompany
him. According to comnion fame, public report, and vhîat my deputy told me, the said
judge was drunk during the whole of the said July terni, froni the first day to the last;
the said judge was even unable to sit during several days of the said term. On the 4th of'
November 1832, according to the orders of the civil secretary for the timne being, I left the
inferior district of Gaspé to comne to Quebec, a journey which I performed partly by land
and partly by sea; I have rernained at Quebec froin December of the saie year until
the present day. Since my departure from the said iiferior district of Gaspé in the
year aforesaid, the comion report lias been, that the intemperate conduct of the said
judge has been, and is to the present day, the saie as that which I have mentioned
above. There were no cases of cholcra in the district of Gaspé in the year 1832.
The inconveniences vhich I have pointed out, as arising froin the inteniperate con-
duct of' the said judge, are not the only ones to which the inhabitants of the district
of' Gaspé are expose.d, It is to my knowledge that the said judge, during my resi-
dence in the district, was in the habit of goinug to the several places tri vhich the courts
are held in the said inferior district of Gaspe, so as almost always to arrive there the evening
beftore the opening of the court, and of gomng away again innediately after the last sit-
ting of the court, much to the prejudice of the interests of the inhabitants of the several
localities in which the said courts are held, both with regard to the issuing of' writs of
saisie before judgnient, and of writs of execution after jud gment, inconveniences which it
vould always have been easy to avoid, if the said judge had alvays reachîed the said places
a ftew' days befoie, and left then a few days after'the holding of the said courts. It is also
te ny knowledge that the said jud ge absented hinselt' several tinies froin the said district
to go to Quebec, in the spring of almost every year during his residence in the district of
Gasp6, whereby great daniage lias generally been occasioned to persons who were under
the necessity of suing out writs of saisie before judgnient. I cai point out anong others
the case of William Carter, plaintiff, against Tinothy Lefforgie, defendant. In this cause
the plaintiff had obtained a writ of saisie arrêtsimple, returnable before the provincial court
of the inferior district of Gaspé. It was my duty to execute this writ in my quality of
sheriff oflie said inferior district. I vent to execute the writ, but the defendant shut the
door of his louse, or caused it to be shut, and I could not consequently seize the goods and
chattels of the said defendant. The judge had then left Paspebiac for Quebec; this was in
the spring of the year 1828. I could not break epen the doors of mny own authority, and
I applied to the attorney of the plaintiff, who could not give me a wit to authorize me to
break open the defeidant's door, on account of the judge's absence. On the 6th of May
in the sanie year, the schooner, ou board which the said judge was, came back to anchor
igain at Paspebtac, in consequence of contrary winds. The plaintiff's attorney then went
on board the schooner in which the judge was, to obtain the writ to authorize me to force
the door of the defendant's house. A second writ to take the body of the defendant had
been placed in ny hands by the said attorney; but the second writ could not be executed
any more than the first, the defendant having then carried away or disposed of his move-
ables, and having even left the district of Gaspé. The plaintif got off by losing his re-
course and paying the costs. With regard to the inconvenience which has arisen froi the
precipitate departure of the judge after the circuit courts, I will state the following facts:
Robert Ferguson, of the province of New Brunswick, came to Carleton in the year 1828,,
foi the purpose of suing out of said provincial court a writ of saisie arrét simple against
Robert Pitt, Sanuel M'Kay and James M'Kay, and a writ of saisie arrét en mains tierces
in the hands of' Andr'ew Deanîs and 1] ugh Aitken, merchants in partnership at Ristigouche,
in the iiferior' district of Gaspé, for a sum (as far as I can recollect) of 6ool. or 7o0., the
action being returnable before the Court of King's Bench for the district of Quebec.
Edouard Tlubartdeaui, esq., advocate and attorney, applied to thé said judge on the last day
of the terni at Carleton, in the year 1828, on the day of the last sitting of the court, to get
the said lobert Ferguîson sworn, and toohtain freumthie saidjudge lis fiat for awrit of saisie
arrét. It was between nine and ten in the norning when the said Robert Ferguson wvent
to find the said jutige te get sworn. The said judge was on the point of starting, and
refused to sweai. he saîd Robert Ferguson, alleging that lie, the said judge, hadi no autho-
rity to issue writs like this. Ie pronised te delay his departure. We went to fetch the
statutes, and on our retuirn the said judge was alreudy inder sail. We called and made
signs to hini to come back to land:. lie was thien ut a little distance foram the shore, and
could not lielp seeing and knîowing us, nevertheless he continued his voyage and left us
there. Tuhe said Robert Ferguson was thei obliged to follow the said judge to Paspebiac,
where lie enployed the niinistry of Joseph F. Deblois, es9 ., advocate, ta obtain thejials for
the writs above inentioied, (Edouard Thibaudeau, esq., beîîg then gone to attend the court
at Percé). The said Robert Ferguson at last obtained the said writs, but the defendants
had left the district of Gaspé, carrying with them their goods and effects, and the Garnisheies-
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