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The Gacland,
THE PRINCESS VICTORIA.
BY MRS. OPIE.
From the Christian Keepsake for 1586.
Hail! youthful Princess, to thy graceful brow,
n which one day the diadem may shine;

While round their Queen thy kueeling suljects bow,
And all the pomp of earthly sway is thine ;—

‘What dread pre-eminence ! what dangerous power !
Yot He wrm gave them, meaus of safety gives,
If thou canst lift thy heart in danger's hour
To Him who died for us, and Him who lives,

Oh! may'st thou wish, by His own influence taught,
To bring all natjons to His blest control,

And lend thy aid, with Christian ardour fraught,
To speed the book of books from pole to pole.

To cheer the Saviour's heralds on their way,
Whether they plant the Cross on India's sand,
Or bid the Star of Bethlehem shed its ray,
On souls benighted in our native land !

Labours of love, for royal favour meet !
And if aright that speaking face I read,

One sufferer's blessing were to thee more sweet
“Than courtly incense, or than flattery's meed.

Then, if such deeds make worldly splendour dim
From thy full heart ere thou thy pillow press,
Oh! may thanksgiving’s strain ascend to Him,
'Who, with the wiLL, bestowed the PoWER to bless.
——
HUMILITY.
The bird that soars on highest wing,
Bailds on the ground her lowly nest;
And she that doth most sweetly sing,
Sings in the shade when all things rest:
oIn lark and nightingale we see
‘What honor hath humility,

'When Mary chose “ the hetter part,”
She meekly sat at Josus’ feet ;
And Lydia's gently opened heart
Was made for God’s own temple meet ;
— Fairest and best adorn'd is she,
Whose clothing is humility.

The saint that wears heaven’s brightest erown,
In deepest adoration hends ;

The weight of glory bends him down,
Then most when most his soul ascends ;

— Nearest the throne itself must be

The footstool of humility. Montgomery.

s

Miscellanca,

GRANDFATHERS.—Of all human relatives, there
is none so kind-hearted and so mild as a Grandfather.
A father is busy amid the noise and trying troubles of
the world ; there is much to perplex his mind and
embitter his temper; there is on his heart a cruel
weight of care, he has not leisure to caress the young
images of love that rise around him ; and his reproof
is often hasty and harsh. But the man whois linger-
ing on the very verge of life has done with the troubles
of the earth; he hears but the distant echo of its tug-
moil ; the little one who sits on his knee and play®¥
with his silver hairs, seems a sweet messenger bearing

* @ silent warning from Time. There is a sympathy of
hearts between them ; for the one i% fresh from the
hands of his Maker, and to his Maker the other must
soon return, The spirit of the old mun is meek as
that of the child’s whom he fondles; care has departed
from his bosom, and there now is fcr\'on{ devotion
seated, with his ministering angels, Peace and Love.
When I sce a grandfather and grandchild walking
forth hand in hand—it being searcely distinguishable
which is the leader or protector of the other—I feel a
yeaning of heart to be like one of them, for they
‘both are happy. In the one, all the evil passions have
been crushed or have departed, in the other, they have
not yet sprung into life; in the hearts of infancy the
flower of gentle enjoyment only has room to blow.

s

EDUCATION OF THE APPETITE.—It must begin
from the earliest infancy, Jong before the dawn of rea-
soh, and even anterior to the evolution of the moral
sentiment.  The rule on which it is conducted is a
very simple one, applicable to all classes. It is to al-
fow no child the indulgence of an appetite or propen-
sity, other than what is required by its intuitive wants
for its bodily support and health. Nothing is to be
conceded by the whim or caprice of a parents, to the
imaginary wants of a child; for it must be constantly
Borne in mind, that every gratification of every sense,
whether of taste, sight, sound or touch, is the begin-
ning of a desire for its renewal ; and that every re-
newal gives the probability of the indulgence becom-
ing a habit ;—and that habit once formed, even in
childhood, will often remain during the whole of after
life, acquiring strength every year, until it sets all
Jaws, both human and divine, at defiance. Let pa-
remts, who allow their children to sip a little of this
wine, or just taste that cordial, or who yield to the
cries of their little ones for promiscuous food, or for
liberty to sit up a little later, or to torment a domestic
animal, or to strike their nurse, or to raise the hand
against memma, ponder well on the consequences,
If they donot, often vain areafter effdrts of instructors ;

. vain the monitions from the pulpit. Their child is in
danger of growing up a drunkard, or a glutton, a self-
willed sensualist or passionate and revengeful ; prompt
1o take the life of a fellow being, and to sacrifice his
own ; and all this because the fond purents were fuith-
Jess in their trusts. They had not the firmness to do
their duty; they fcured'm mortify l}u.-:r child, and in
so doing they exposed him in after life to bemonifﬁu*
by the world’s scorn; to wander an unloved, unpitiec

RELIG10Us Books.—As an illustration of the in-
creasing taste of_the community for works of a reli-
gious character, we are permitted to state that Messrs.
Leavitt, Lord & Co. theological bookscllers of this
city, have published during the past year, 120,000
volumes of moral and religious publications, of which
number 100,0€0 are ctrictly religions. The largest
publishers in the city, (the Messrs. Harpers) we be-
lieve have never published in any one year more than
175,600 volumes of books, including those of every
description.  We prescme, (if we exclude school-
books) that the whole number of religious books pub-
lished in New York, is now greater than that of all
other hooks taken collectively. While we are on
this subject we will add that when we came to this
city to establish the Observer, in the year 1823, the
whole number of volumes of religious periodicals, is-
sued annually, including those of all religious denomi-
nations, was less, if we were correetly informed, than
six thousand ; while the volumes of litcrary and po-
Litical periodicals, were six or eight times this number.
A few years since the calculation was again made, and
it was found that the number of volumes of religious
and philanthrophic periodicals had increased to u
wards of 100,000, and that it éxceeded that of the
literary and political periodicals taken collectively.
The penny papers we presume, would now turn the
balance the other way.— New- York Observer.
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SUMMARY.

Trapr or TaE KiNGDosr.—The state of all the
productive classes in the country, with the single ex-
ception of the farmers, is as prosperous as it has ever
been in our recollection. We do not know of any
branch of manufactures or trade that is not flourish-
ing.  Our weekly reports of the state of trade in
Yorkshire and Lancashire, have for some months
been almost every thing that was to be wished. The
woollen mauufactures of Leeds, Huddersfield and
Saddleworth, the worsted stuff manufacture of Brad-
ford, Halifax and Keighly, the' cotton and ailk manu-
factures of L hire, the fane facture in the
neighbourhood of Huddersfield, the blanket manufac-
turc of Dewsbury and Heckmondwike, the flannel
manufacture of Rochdale, the linen manufacture Sof
Barnsley and Knaresbro’, and the coarse woollen
mauufactures of Bury aud Rosscndale, have for some
time been in a state of full activity—all hands em-
ployed at a good rate of wages, and the masters sup-
plying a steady but large demand, in which there is
obviously nothing like speculation. Even the high
price of all the raw materials, cotton, wool, flax and
silk—caused in each case by the consumption having
gained considerably on the production, and made the
articles scarce—only for a time checked the extension
of the trade, and the merchants have now succeeded
in obtaining a reasonable price for their goods. In
Lancashire, the cotton manufacture is advancing with
wonderful rapidity ; in every part, mills for spinning
and power-loom weaving are in course of erection ;
and there is now unquestionably the opportunity—of
which some are availing themselves, but still too. few
—of transferring the miserable hand-loom weavers
from their straggling and desperate condition at their
own looms, to the comfortable power loom factory,
or to other well paid departments of lahour in the
cotton trade. So great is the demand for 'abour,
that very considerable importations have been made
from the agricultural counties, where there is a sur-
plus population, to the manufacturing districts of
Lancashire and Yorkshire. The iron trade in all its
branches is flourishing to the highest degree. The
cutlers, &c. of Sheffield, the hardware manufacturers
of Birmingham, and ¢till more the iron masters of
Staffordshire, South Wales and Yorkshire, are quite
full of business ; and the chief embarrassment of tra-
vellers in that line now is, that they are likely to re-
ceive more orders than their houses have the means
of executing. The coal miners of Northumberland
and Durham are almost as fully employed as those
engaged in the iron trade. The flax spinning is ad-
vancing with rapid strides at Belfast, Aberdeen and
Dundee, as well as continuing very good at Leeds.
At Glasgow and Paisley the manufacture of cottons,
muslins, &e. is in great activity. We hear no com-
plaints from the silk weavers of Spitalfields, Maccles-
field and Coventry—a sure indication that they are
well off. At Nottingham, Derby and Leicester, we
believe the hosfery and lace trades are good. The
potteries of Staffordshire continue to enjoy the steady
prosperity which bas distinguished them for a con-
siderable period. Commerce is every where in a
state of great activity—the forcign demand for Bri-
tish manufactures being large, and of course Britai

receiving, in return for her cxported industry, the
produce of other soils and climes. In London, the
import and export trades are gencrally good ; Liver-
pool, Glasgow and Bristol are all activity; and the
general trade of Hull is also satisfactory, though the
fishery has been very unsuccessful.— Leeds Mercury.
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Sir Edward Sugden’s idea of a Conservative.—
A true Conservative, says Sir £2. Sugden, is fixed in
his determination to preserve and add to the happi-
ness and welfure of all—to' preserve those eivil and
religious institutions which have exalted us as‘a nation
—to preserve the constitution with its limited monar-
chy—honour the King—respect the Peers—and pro-~
tect the People. If the Monarch needs support,
the true Conservative is to Le found at the footsteps
of the throne—if the Peers are threatened, tb“ éind
him their supporter—if the Church is in danger, he
fiies to its rescue—and, above all, if the liberties of
the people are attacked, he is on foot in their ranks
to fight hand to hand in their defence.

————

Great Fog in London.—On Wednesday
the 16th Dec. the fog in London was so thick
at intervals during the whole day, as to ren-
der lamps and candles necessary in shops
and private houses. [In the evening no less
than eight persons lost their lives by missing
their way and walking into the docks. The
mail and other night conches were consider-
ably impeded on their journeys.

——— “

Scortisr Hospirar,.—Monday  being St.
Andrews day, the patrons and fricods of the
Scottish Hospital commemorated their an-
nualfestival at the London tavern, in Bishops-
gate street. It was originally understood that
Sir G. Murray woild have taken the ehair.
Sir George, howsver, was prevented from at-
tending by indisposition ; it was then adver-
tised that Sir Peter Laurie would preside.
Sir Peter, however, was superseded by the
very gratifying but unexpected appearance of
his Grace the Duke of Gordon, who came
express for the purpose of being present, and,
in bis character of President, took the head
of the table, much to the satisfaction of the
very numerous and respectable company as-
sembled. His Grace was supported by Sir
Peter Laurie, Mr. Alderman T. Wood, Mr.
Sherift falamons, and about 150 gentiemen,
principally 1atives of Scotland.  The balco-

thing.

o

ny at the end of the room was filled with

ladies; an excellent band of instrumental
performers was in attendance, together with
some professional vocalists aud in addi-
tion the celebrated Highland bagpiper who
is usually present at this gathering of the
clans, performed some of the national airs
which are so much admired by the natives of
the northern side of the Tweed. The chair-
man, in proposing the health of Sir George
Murray, abserved that botke he and that offi-
cer had served forty-three years ago in the
Scots Fusileer Guards. He (the Duke of
Gordon) had now the honor to command
that regiment, and he should have been glad
in the midst of friends to have met an old
brother soldier with whom he had often faced
the enemy. In the course of the evening, it
was announced by ths seeretary that the sub-
scriptions amounted to nearly £300. The
announcément was received with long and
loud shouts of applause.— London paper.
——

PROVINCIAL LEGISLATURE.

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, February 2.

On motion of Mr. Street, the house went into a
Committee of the whole, to consider a bill for the
better regulation of the Office of Sheriff in this Pro-
vince. Mr, Morehouse in the chair.

In introducing this bill, Mr. Street said,—Mr.

chairman, a bill was brought in last session, very si-
milar to the one before you, but owing to some cir-
cumstance, that house did not give it that serious
consideration which it required, and it was found
necessary again to introduce a bill for this purpose.
There is no officer who had more*responsibility than
the sheriff of the county, for he has very important
duties to discharge. The conduct and the character
of sheriffs have ‘given rise to much dissatisfaction,
and it is very desirable to pass some law acting as a
reciprocal security between the sheriff and the public.
The present law does not sufficiently protect the she-
riff in _some instances, and in other instances does
not make him sufficiently liable for negleet of duty:
we are therefore in passing this bill, to protect both
the sheriff and thé public. The emoluments of the
sheriff depend upor fees, and as there are great emo-
luments and responsibilities attached to his office,
the public expect that he should give good security
for the faithful discharge of his duty. It is but right
to make such arraugements between party and party
as will give legal protection to both. In many in-
stances the sheriff may have no property—large sums
of money are often placed in his hands, and whether
the parties who place them' there get their money,
altopether depends upon the honesty or activity of
this public officer ;—there is no other person to loek
to but the.sheriff, and in the event of his delinquen-
cy, the only remedy is an action at law which is very
difficult to support. The law as it now stands, is
not sufficiently strict—and in many parts of this pro-
vince the neglect of duty on the part of -the sheriffs,
has caused great losses and confusion. The biil be-
ore you reuires that the shenfi shall give: satisfac.
tory security for the discharge of his duty, and in
the event of delinquency, the responsibility falls up-
on his securities. This sir, is the leading feature of
the bill, and he hoped the committee would consider
it a wise and wholesome provision. It has been pre-
pared by the commixtee appointed for the purpose,
and it is to be hoped that it will secure his Majesty’s
subjeets in this province from much of the inconve-
nience now felt from a want of proper fidelity and
attention in these public officers.

Mr. End thought it was highly y that the

could a jury tell the amount of damages but by evi-
dence.  This was acting according to the common
law of England. The plantilf was bound to shew
the jury what damages was sustained, or otherwise
the jury could not, without widely departinz from
every principle of law and equity, give a verdicr for
the plantift.  He thought the amendment would be
a very dangerous one indeed. It would be an unjust
and arbitrary. mode of proceeding, ard one. which he
hoped that committes would mover sanction. We
all know well (said the learned gentleman) experi-
ence tell us every day, that such is the swindling
charaeter of some people, that they will say they
have great claims when in fact they have none at all.
The amendment is an innovation on the principles
of the common law.

Mr. End remarked, his only motive in making the
amendment was that sheriffs shall be compelled to
act according to their hen d their oaths, and
execuie the Wing’s writ av wll hazirds: and thet he
shall not be a judge : that he shall not say I will not
execute the writ, he is a poor man—it is a vexatious
suit, and I will stand ia his shoes, and take the res-

e | POUSIDIlity 00 myself.  The judges of the land pre-

sume themselves to be judges, and he (Mr. E.) want-
ed to shut his eyes to every thing but the writ in his
pocket, and to execute that at all hazards. . It is on
the execution of a writ that the King’s subjects un-
der many circumstanees depend for justice in the
King’s colony. Will we leave it in the power of
the sheriffs to say to the person whom he aggrieves,
oh, you must proye your action ugainst me—I will
compel you to make out your case, and undergo a
long and vexatious law auit before I pay you. He
(Mr. E.) trusted that by endeavouring to protect his
Majesty’s subjects from injustice, he was not advoca-
ting or making innovations, But he had lately scen
innovations perpetrated in that house, and although
he did not throw stones at Stephen, he was present
and held the garments of those who stoned him, and
he was sorry for it.

Mr. Chandler said, this is a matter of the utmost
consequence, not only to the sheriffs but to the pub-
lic at large. It is a principle of the common law,
that when any party sues for damages, he must give
proof, because it is within his own knowledge, and
there is none other save himself, can testify to the
circumstances, which in many cases, may be quite
foreign to any knowledge the jury may possess. This
is the principle of the law, and if we make the inno-
vation plated by the d , we would
call upon the sheriff to give a negative evidence, a
principle without precedent in the course of civil
law, or British administration of justice. We suffer
& man to accuse the sheriff—to say every thing against
him—without proving any thing. This, sir, would
be a complete innovation of the law of the land—of
the law of evidence; that great and salutary law
which is the protector of our properties, and the
guardian of our lives. Tt is also a long settled end
established law—it has lasted for centaries, and came
down to us boasting of the autiquity of many ages.
The time was, when arbitrary judges could turn and
subvert evidence as they pleased; but now it is only
at the direction of juries, ard continues to protect
our lives and properties. Shall we then subvert this
law by adopting this amebdment: Now lot ug Sup~
pose that 4 writ is placed 1n the hands of the sheriff,
and from some motive he neglects to do his duty,
an action for damages would be brought, and the per-
son bringing it would not be required to produce
any evidence as to the amount of loss he sustained
—would he not in such a case make a claim for £100
instead of £10. The law as it stood at present, was
very strict indogd as it related to sheriffs,—they were
bound to give very heavy bonds, and many of them
could not sustain their office because of the difficulty
of getting sceurity. He would not go with the

i b

publie should be secured from the consequence of
the misconduct of Sheriffs. They are, (said the
learned gentleman) int some instauces the most neg-
ligent, and in other instances the most tyrannical
officers : by the principles of the common law, Juries
had the power of extending great priviligés, and pro-
tection to individuals, and it was very common with
them to do so with sheriffs. In fact it was an ad-
mitted principle that it was quite useless to bring an
action against sherifs, With a view of putting a
check to their aggressions and delinquences, he would
move an d The 1 moved by
the learned gentleman was to the following import :
—* And be it enacted, that in all actions against
sheriffs, that juries shall have power to assess them
for damages on being satisfied of their misconduct,
and that it shall not be required to sustain the action.”

M. Chandler would not be disposed to adopt such
a dangerous amendment. The principle of the com-
mon law provided f®an action against sheriffs for
neglect of duty, and he would not therefore sanction
a measure so extraordinary as that recommended by
the learned member for Gloucester. Was it not Just
that the party bringing an action against the sheriff
shew some cause of action.  He was not disposed to
make too great an alteration—or he might more
properly say innovation—in the principles of the
British Constitution. The law as it now stands ren-
ders it.quite practicable for the agprieved party to
obtain redress, by bringing an action against the she-
riff, und supporting it by solid evidence. He was
anxious to have a perfect bill, but really it appeared
a matter of great astonishment to him, how any per-
son would sangtion a law that would say, you ruay
bring an action against the sheriff, and you +<re not
called upon to prove it.—Such a doctrine wa# a mon-
strous absurdity, instead of justice. i

Mr. End would explain a circumstance -¥hich oe-
curred not long ago to his own knowledge. “A brig
was ready for sea, and the captain of a small schoo-
ner having some claims against the captain of the
brig, applied to the judges of the common pleas,
and obtained a writ, which he placed into the hands
of the sheriff. The brig remained for two days with-
in his jurisdiction, and instead of executing the writ,
it was proved that the sheriff never put his foot be-
yond the door to arrest him, but wrote him a letter
wishing him to come and settle the matter. You
Sir, suy it is not common justice when the sheriff is
guilty of such palpable misconduct to make him pey
damages, as the amendment directs. The sheriff
says I will not exccute the writ, and for his neglect
I will sustain no damages : when the jury (said the
learned gentleman) had proof of such palpable gross-
ness and corruption, why should he not have power
to assess as they thought just and reasonable, and
why should the person thus suffering because of the
sherif’s neglect, be put to the trouble of sustaining an
action—shall we suffer the sheriff to be the judge,
and stand between parties, dealing out justice or
injustice, as he may think proper. He is only an
agent to put the decisions of the law ‘in execution—
but we 'must not suffer him to make decisions,

Mr. Street said, the object of this bill is to give
security, and not to alter the common law so mate-
rially as the hon, member from Gloucester would
have it.  fn an action for damage ugainst the sherify,
the faw as it now stands, requires it to be proved by
, that a writ Gad beco placed in his
alocted to execute ity and ‘it should als
be proved, what w, unt, * This law appear-

)

he

ed to him, (Mr. &) ctly wholesome, for how

. it could not be adopted without
destroying the rules of evidence. If an individual
would bring an action against a sheriff, it was incum-
bent on him to give proof, and giving proof, he could
recover. He would make laws on general prineiples,
but could not vote for a bill of coercion on the sheriffs,
while coroners, and other officers were not included.

Mr. L. A. Wilmot was favorable to the amend-
ment proposed by Mr. End; and notwithstanding
his veneration for the principles of the British Con-
stitution, be would repeal any law, no matter how lon
orantiquated it might be, if he thought that by doing so
he was increasing the revenue or promoting the hap-
piness of the people. Now the Sheriff has u writ,
he neglects to execute it, and in consequence of his
neglect an action is brought against him. The law
requires that you will support it by evidence, or if
you do not your action for the original debt falls o
the ground.  We are told again that it is the inten-
tion of this Bill to protect the Sheriff : the sherifls sir
want no protection, they are almost despotic in their
offices, and it is generally held as useless to bring an
action against them. 1know of a Sheriff (said the
learned gentleman) who not long ago held a writ
against a man for a large amount, but he did not exe-
cute it though perfectly within the reach of his power
to do so. But in taking into consideration the con-
sequences resulting from the neglect of these officers,
we are not to look exclusively to pounds, shillings and
pence; we are to consider the feelings of the person
disappointed by the negligence of the Sheriff. He
has gone through a whole tedious and vexatious course
of litigation, suffering apxiety and expence, and now
~vhen the thing is nearly brought to a close, the whole
buslinay is again undone : yes, undone, and why, be-
cause mis officer from partiality or prejudice, or ob-
stinacy, will not do his duty. Are we to be told then
that he will stand between plaintiff and defendant,
wicldieg the sacred powers of the law as his own
feelings ciay direct. But the Sheriff may have a
ruumber of executions, he may neglect them all, and
what then is the consequence P—the person or persons
suffering thro’ his misconduct may bring an action,
and even if they succeed there is nothing to pay them:
every man may get a fair proportion and that may not
amount to a shilling. But there is an argument
brought forward that we legislate exclusively and vin-
dictively against Sheriffs. He did not think they
were hurting them, but rather protecting them by
this amendment.  They were furnishing them with
plain and positive instructions. of duty, and as the
Jews of ald carried phalacteries on their garments,
50 would the Sheriffs carry the law with them and
act according to it. He was favorable to the amend-
ment and would give the juries power to assess for

ges when the mi duct of the Sheriff was plain
and positive, and that assessment would save them
from a nonsuit. He wished to point out to Sheriffs
the road of duty, and to hold them strictly responsi-
ble if they departed from it.«

Mr. Street thought that the same cases which
they had supposed in reference to Sheriffs were appli-
cable to ull other officers.  We ought, therefore, make
a law on general principles, and not on the principles
of exclusive dealing.  Sheriffs and other pyblic func-
tionaries, were placed exactly in a similar position,
and why inclose-the Sheriffs within such a vicions
cirele, leaving other persons huring the same responsi=
bility to enio , He could not see

- much more
members

on escape
il, suppose

¥
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he does, is there not a remeédy. The Sheriff has
taken the q on his shoulders, he runs all

the risk, and the plaintiff cannot suffer because he can

bring an action, and by proving the amount of his

claim would recover damages, and the Sheriff would

pay for his presumption. Those who are for the

amendment would destroy the bill altogether.

. Mr: Chandler said with respect to Sheriffs he had

no particular feeling of friendship, he felt no more

interested in their welfare than in that of any other

class of public officers, but he could not sanetion such

a wild andextravagant alteration in the law of evidence,

and some hon. gentlémen have expressed themselves

ostile to innovation, while they were aiming nt it

with a steady hand. Why do we make laws to make

the liability of the Sheriff so strict and positive, while

the Coroner may laugh at our simplicity for not teuch-

ing him with the omnipotence of this penal law. If

the s} neglected his duty the plaintiff could bring

an action, and by shewing the original cause of it he

would recover damages. This was the broad princi-

ple of the law of evidence, and the one acted upon

in all British courts of justice. The amendment was

an innovation, and_ he considered it his duty to op-

pose it.

Mr. End said an action is brought against a sheriff

for misconduct, he thinks it is a hardship on him that

8 jury should oppress him or that he should pay costs

for taking on himself to settle a matter on which he

should uot presume to be a judge. Under the pre-

sent law there is no possibility of sertling an action

but by the punctuality and strictness of the Sheriff,

because he is'the finisher of the civil law, and acting

as agent between two parties. Suppose A brings an

action against B, the sheriff wishing to befriend B,

will not execute the writ, but retards the progress of

justice by his partiality to one and his prejudice to

another.  He is a judge and more than a judge, be-

cause justice can be delayed or forwarded in his hands,

just as his whims or obstinacy may direct. Shall we

give him such power ?—shall we make him 0 des-
potic. We are asked why we do not include the Co-
roner : our answer to that argument is, that this is a
bill to regulate the office of sheriff, and not the office
of Coroner. We are now talking about sheriffs,—the

law relating to their office is admitted on all bands to

require amendment, and this is the proper place to

introduce such changes as may be considered essential

for the protection of the public. 'Let us then have

such a Law as will compel sheriffs to do their duty,
and not be for evermore disgracing the civil code of
the country. 1f he does his duty he cares not what
law we may pass against him, because his steady, ho«
nest conduct will protect him as a wall of brass.

Mr. Speaker thought it would be great presump-
tion in him to venture his opinions on this subject,
after the very able manner in which it had been dis<
cussed by the legal gentlemar on both sides of the
question. He was h fi ble to the d,

ment. The sheriff had often used power with which
the law did not invest him. He was therefore a
usurper of power and a neglecter of duty. If he could
suppose they were legislating to the injury of the
sheriff he would not vote for the amendment. * Kng-
land expected every man to do his duty,” and every
ministerial officer ought to be compelied to do his
| Juty or pay for his delinquency.

Mr. Partelow said it was with some degree of de-
licacy he would express his views on this subject, it
being, as he might term it, something in the nature of
a legal question, and therefore helonged in a particular
manner to legal gentlemen. He had heard much for
and against the amendment, but he thpught nothing
had been advanced to shake the arguments or remove
the objections of the hon. member for Westmoreland,
relating to the law of evidence. It did not appear
wholesome to him to give juries power to assess to
any amount which they might think proper to fix
upon. If there was a claim upon the sheriff for ne=
glect of duty, there ought to be a provision made to
limit the jury to a certain amount of ussessment. He
would vote against the amendment.

Mr. Street in making further commentaries on the
bill’ said it is an innovation on the common law ; if
not, why has a bill of the kind never been brought
into the House of Commons. It is only where the
party cannot prove that he has not sustained dumage
that he cannot recover. Itis unfair to make such
laws in reference to sheriffs without including other
officers in the sweeping measure.

Mz, End said, we are asked why such a law has
not been enacted in the House of Commons, or never
heard of in England : we answer, because there is no
necessity for it. We know that for ene instance of
misconduct in sheriffs in Great Britain, that there are
cne hundred in New Brunswick. The High Sheriff
in England seldom or never sees a writ, he has a
great number of warrant officers under him, he has
also a deputy sheriff, and these officers are so careful
to keep their situations that complaints against the
sheriff very seldom arise, and this is the reason why
the argument does not hold with respect to English
practice. He was only anxious to have something in
the Statute Book that would keep sheriffs always in
mind of their duty.

Mr. Chandler was very willing and would suggest
the propriety of bringing in a general bill to include
Sheriffs, Coroners, and Constables.

Mr. Johnston thought the innovation which the
amendment made upon the law of evidence would
endanger it in another quarter, and that it was better
to bring in a general bill than to legislate upen such
narrow and exclusive principles.  He thought the
amendment would have a great influence on the fate
of the bill in the other branch of the legislature, and
as it was one of great consequence to the country, he
was anxious it should pass.

Mr. L. A. Wilmot would not thus legislate.—
Let us (said he) do our duty at all events uninfluenced
by the consideration of what may be the fate of the
bill in another quarter. His decisions in that house
would never be influenced by a desire of moulding
bills to suit the other branch of the legislature. We
are told (continued the learned gentleman) that we
should put all officers on the same footing.  The ar-
gument brought against us is—because we eannot do
all good, we must do no good;—because we caunot
amend every law, we must not alter or modify any

committee is to pass a bill to regulate the office of
sheriff—to tell him his path of duty, and te punish
hir for not walking init. The object of the amend-
ment is to fix a peualty for the omission of duty, and
to prevent the party secking redress from being non-
suited. He knew the amendment would be approv-
ed by every branch of the Legislature.

Mr. Chandler said, now the argument is, that it
will pass; and if this bill passes, certainly a general
bill would be more likely to pass. Well, let us sap-
pose it passed—and what is the consequence? We
have passed a penal law against the Sheriffs, leaving
all other officers free from it; why not do Justice to
all men, by putting them on a broad principle. He
did not think they were swerving from their duty by
considering or anticipating the fuze of the bill in aso«
ther quarter. 1t was quite Parliamentary and consti-
tutional to mould bills in such a manner to procure
them a passage thro' the other branch of the legisla~
ture. It was often a matter of prudence to do so.
Mr. Street thought there was no argument udvanc-
«d from the other side, but those built on hypotheti.

law—this is no argument. The question before the




