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my proposition that His Excellency wns ill advised
in coming to the conclusion that I wus desorvinK
of dismissal from the office of Sheriff, owinn to

gross mismanngi'ment in the offices of Clerk of
the Peace and of the Crown, formerly held by rae.

Prom the wording of your letter of the 2Hrd, I

presnme that the mismanaKeraent is included un-
der the second item of the cause of my dismissal,

thus covering the complaint of our not having the

custody of stolen gootis, that Mr. iSchiller had
never paid over two simis—one of £'H) 14s. 2jd.,

proceeds of sale of unclaimed stolen goods,
another of Jt!27 58. 7Jd., nnclainicd monies, and a
sum of X50, received in lieu of bail. In adverting
to accusations of this sort, it is right to be scru-

pulously exact as to the statement of facts, and I

will therefore take the liberty of correcting soiiui

rather important inexactitudes in this part of
your letter.

In the first place the Statute only obliges the

Clerk of the Peace to keep a register of such
stolen goods as are brought to his ofHcc, and tin;

evidence establishes, beyond a question, that none
were ever brought to our office, and this for rea-

sons held to be fully sufficient by those whose
competency to decide in the matter will hardly
be questioned—namely, the Judges of the Crimi-
nal Courts and the prosecuting officers. And, I

may also add, what scarcely can be unknown to

those who have advised his Excellency that this

was a sufficient cause of my dismissal from the

office of Sheriff, that the practice condemned in

my colleague and myself is still continued.

In the second place, it is untrue that the two
sums of £29 Us. 2jd. and X'27 .^s. 7Jd. "were
never paid to the Government." They were paid
to the Government under the directions of the late

Solicitor General, Mr. Abbott, on the 2nd day of
April last. It is also in evidence that there was
no concealment about these monies ; that Mr.
Brehaut knew that Mr. Schiller had them, and that

Mr. Schiller had stated to Mr. Abbott in writing on
the 28th of Jany., 18G3, that he had those monies.
It is further in evidence that nothing obliged Mr.
Schiller to mention having received one of these

sums, as he got it from the High Constable, who
had no recollection of the transaction. From all

this, then, it is plain that the retention of these

two sums was, at most, an act of negligence on
the part of an officer who has obtained the repu-

tation from one of your late colleagues, the lion.

Mr. Drummond, of doing the work of tiro men, of
having saved thousands of dollars, if not pounds,
annually to the Province, and being the only
person in Canada who could till the place he did.

And it is for the reflection o'i the negligence of

such an offlcer that His Excellency has been ad-

vised to dismiss me from an office other than that

in which the alleged negligence took place.

As to the JC50 received in lieu of bail, it is abun-
dantly established by the evidence of Mr. Carter,

that Mr. Schiller, was not legally entitled to take

that money, however much he might be justi-

fied in so doing under the directions of the Police

Magistrate, Mr. Coursol, and consequently he

could not be acting as my mandatory. His tak-

ing such sum was not within the scojw of his

functions, and therefore as Clerk of the Peace I

could not relieve him of the money, nor could he

dispossess himself of it except on the application

ofthe person by whom it was paid, Mr. Ennis, who
being finally examined as a witness, admits that

Mr. Schiller repeatedly told him so, and invited

him to ask for the money in a legal way. (V.

pp. 36-65.)

The charges which seem more particularly to

include fraud, are to be found classified under the

items of your letter 1st, 3rd, 4th and fifth. I

propose to answer then seriatim >in^ jn as few
words as possible.

Ist. That we drew Hands' salary although he was
never employed as second clerk and messenger.
In the version of the report which appeared in the
Herald, the Connnissioners aa> made to say :

—

" VVIiothei' he (Hands) received the salary affixed
to his name on such pay list or not, the fact ofkin
not havini) been a clerk in that office fur and from
the month of March, 1H54. to the thirteenth day of
June, 185.0, is undoubted, and the return of his
name as such in acconiuncc witli the provisions
of the 10th seclion of the act i;tth and I4th Vic,
chap. :!7, or the payment to him of such salary,
was, in the opinion of the undersigned, unwar-
rantable, the Cumuiissioners jindini/ no evidence
whulei'er of his ha oini/ acted as such clerk."

liy the wording of this portion of the report it

appears that the Coumiiasioners abandon the idea
of pretending that Hands' was not paid ; and they
would therefore have it believed, that we drew a
salary for a stranger, and committed a fraud for
his sole advantage. The iinj)robability of such a
st(iry will probably be considered as a sufficient
refutation ; but in deference to the Commissioners
[ cannot fail to meet their distinct declaration
that they hud " no evidence whatever of his hav-
ing acied as such clerk." The evidence which
the Commissioners could not see, is of several
kinds, testimonial, documentary and of a pre-
sumptive character.

1st. llene Cottret who was first clerk in the
Office during the whole time Hands was repre-
sented as having been second clerk, declares that
he saw him doing work tor the office, as the follow-
ing (luestion and answer establish :—(V. p. .'H.)

'' Question—Have you not seen Hands employ-
ed to go messages, fill up or copy jiapers, or to io
other things in our Department, not connected
with his duty as constable?"

" Answer— 1 have."
2nd. Hands admitted that he " used to fill sub-

po'nas, and might coi)y some documents for Mr.
Schiller, when he called upon me." (V. p. 18.)

Again, in the six pay lists, which were all
signed by Hands, the nature of his office is set
forth in a printed form, and the signatures are all

to be found under this formal certificate :
'' We do

hereby acknowledge having received the amount
opposite our respective names in full salary to
date." (V. p. lit.)

Again, in a check reeeijit taken by Mr. Brehant
from Hands, when ho paid him a small balance
still due him a short time after his engagement as
second clerk and messenger ceased, he took the
quality in which the Commissioners found no
evidence of his ever having acted. This receipt is

as follows :—(V. p. 23.)
" Iteceived from Messrs. Dclisle A Brehant,

Clerk of the Peace, by the hands of William H.
Brehaut, Esquire, the sum of five pounds curren-
cy, being the balance in full payment of salary,
as second clerk in their office up to 30th June,
1855, and for which I have signed the usual re-

ceipts in the pav lists.
" Montreal, 28th July, 1855.

(Signed) Wm. Hands."

3rdly. In addition to this, we have Mr. Brehaut's
statement under oath, in which he says ;—(V. p.
72.) " That he (Hands) acted as clerk and mes-
senger." We hiive also Mr. Schiller's statement,
likewise under oath ;in which he says :

—
"I can say,

as regards Mr. Hands, that I frequently employed
him in the office in making subpoenas and copies
of official documents at the time he refers to in

his evidence and to do messages." (V. p. 76.)

To this I cannot do better than rejieat the state-

ment under oath ; which I filed before the Com-
missioners, and which is as follows:—(V. p. 40:)

" As to Mr. William Hands, who has deposed
that, although returned in the Pay List to Gov-
erumiint as a Clerk, he never was such andnevt^c


