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FIRST REPORT

3 Ist March, 1857

The Special Committee appointed to inquire concerning the
working of the "Municipal and Road Act of 1855" in Lower
Canada, have the honor to report as follows:

Your Committee are of. opinion that it would be a measure of great practical
utility that the answers and other documents already received, and to be hereafter
received from individuals to whom certain questions have been addressed, relative
to the working of the Il Municipal and Road Act of 1855," should be printed for the
use of the Members of your Honorable House; accordingly your Committee recom-
mend the printing of the said answers and documents.

The whole, neverthelesus, huibly submitted.

R. B. SOMER VILLE,
Chairman.

(CIRCULAR.)
LEGISLATIVE A SsEMBLY,

COMM1TTrE RoOM, No. 1,
ToRONTO, 17th March, 1857.

SIR,-I have been instructed by the Committee appointed to inquire into the
working of the " Municipal and Road Act of 1855," to submit the accompanying
queries to you, and to request that you will be so good as to send me your answers
to them, at as early a date as possible, together with any suggestions you may desire
to offer on the subject.

I have the honor to be, sir

-Your most -obedient servant,"

d.:P. LEPROHON,
C erk of Commitee
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QUERIES.

lst. What is your opinion of the Act in question: does it work in your locality
satisfactorily, if lot, what amendments would you propose so as to make it
more efficient and satisfactory?

2nd. What is your opinion as to the Office of County Superintendent ? Are his
powers calculated to promote the good working of Municipal Institutions: and
ought they to be increased or diminished, altered or amended: and, if amended,
what do you propose instead, and what are your reasons for such opinion?

3rd. What is your opinion as to the present Municipal organization into Local and
County Municipalities?

4th. What is your opinion in reference to the expediency of including or excluding
personal and moveable property in the Assessment Rolls ;, and what plan would
you propose in order to cause an equal assessment throughout the whole of
each County?

5th. Ras the Municipality in your locality been in operation since the passing of
the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and what amount has been levied annu-
ally by taxation in virtue of the provisions of the said Act?

6th. If there has been no taxation in your Municipality, will you please state for
what reason, and in that case, in what manner you have raised the funds
necessary to defray the expenses of the Municipality?

7th. What do you understand in your Municipality by the termi-I "Statute Labor,"
and wbat kinds of Labor have you b3en in the Fractice of includ:ng unde.t
that term?

8th. How have the by-roads and highways in your locality b3en made and kept in
repair since the passing of the said Act?

A. 1857.



20 Victorie, Appendix (No. 80.) A. 1857.

ANSWERS,
FROM

Pierre Dessaint, Malyor of Kamouraska.

Ist. The Act in question is tool coinplicated, even for a people who are generally
edacated., The style of drawýying up our laws iný long paragraphs. renders thern
dîfficuit to be understood, and is a source of disorder and law-suits.

The Municipality of St. Louis of Kamouraska basworked very ill.o Great disturb.,
ances took place; andduringo their sittirigs, the Co'unoillors were expelled fiom,
their ýHal, a 'nd their papers and documents were forcibly carried off.ý Some',
arrests took place; but the -charge against the offenders,, who, were ail partizans
of the Member for the County, wvas neyer brought before the Court by the-
Crown prosecutor or his deputy.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent i)s in mny opinion, useless, or it ought to,
be cornbined with that of Secretary-Treasurer., The visits incumIent' on that'
officer, whicli involve great expe'nses, might 'be made by the Inspectors and
Surveyors- of R.oads.

3rd. 1 arn of opinion that the, Parish Municipalities, ought, to be abolished, and'
Counlty Municipalities substi tuted in their place, oacI Parish sending orie sing le
niember. This would have the effect, of redi1cing the expense to,'one-fourth.
One of the miain difficulties which mnilitateý against Parish Municipalities is the,,
direct or indirect personal inter'est which the members have in almost allques-
tions. This frequently prevents justice being done to those'concerned.ýý

4th. Thc assessment or, direct taxation on real property ough t, in mny opinion, to be'
entireIy abolished; andl ad vise that ýthe ,surus ,arisingy from, licenses and, fines
Ievied in the County bythe Inspector of C'ustorns, be given'up toeacb Munici-
pality,ý and'a small tax 'imposed'on trade, and travelling pediars selling7 go in-
the Municipality, as, also on non-residents carrying on, any art or trade, and
freqnenting it for purposes of gain or traffic, ,a fee payable oný petitions-or' other
applications to the Municipalities, &c. &c. &c

5th. The Municipality of St. ýLouis,,of Kamourasça bas worked very ill since 1S55ý
The Municipal bodyý apprehending a riotý at eacî of their meetings, had no free-,
dom of action, T he imnpunityý al-lowed to the rioters arrested, baâs been a main
cause of this resuit.

The Municipalityýhaà levied about £,350 ,for a ýbridgeý, and- ab'out,£15 ýfor
other purposes., Many arrears of these assessmnents remnain, whicî the Muni-,
cipality do niot venture ta Ievy,, inasmuch a4 ýthe-Government, havi-ngý instýituited,

no proced'in'gsagairis Uic ~feie' ove rnentioned, have denied te supor
the Counoilrequire& ,and wk.hich ,theyýha'd arhtt xet.
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Oth. There has been an assessmerit as before observed

7th. ByStatute labor we understand the labor and miterials contributed by a certain
locality for a bridge, by-road, &c. This mode of doing things is very defective.
It vould, in ny opinion, be more equitable to assess the cost of such works on
the whole population of a locality in some way or other, and in due proportion
to the rnieans of the parties.

8th Each proprietor keeps in order the road in front of bis farm. The maintenance
of the road is given out by the job to the lowest bidder, and the cost is shared
among all the inhabitants who arc bound to do any work therein, in proportion
to the value of each man's real estate.

P. David Coullée, Mayor of the Village of Soulanges.

st. The Municipal Act works in our locality in a satisfactory manner.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is useless, perfectly useless ; the reports
or procès verbaux of tieir visits are a proof of this. Their duties may be per-
formed by the road officers.

3rd. The Municipal A ct, as it regards parishes and counties ought not to be repealed,
but amended.

4th. In taxing, it is just to include personal and moveable property. The value of
a trade or calling should be fixed according to the yearly profits which it yields,
based upon those of two preceding years.

5th. The Municipality of this place bas been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and has made no assessment.

6th. The Secretary-Treasurer had in his hands the nonies accruing from tavern
licenses in the place.

7th. A gratuitous and compulsory day's work, given in aid of the maintenance of
highroads and byroads.

8th. The by-roads, ini winter only, have been kept up at the expense of the
localMunicipality; the higl-roads by the proprietors of lands or lots abutting
thereon.

1 offer the following amendmients to the second paragraph of the twelfth
section:

A general session of each Local Council shall be held on the first Monday in
the month of January, on the first of May, and the first of September in each year,
or on the day following, if such day should be the Queen's Birth-day, or a lawful
holiday.

The repeal of the 4th paragraph of the 12th section.

The striking out of the words "quarterly" an " the montbs of March,
june, September and December" from the 12th section, and the substitution of
" half yearly," and " the months of January and July,"- in each year.
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Paul Leblanc, Mayor of St. Barnabé (District of Montreal.)

lst. The Act in question has worked with greater or less success in this Municipality
according to the degree of favor with vçhich the Councillors and others inter-
ested regarded it; but in general it is not of a character to please the people,
on account of the great expense which it entails. One thing to be rescinded
in the Act is the written notices which the Road Officers are bound to give,:
this would greatly diminish their trouble and expenses.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is a necessary one; his powers tend to
promote the sucéessful working of municipal institutions. Power should be
given to the Counsel to prevent him from making his two visits in the year,
as they are generally useless and expensive.

3rd. I should vish to see the County Councils abolished to give place altogether to
the Parish Councils. The experience I have iad of them convinces me that
it is difficult, if not impossible, to obtain justice ii a satisfactory manner, in a
County Council; and that it is a needless increase of expense to the. Parish
Councils, who are every year obliged to tax the inhabitants to pay the charges
of these Councils. It is well known how sincerely the people detest such taxes,
and if the Parish Councils were alone retained, I consider that the office o
County Superintendent night very vell be devolved on the Secretary of the
Parish, who might easily fill both offices, with less cost and less delay.

4th. The present mode of assessment, based on personal and moveable property is
very nuch liked, and is, in niy opinion, the only method of arriving ait a uni-
for-m rate of taxation in each county.

5th. The Municipality of St. Barnabé bas ahvays been ii operation since the pass-
ing of the Municipal and ,Road Act of 1855, and the amount levied has been
£9 11s. 11-d. up to January, 1855, as a supply for the expenses of the said
Council.

6th. The expression'" Statute labor" lias always been understood in this locality to
mean work done in common by several parties interested in it, in which each
person contributes his share both of time and ofthe materials necessary for the
work; but it is always preferable to have recourse to assessment for several
reasons which it is unnecessary to particularize.

7th. Since the passing of the Act in question the main roads have been kept up by
each proprietor repairinghis front, and the line roads are given ont to the
lowest bidder, the parties interested therein payig according to the width of
their farmns

Hubert Lemay, 1J•uyor of St. Jude, gives nearly the sae answers a t bo
only he states that the amourit raised tomneet the expenîses of bis Muuicipali t
till January, 1858, is £50.
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Henry Michaud, Mayor of Ixworth.

lst. The Municipal Act of 1855 ought to be repealed, and that of 1847 re-enacted;
any road law should be based on the laws repealed by the Act of 1855, with
a few exceptions noticed hereafter. In this place, the Act of 1855 has produc-
ed a general feeling of discontent.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is useless. The Secretary-Treasurer of
the County Council might very well discharge the duties of the County Super-
intendent, as that officer was bound to do under the Municipal Act of 1847.

3rd. The Parish Councils ough to be abolished, County Councils being quite sufficient

4th. Personal taxation should extend to professional men. As to private taxation,
it is, in a certain degree, necessary.

The best plan to be proposed for the establishment of a uniform system of
taxation in each County would be the assessment of each parish to the municipal
fund, according to its value.

5th. The Municipality of Ixworth worked till the month of August last, but very
indifferently. The amount raised by asssessment in the time was about £17.

6th. Answered in the last.

7th. Statute labor bas not been established here.

8th. Since the passing of the Act of 1855 the roads and by-roads have been very
much neglected.

The suggestions which I have to offer relative to the best method of maintain-
ing the roads are: 1st. To oblige every proprietor to keep in order the road in front
of his property; but to allow the majority of the parties bound to maintain any
by-road, to assess upon all such parties the amount necessary to maintain such road,
whenever they consider such a method of doing the work advantageous; in that
case the Inspector might, on the requisition of the said majority, contract for the
maintenance of the road by the year, and recover the cost of the work from all the
parties interested, having power to sue for the same in any Courts of law: 2nd.
Ail persons should sue any Inspector of a road which is in bad order, for the penalty
appointed to be paid for rieglcct of duty. Such suit should be brought before a
Justice of the Peace. The Inspector would have his recourse against the sous-voyer
and the sous-voyer against the proprietor. The proceedings ought to be as simple
as possible.

Finally, as a last suggestion, I would oblige every councillor to reside in the
parish or township for which he was elected.

Francois Lalonde, Mayor of St. Zotique.

lst. The Municipal law cannot fail to work in this place, in virtue of the enormous
expenses which it involves, and which we are bound to levy on the people, in
order to keep it up. But, guided by the experience 1 have had of it as a
councillor, both local and for the country, my firm belief is that the general
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interest of the inhabitants of Lower Canada requites the total abolition of loal
councils and the maintenance of County Councils composed of twòo r three
notables from each parish in the county.

2nd. With respect to the office of Superintendent. I consider as unnecessary and
very expensive. My opinion is to dispense with it. When the Counell are
called upon to inspect a road, &c., they might appoint in his place an inspec-
tor or a private individual residing in the parish requiring the work, to visit
the place and report thereon, as is now done in the case of water-courses, re-
serving to themselves the power of receiving, anending or rejecting suèh
report.

3rd. As I have observed abovë, a County Council alone voüld work very well.

4th. I think that we should proceed as we did before the passing of the Municipal
Act, that is to say, oblige merchants and traders to pay the County Council for a
license, by this means it will be unnecessary to tax the inhabitants, as the
amount of such licenses and of the fines would be sufficient to defray the ex-
penses of the council, as it was before the passing of the present law.

5th. All the Municipalities in this country have worked since the passing of the Act
in question. The local Municipality of St. Zotique, of which I arn May
bas raised £50 per annum.

7th. As to " Statute labor," we have never had any in this Parish.

8th. The roads in this parish are made and kept iu order by each proprietor doing
his own, as before the passing of the present law. As to expensive bridges
they have been made and kept in order by the Municipality. It is mny opinion
that the Government or the County should provide the funds necessary for the
building of bridges which are built for the general convenience of the public,
such works being too expensive for a few inhabitants of one place.

P. T. Casgrain, Mayor of River Quelle.

Ist. The provisions of the Municipal Act of 1855 are obscure and too complicated
to be put in execution by the local councils. Generafly, it is not every parish
or towriship which contains the necessary number of persons to give effect to
them, and even when qualified persons are to be found in such localities, the
obscure and complic-ated character of the provisions of the Act, renders thë
execution of them nearly impossible. It does not work in a satisfactory man-
ner in our locality, and, far from being made more efficient by amendments
the Act had better be abolished altogether.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is of no use in the municipal system. Its duties
were performed quite as well by the Secretary of the former County Councils,
and caused no additional charge on the municipal funds.

3rd. The, present Municipal orgauization is su faulty that, su far, a great maotity
of the parish and county municipalities have disapproved of it, that ln some
places it has been the cause of riots, and that the defects of' the systemn itself
and the antipathy felt by the people to the law, with the apathy of the GoV.
ernment in regard to the disorders-reuùltirg from it, render the working of it
for lie present impracticable.
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4th. The principles in which the present system of taxation is based seem to be
equitable, and in practice would be favorable to municipal institutions, if, in
place of the present Municipal Act the legislaturewere to re-enac.t the pro-
visions of the municipal Iaw repealed in 1855.

5th. Our local Municipality bas been at work since the passing of the Act of 1855,
but in a very inperfect manner; and to the present time no municipal assess-
ment bas been made.

6th If there has been no assessment in our nunicipality to meet our municipal
expenses, it is owing to the ambiguity of the law, which does not clearly define
who are to pay the sums (lue fbr certain works which the -council has thought
fit to assign to certain of the inhabitants of our municipality; up to the pre-
sent time the amount of ouir expenses and liabilities is about £57 This has
been in part paid by a loan, raised on my personal security.

7th. The expression " Statute labor," bas no other meaning in our Municipality
than that which it bears in the Municipal Act of 1855.

8th. The nethod of keeping in order the roads and by-roads in our loca]ity las
been the same as before the passing of the Act in question, with this difference
only, that their condition bas been worse than it was then.

Joseph Hudon, Mayor of Sýt. Paschal.

1st. The municipal law has worked rather through the obedience yielded by the
people, than ui consequence of their approbation of its provisions.

2nd. With respect to the Superintendent, the office is a burthen to us and is not
liked. Accordingly, no superintendent.

8rd. With reference to County or Parish Municipalities.-none at all.

4th. With regard to assessments, the best plan would be a fair distribution propor-
tioned to the area of the land. This would be more just. Every one would
pay according to the extent of his land, and by such a means the industrious
man would not be punished for having made improvements on his property.

5th. The Municipalities have been working since'1855. The amount of the assess-
ments have been fron £38 to £40, to pay the Secretary-Treasurer of the
County and the Superintendent for the year 1856, and it was with the greatest
difficulty that we collected that sum. I believe that some have not paid even
yet. Besides this sum persons having business with the Council are obliged
to pay the Superin tendent and the Secretary a surplus of fees to their great
dissatisfaction.

6th. The Municipalities have been assessed.

7th. By " Statute labor" we generallyinderstand aid granted to thosê persons
whose share of the work is too heavy. This bas always been accord.ed.

8th. The by-roads are kept in order, by the year, according to a fair division of the
work. The main roads are repaired by the proprietors
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The road systern which would, in 'My opinion, be 'Most advantageous tQ
armers in general, is this:

Let three persons be appointed by the parishioners in each parish, as com-
missioners, to have the rùanagement of the roads as the former Grand Voyers
had, with power to appoint Inspectors and sous-voyers, in case of need, to mark
out roads and bridges, and abolish the same when required so to do by a petii on

,presented to any one of them, to give notice that on such a day at such an hour
they will attend at such a place to hear interested parties, and having heard
them to draw up their procès-verbal, and tO give notice at the church door or,
the most central place, that on such a day af such an hour they will apply for
the homologation of the procès-verbal, requiring the attendance of parties
interested.

This is the tariff of costs: Let each Commissioner be allowed five shil-
lings per diem, besides one shilling a league for carriage, the Clerk ten shil-
lings for hearing parties, ten shillings for the procès-verbal, and ten shillings for
the homologation, besides his carriage. The notices should cosL two shillings
and six pence.

Three Commissioners at 5s.... ...... .*.......... .. £0 15 O
Carriage do 1 leagues at Is... .... ...... ....... 4 6
Clerk at 10s....................... ................. 10 0
Carriage of Clerk 1 league at ls....................... 0 1 6
Notices of visit of Inspection at 2s. 6d. .0.......... 2 6
Procès-verbal at 10s............... ................... O 10 O
Notices of Homologation of procès-verbal at 2s. 6d........ 0 2 6
Procès-verbal at 10s..............................0 10 0
Three Commissiones,-day of homologation ............. O 15 0

£3 11 O

This is what a procès-verbal might cost according to the distance, and it
should be paid for by the persons applying for it. It is unnecessary to impose
any tax on the farmer. This plan would, in my opinion, meet the waiqts and
wishes of everybody.

It has frequently happened that a procès-verbal presented to the Council
has cost £5 or £6, and even more.

D. A. Coutdée, Mayor of St. Joseph de Soulanges and Warden of he County of
Soulanges.

1st. The present Road Act cannot satisfy the wants of the country. In the first
place, the working of it is, too expensive. Several hundreds of pounds have
been spent in this country on this account, and what good has it donc us? None.
My firm opinion, I nay say the firm opinion of a large majority of the inhabi
tants of this county,. is in favor of the abolition of Local Councils, and the con-
tinuance of the County Councils only the latter being compnosed of'two memïber
from each parish (elected by the people), and it is mv belief that weshould, ir
this raanner, have a cheap Council, muchpeferable to the one elàcted u der
the actual system for, in my opinion,the Local Councils onlyfhmpr an em-
barrass us all or nearly all matters being referred in appeal from the Loal to the
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County Councils. I am informed that some call for the abolition of the County
Councils and the continuance of the parish ones, but such a system would be
disliked and would not work. Let us have but one Council: that would be
sufficient, and would work very well.

2nd. It is necessary to keep the Superintendent; at least I think so, and my opinion
would go to amend that part of the law which requires him to visit the roads,
a very expensive and useless duty.

3rd. As I have shewn in my first answer, the Municipality cannot but work well
by means of the expenses which it involves.

4th. My opinion on this question is, that the County Council should be empowered
to impose a license-tax on every merchant and trader in the County. With
the means Ihus obtained, and the amount of penalties imposed in the Munici-
pality, a sum would be raised sufficient to pay the expenses of the County Coun-
cil without taxing the people.

5th. All the Municipalities in this County have been in operation since the passing
of the Municipal Act of 1855. The Local Municipality of St. Joseph de Sou-
langes of which I am Mayor, has levied £100 per annum, and that of the
County of Soulanges, of which I am Warden, has also levied a similar sum.

7th. Statute Labor has never been exacted in this Municipality. The meaning
which I affix to this term is the same which it conveys in Upper Canada
generally.

8th. The by-roads are generally under the charge of the Municipalities; and the
main roads are kept in order by the proprietors of lands adjoining them, ac-
cording to the old system.

I must add that 1 have much at heart the improvement and prosperity of
the County of which I have the honor to be the principal officer, and I
therefore entreat the gentlemen of the Committee to make such a report that
the Parish Municipalities may be abolished, and the County Councils only be
continued.

P. C. Fournier, Secretary- Treasurer of the County of L'Islet.

1st. The Act in question is generally considered to be very difficult to bring into
operation, and in respect of the Parish Councils especially, it is almost impossi-
ble to carry out its provisions: local or sectional interests prevent Councillors
from possessing that freedon of action which properly belongs to a delibera-
tive body, for this reason, personal interests often clash with the rule of right,
and the latter is sometimes compelled to give way. My opinion is, that the
old County Councils were far preferable to Parish Councils.

2nd. I am, myself, Superintendent of the County of L'Islet; I am, nevertheless, of
opinion that powers and duties of toc) extensive a nature belong to that office.
The duties of the office under the present systern, require a person to be highly
capable, that he should have full leisure to devote himself entirely to them,
and that he should be remunerated accordingly. These things cannot be had
without the imposition of direct taxes, a thing utterly detested by the people.

A.,Ï5#.
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For this reason, I should advise the appointment ofa deputy by each County
Council whenever it becomes necessary to visit, lay out, or construct bridges,
and the fair payment of such deputies by the rate-payers, the charges made
lhaving been first taxed by the Council, in this as in ail other matters about
which they may be employed from time to time.

3rd. As stated in my first answer, I greatly prefer County Councis to Parish Coun-
cils. I can understand that in Cities where there is a dense population, men's
interests are nearly the same, and in such case the system may work ver-y well;
butwhere the inhabitants of a Municipality are widely separated from each other,
it is not so ; for instance, a by-road is necessary for three or four individuals to
obtain access to their lands, and they petition for it. But in order to obtain
the opening of such a road, a certain number of persons are to be called on,
who do not think they require it. This produces a division. If any of the
Councillors chance to be interested in the making of the road, as generally
happens, it may be presumed that it will be hard to obtain a fair decision in
the Council.

4th. I am of opinion that it would be better to exclude personal and moveable
property from taxation, as also trades and professions, particularly when the
individuals concerned in this category are already taxed for their real estate.
In all these cases, it is nearly impossible to form a just estimate of the income
of individuals, as they are liable to vary every day-one day reasonably good'
the next almost nothing.

5th. The Municipalities of the County of L'Islet, and of the Parish of L'Islet, of
both which I am Secretary-Treasurer, have worked with various success under
the Act of 1855. They have raised nothing by taxation, except sectionally for
the opening of roads ; and the Secretary-Treasurer and County Superintendent
are poorly paid, under an order of the Council for entering petitions, procès-
verbal, &c.

6th. The trifling character of the sources of income indicated in rny last answer
shews their insufficiency. We ,must have had a strong wish for the success of
the experiment, to be satisfied with them. It was doubtless with the hope that
the Municipal system might work more easily when once those changes should
be made in it, which would render it plainer and less complicated

7th. As the assessment system bas not yet been regularly brought into operation
in this Municipality, the expression Statute Labour" bas not been defined.

8th. Acting as Superintendent, I have caused the roads to be kept in order by
following the ol system, not having the means of proceeding otherwise; an
each person executes the work assigned to him by the procès-verbal, or act ot'
repartition.

The Mayor of the Parish of L'Islet, having read the answers of P. O.
Fournier, Esquire, Secretary of the said Parish, concurs in all his suggestions
and conclusions as being consonant with his own views and itentions.

Vincent Dubé, Warden of the Municipalily of the County of Kamouraska.
1st. The Municipal Act of 1855 ought to be repealed, and that of 1847 re-enacted.

Any road law should be based on the laws repealed by the Act of 1855, witha
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few exceptions, noticed hereafter. In this place, the Act of 1855 has produced
ageneral feeling of discontent.

2nd. The Office of County Superinter dent is useless. The Secretary-Treasurer of
the County Council might very well discharge the duties of the County
Superintendent, as that Officer was bound to do under the Municipal Act of
1847.

3rd. The Parish Councils ought to be abolished--County Councils being quite
sufficient.

4th. Personal taxation should extend to professional men as to private taxation it
s, in a certain degree, necessary.

The best plan to be proposed for the establishment of a uniform system of
taxation in each County, would be the assessment of each Parih to the Muni-
cipal fund, according to its value.

5th. The Municipality of St. Anne worked till the month of August last but very
indifferently. The ainount raised by assessment in the time was about £42.

6th. Answered in the last.

7th. Statute labor has not been established here.

8th. Since the passing of the Act of 1855, the roads and by-roads bave been very
much neglected.

The suggestions which I have to offer relative to the best method of
maintaining the roads are :-1st. To oblige every proprietor to keep in order
the road in front of his property ; but to allow the majority of the parties
bound to inaintain any by-road to assess upon all such parties the amount
necessary to maintain such road, whenever they consider such method of doing
the work advantageous; in that case the inspector might, on the requisition of
the said mnajority, contract for the maintenance of the road by the year, and
recover the cost of the work from all the parties interested, having power to
sue for the same ii ansy Court of law. 2nd. All persons should sue any
inspector of a road which is in bad order, for the penalty appointed to be paid
for neglect of duty : such suit should )e brought before a Justice of the Peace.
The inspector woùld have his recourse against the sous-voyer, and the sous-
voyer against the proprietor. The proceedings ought to be as simple as
possible.

Finally, as a last suggestion, I would oblige every Councillor to reside in
the Parish or Township for which he vas elected.

George J. Beaudet, Mayor of St. Ignace du Côteau du Lac.

1st. The Municipal Law in our Municipality works to the satisfaction of everybody,
and without great expense, when it does not require recourse to be had to the
County Council, the abolition of which would favour us considerably.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is ruiuously expensive and nearly useless.
We do not perceive tlat the powers attached to it are calculated to be bene-
ficial to municipal institutions. . tnmight be abolished without any inconvenience
in all the localities of our county, if we had Parisb Councils only. We would
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then suggest that the inspectors and sous-voyers should take the lace of the
superintendent, and perform the duties gratuitously, but that whenever ktis
required to draw up a procès-verbal or report, a competent person should b6
appointed by the counbils for the purpose, aid paid by the parties concerned.
The visits of inspection of the roads by the superintendent have never led to any
beneficial resuilt, but they have afforded him a pretext to prevent a heavy bill'
of which each parish had a good share to pay.

3rd.lTe present organization of the county and parish Municipalities abounds with
difficulties, besides the e penses which it entails; those expenses arise from
the exorbitant demands of the County Councils, and have been applied not
otherwise, since the passing of the Municipal Act, than to pay officers from
Nvhom we receive no profitable service.

4th. The present mode of assessnent appears to be equiteble• it is only desirable
that the method of taxing merchants, professional men, and mechanies, were
m ore intelligible. The latter ought to be taxed in, proportion to their net
yearly income.

5thdi Our Municipality lias been ,i operation since the passing of the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855. The amount raised in our locality by assessment has been',
since that time, £51 5s. 4d. per annum. We paid the County Council £18
7s. 6d. for the first year, and we shall shortly have to pay £27 for our share of
the expenses of the County Municipality, solely for the salaries of its officers.

6th. The taxes have been regularly levied in our local Municipality.

7th. By a day's " Statute Labor" we understand a day's work given gratuitously.

8th. With a view of avoiding loss of time and useless labor, our local Council bas
assumèd the maintenance of the winter roads. As to the main roads, they are
kept up by the proprietors of the lots over which they pass, and generally very
well.

The exorbitant expenses to which the County Couneil subjects the local
Municipalities deprive the latter of the means of effecting certain improvements to
which the noney would be better applied, 'than to the payment of officers under a
council which seems to us to be useless, and the existence of which, now as ever
will entail suffering on one locality for the benefit of a few others. The abolitio1
ofCounty Councils and the continuance of Parish Councils will end these abuses, give
the latter the entire management of their affairs, and allow them to dispose of théir
funds for the general advantage of the tax-paying community.

The existence of County Councils often jeopardizes local interests for this
reason, that many of the Councillors ote without knowledge (machinalement) on
questions relating to the interests of muriicipalities to which they are stran gers.
Suich abuses cannot occur in Parish Councils, who are better versed in the interests
of their locality, than in those of places to them almost u'nknon.

A. 57
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Secretary-Treasurer's Account against the Council of the Parish of St.
Ignace, for services rendered from lst July, 1856, to 27th March, 1857:

July 7-Holding Meeting this day....................£1 0 0
17-Blank Summonses........................... 0 2 6
28-Sixteen Notices . .... ...................... 1 0

Sept. 1-Holding Meeting this day........ .... ... 0
Decr. 1--Holding Meeting this day......... ............. 1 0 0

2-Road Notices .... ................ .... ....... 0
Nov. 2-Holding Meeting this day........... .... .... ... 0 O

"-Two petitions to County Council ........ 0 10 O
" "-Collection Roll for current year .......... ........ 5 0 0

£1017 6

G. H. Dumesnil (Côteau Landing.)

1st. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 works very well, ir. my opinion, in this
locality, but costs extremely dear, either on account of the number of officers
necessarily appointed to carry it out, or through the expenses which inembers
of local councils are compelled to pay, on consultations with advocates, &c.,
touching this law which they do not in general understand - andin many cases,
these opinions cause expensive law suits to the great injury of the inhabitants
of a parish: this has been the case here.

Considering the narrow limits of the present Counties, I think that the
abolition of the local councils is advisable, leaving the County Councils to work
alone with a few modifications. These councils might be composed of two
members from each parish, would work well, and would be satisfactory to a
large majority of the inhabitants of Lower Canada. 1, moreover, consider that
according to the amended Act of 1856, the local councils have no right but
that of appointing their inspectors and sous-voyers, for the County Council
can amend and rescind all by-laws, &c., of local councils if they think fit. As
to the appointment of local officers, they might with equal convenience be
appointed by the County Council.

The County is composed of seven. Municipalities, and I believe that not
less than £100 is raised in each local Municipality, in which the money is spent,
and applied to the payment of the Secretary-Treasurer, Criers, &c. Take the
Parish of Soulanges for instance, n which I am myself Secretary. On the first
Monday in every month I go thither at 1 P. M., and receive for that £2 1s. 8d.
each journey. On the opening of the Council the proceedings of the last
meeting are read, which amount to nothing ; next, each member inquires
what business is on hand, the answer is nothing'; unless perhaps accounts
presented by the proprietor of the place of meeting, the Crier, or the Secretary-
Treasurer. On many occasions it even happens that they cannot find a Secre-
tary in the parish, and are obliged to get one from the neighbouring parishes
as the case is here. I am informed tiat some people wish the county councils
to be abolisbd, and the local Councils to be retained, but it is my opinion that
such a municipal.laiv would work very ill, and I trust that the executive will
never concede such a thing. The County Council alone will work, the Parish
Councils, never.
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2nd. With respect to the office of Superintendent, I consider it to be necessary,
but it is My opinion that that part of the law, (Sect. 54,) which compels the
Superintendent to visit the roads twice in the year, should be amended. In
our small county these visits costs not less than £40 to £50 per annum, and I
consider them perfectly useless.

8rd. As I remarked above, the present municipal system is good, but it would be
still better having but a single council.

4th. I think it is just that the trader and the professional1man should pay for the
support of the municipalities, but that the valuation of property, business, &c.,
should be made by valuators of whom one at least should be taken from each
parish, and be appointed by the County Council; for according to the present
systen there are many abuses in this county, and I dare say it is the same
every where else. There are parishes in which property is truly valued at its
worth, in others it is set down at half its value, and the consequence is, that a
parish really inferior to those adjoining. it has paid as much as two other pa-
rishes of the saie value for the support of the County Council. It is true the
County Council has the power of amending this, but it often happens that a
single parish is the sufferer ; it is alleged that three persons resident in the
spot must be better acquainted with the real value of property than they are;
thus County Councillors and their affairs go on as before.

5th. All the County Municipalities have worked since the passing of the Act in
question ; the local Municipality of St. Joseph de Soulanges, of which I am
Secretary, has raised £100 per annum, and that of the Countyof Soulanges,
of which I am also Secretary, a like sun of £100 per annun'.

7th. With respect to " Statute Labor," we have, in this Municipality, never had
any. I understand the word as it is understood in UJpper Canada.

8th. The by-roads are kept in order by the Municipalities, the main roads by the
proprietors as before the passing of the present Municipal Act.

V. St. «ermain, Mayor of Blandford.

lst. This Act works badly in this lodality, being too complicated, and often unin-
telligible; it ought to be amended to a simpler form adapted to the wants of
the people. In its first shape it is more injurious than, useful.

We feel in the Townships the great inconvenience of having no law obliging
the great land-owners (the absentees especially) to register their titles under a
penalty of forfeiture. The Government ought, also from timeý to timre,. that is
to say, when the assessment rolls are prepared, to furnish the local Municipa-
lities in the townships with a clear tabular statement shewing the lands still
belonging.to the Crown, the naies of persons to vhon lots have beert granted,

pand articulars of the ranges and numbers of the said lots, if granted after the
date of the last assessment rolls. The want of these precautions produces
great defects in the assessment rolls, and often renders them of no practical
use.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent does not in general give saisCaction to
to the people, they considèr that the law conders on that officer too extesive
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powers, that the expense is too great for a county, and that his duties might
be very properly discharged by a deputy grand-voyer appointed by the local
councils.

3rd. The present syste m of County and Parish Municipalities seems to produce
no profitable result, but is considered rather as a nuisance, inasmuch as having
too much authority over the local Councils, whose proceedings and acts they
can control and rescind, they can paralyse by this influence all the efforts of
the local Councils for the good government of the affairs of their respective
localities, but as no one can understand a man's wants better than himself, we
must admit and conclude that parish municipalities alone can meet the wants
and wishes of the people, who will from them learn the management of their
own mterests.

4th. There is no reason why personal and moveable property should be exempted
from taxation, for, as all have the benefit and enjoyment of improvements with-
out distinction of persons, all ought to contribute thereto, according to their
means.

As to the establishment of a uniform mode of assessment, I consider that
apart frorn the considerations of integrity and honesty, we ought to take into
the account practical knowledge in the valuators: thus let professional men or
mechanics be the valuators of the income of men of their own classes
respectively, and let practical agriculturists value farms. By such a method
we should have the best opinions which can be possibly obtained. ý This relates
only to local Coundils. Having in view the general interests of the County, I
think that we ought to proceed quite differently, in order to do equal justice
to all the rate-payers, and that the execution of the work would occasion very
great expense, for in that case none but persons specially appointeil by the
Government as valuators on a general and uniform principle in a county, and
invested with authority to inquire minutely concerning the real value of land,
would be eligible.

th. The local Council of this Municipality have been working since the passing of
71F the Act in question, and are now engaged in raising with much pains and great

difficulty the sum of , to meet their local expenses and those of the
County Council.

6th. Answered in the last.

7th. We understand here by the term " Statute labor,'' certain days' works on
public roads and bridges given in each of our respective Municipalities and
not elsewhere.

8th. We have since the passing of the Act cited, followed the ancient method of
p repairing and keeping in order the public roads and bridges in this locality.

Jean Baptiste Delisle, MJayor of Stratford.

1st. The law in question would be beneficial and efficient if the County Councils
were abolished.

It bas worked very well and quietly to the present time; but the County
Councils bas involved us in expenses (without any good results) which will
produce great trouble in raising the funds neceasary to defray them.
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2nd. The office Of County Superintendeni: tends;. in my opinior and according to
the experience I have lad of it, only to inerease the a nountfi te taxes for
no god purpose. The comnty Comîeil of Wolfe now owe r0early£00 1otheir
Suîperintendent;-and £làO for a buîilding whi 1ûis progress witliout having
received any service important to their interests.

8rd. My opinion is that the County Councils ought to be abolished, with all ielong
ing to them, and the local Councils retainled, with power to appoint a compe-
tent person to discharge fhe (tiest of gr«nd-voyeror superin:tndent when his
services should be required, and whose; exlpeises shmidi be paid by tllose who
required his services. This would save the Council all expenses, for it is well
understood, tiat in order t procuret the workirocf the law, as few taxest must
be levied as possible, the very vord " tax ?being a btig-bear in the ears of the
country pleople.

4th. I do not think that nny change in, tlhe modeof assessmenrti. necessary or ,vould
be advantageous. With respect to a unirm prieiple o' assessment in each
Couinty, my first and second auswers may apply to that ; and, moreover, as,
different localities are not of equal value, it would be unjust, in my opinio
to tax then ali alike.

5tb. The Municipality of this place has worked, to a certain extent,,since the
passing of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, but, for certain reasons which
the Council have tliought sufficieût, no taxes have been levied under thnatAct.

6th. Not having hitherto had any expenses to defray for our local Municipality, the
Counicil have not thought it prudent to collect any muney.

7th. By the tern "Statute labor" we understand each p3rson being obliged toe 'n.
tribute a day's work gratuitously for every hundred pour(ls of fraction of a
hundred pounds in valuie of his property. These day's work are ust.lly ap.
plied to the repairs of public bridges,#and main roads. through unconceded
lands.

8th. Every proprietor keeps in order the road in front of his land, and the roads
on which the lands are not iihabited are kept up by Statute labor. There are
no verbalized roads in my locality wvhich co:nprised the, united Townships of
G'arthlby and Stratford.

If I suggest the abolition of County Councils, it is becauxse experience
convinces nie they cannot work withoît entailing great expenses on Counîcil-
lors residing at Wdista'cee4 iand aIl this, say it with regret, withotary good
resulting to particilar localities ; for, when strangers are to have the manage-
ment of out- affairs, they generally furish matter .of complaint, hayviru nàknowledge of our wants or having interests opposed to ours, whie with eal
Coutncils the proceedings are carried on anidst the community to be affected
Ly therm, and by persons iaterested i acting prudently and econoudielly.

Nazaire AnciI, ùlVyof "St. Pac6me.

ist. The Muricipal Àét hs' been, sine *t e aniicTiflto operation, gil elmeni of' dis..
cord. We pÈýy thatit Il à tepedlêd and that the Courî: ue n
rnay be restred.

Be4
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2nd. The office of County Superintendent, far froin contributing to the successful
working of municipal institutions, is calclhited to impede their operation, being
of no service to any one but the man who fills it. We pray that the office
may be abolished and the powers it confers transferred to the Secretary-
Treasurer of the County.

3rd. The saime answer as the first.

4th. We pray that the assessment may be nade on real property in proportion to
its value; and that trades be exempt.

5th. Our Municipality worked till the month of September, and raised £12 los.

7th. There has been no " Statute labor" exacted in our Municipality. The main
and by-roads have been kept in order, the latter by the job and the former by
the adjoining proprietors, It is desirable that Statute labor should never be
einployed.

8th. The same inswer.

SUGGESTIONS.

That every person should be aitihorized to fine the Inspector for neglect
the LIspector, the sous-voye'r and the proprietor of the main and by-roads
which is ill-kcept.

That proceedings had before Justices of the Peace should be as plain as
possible.

That in difficult and litigated c'es the suits should he instituted in a Su-

perior Court.

That in order to be elected a Concillor the candidate shouild be a resi-
dent in the Parish or Township to be represented.

Moyse Carbonneau, Secretary- Treasurer nf the Municipality of the County of
St. Maurice.

Ist. This Act works very unsatisfactorily. The local Councils ought to be abolished.

2nd. I think that no improvement can be expected from the office of County
Su pe rinten denit.

3rd. My opinion is that a County Council would be suficient and less expensive.

4th. My opinion is that it is expedient to exempt personal and moveable property
from assessment, and tlat real property only should be taxable.

5th. hbas worked. The arnount raised is £20.

8th. The main and by-roads are kept in order by the proprietors, freeholders, under
proces-verbaux and Acts apportioning the work. These repairs are executed
by the inhabitants themselves without any outlay of money. For its perform'
ance they are subject to the orders of the road officers.
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A. De Martigny, Secretary- Treasurer qf the County of Beauharnois.

st The Act is too complicated, the Municipality of the County hesitate in putting
i into force, and have hardly acted uider it.

2nd. The Superintendent should have no control whatever over the roads with re-
gard to their being kept in repair, he should receive no salaiy froin the Council,
and be paid for his procès-verbaux by the parties interested in the said procès-
verbaux.

3rd. The County Council or the Parish Councils should be abolished.

4th. The Assessors should be appointed by the County Council, in order to make
the valuation of ail the property capable of beirg assessed in the Muniicipality
of the County.

5th. ILt has been in operation.

6th. The Municipality intend to levy taxes to meet the expenses in a short tine.

7th. Statute labor is unknown. It would le a very dificulit nattei to have any
kind of labor perforimed.

8th. The by-roads are kept im repair by any parties who piease, and are always in
a shocking condition. The ins'pectors and sous-voyers should have the conirol
of tie roads, or else the Superintendent b3 liable to a heavy fine for a neglect
of his duties.

G. R. Dufresne, Mayor; S. MAorin, Secretary ; and J. Craite, O. Duplessis, André
Martin, Ant. Gilbert, and Charles Canirant, Councillors of te Municipalities
of Pointe du Lac.

1st. We pray that it be abolished entirely.

2nd. We should prefer a Deputy Grand-Voyer to be appointed by the County
Council.

3rd. We should like to have merely a County Council.

4th. We desire that immoveable property alone should be assessed.

5th. We have neer levied any money for any purpose wbatever.

6th. The money we received was given voluntarily.

7th. We have been unaninous in performning this work.

8th. We keep the by-roads and the roads in repair according to the ancient custom.

HYP. Pqui, Mayor of St. Raphaell and Bizard Island.

lst. The Act in"question works tolerably enough ii ourCuty

2d. 1 am' of opinion thatther1e should h no such office as thatof County Supern- r

ten'dent,'an.d that the duties of* that officer should, be tulifilled by the Secretary.
Treasurer of'each Municipality.,
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Srd. County Coincils incur great ueless expene, and if a choice must he made
between a County Municipality and a Parish Municipality, I think fshould
prefer the former.

4th. I amn opinion that it would be better to exclude persrnal and immovable pro-
perty from assessment, and impose licenses on the sale of goods, groceries, &a.

5th. The Municipality of our locality has been in operation since the passing of the
Act, anil the anount Ievied annually by taxation in virtue of the provisions of
the said Act has varied from £15 to £20.

7th. By " Statute Lahor " we understand all public labor done without remunera-
tion by all persons between the ages of 18 and 60 years.

8th. During the first year our Corporation took charge of the ronds and kept them
in repair at iheir own expense; on the second year the Corporation handed the
charge over to the proprietors as fornerly, with the exception however, of eer-
tain by-laws for their better management.

L. Taché, Secretary-Treasurer of the Mvnicipaify of the County of St. Hyacinthe.

lst. My opinion is, that the Act should he inaintained in the whole with modifica-
tions in the details. The Municipal and Road Act has met, in coming into
operalion, with unavoidable difficulties. The greatest objection is, that the
Act involves great expense. However, in the greater part of the Municipali-
ties the expenses for the first year are far less than those of the second year,
and may still diminislh on account of the utility of the expenses according as
the law is better unders'ocd and better executed.

The amendments that are most urgen ly required would he, to define in
a clearer and more precise manner the duties of the Superiiitendents, the In-
spectors and sous-voyers.

2ndo The office of Superintendent is necessary: the name of1 Grand Voyer substi
tuted for that of Superintendent niight, perhaps, be more popular and more in
harmony with his duties. The visiîs to the roads required by the LIV clause
of the Act are completely useless. In order to avoid that species of want of
confidence or prejudice which exists against collectors of money, the Sup.erin-
tendent should have nothing to do with the appointment and payment off the
moneys.

3rd. In my opinion, it is the best organization possible. It seems to ie, however,
that the Parish Councils night be made of use. Ist. By placirg under dheir
charge the public bridges and by-roads (not the front roads) called .locI
works in order to avoid an increase of costs and contestations, which are
hurtfil tO the progress and good order of the parishes. 'Tlhere woufld ceriainly
be difficulies in comîmenîcing, but it. mîst come to that at last. 2ud. By
causing them to mllake the apportionment and collection of tbe tax on real
estate for the support of Echools at the sanie time as ail the other sums to be
collected each year, in order to have but one apportionment per ycar in each

4tb. It is a very difficult question to solve. If we value moveable property or pro-
fessions and trades, wc nust vaiue a profession or trade at a capial, the
revenues of which, for one average year out of the three or five iast yeim.s,
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should be the interest at a rate of' ten per cent. This is thé scale upon which
real estate should.be valued, on accouit of the repairs to and-keeping in order
of the buildings ; and in professions and trades, tnere are the losses vhici
nay probably happeri tbrough sickness or otherwise.

6th. Our County Mùnicipality has been in operation, and' has levied during last
ycar, for sixteen months, £70, and for this year only £40.

th. The answer to this question is comprised in the preceding answer.

tth. Statute labor is not'exactcdà. it is an inconvenience, andshould'be abolished.

8th. The keeping of the by-roads in repair is sold each year, and the money
apportioned among those obligced to keep them in repair. The front roads
are kept in repair by the proprietors.

As it is also the desire of Your Committee to receive the suggestions of
those to whom you have' addressed yotÏr circular, i beg to offer you the'
followingy

The weekly sessions of the Local> Sessions' are very often useless; the
liberiy of neeting sho'tld bc ft to the M'unicip'alities, at ilîe requisition of
lie Mayor or two Cotucillors, by notice given at the Church door on the

Sunday preceding the meeting.

The XVItl Section (les not' aive sifflicient tinie to prepare and cause the
By-laws'of the County Courcil to be read.

The XLIVth Section should say "Fences shallbe taken down to a distance
of twelve inches fron the ground,"and should also say ' Winter roads shall be
kept up in the public roads,'" in order to avoid all the inconvenience of roads
through tields, d-ains, ditches ani disdarges; Vhichareften dangerous

The 4th paragraph of the XLVIIth Section requires too many details inr
a Proces- Verbal ,,and gives risc to difficulties.

The 5îh paragraph of the same Secton. and the 7th paragraph of the
LXIVth Section, s'iotit provide that the apportionments should be homolo-
gated by tie Miinicipal Concils authorised to revise the anount apportioned,
and close the apportionrnent in a final manner, after having given notice to
the parties interested of the day of the homologation. After this revision the
apportionments might be made by the Superintendent or Sccretary, without
inwonvenience. By the present mioie apportionments have be en recoimenced
as Often as three or fbur times, on account of triflinr omissions and overcharges,
and if the Superintendent wished to abuse the power conferred upon him of
making the apportionmrents as lie thinks fit, the parties irjured could have no
memis of obtaining justice.

Ther'e is nonet Inspector ont of tventy vho can read, and the notes
required Iy the LVth Section have not been inade. They are, howcver, use-
less. Persons making contracts with Mmicipalîies who have no property,
nre not able to recover from thernwat is due, even after having obtained
judgmnenit. The Conineillors invested with the powers iccessary to colleet the
Inrmey due by the Municiputa lity shoutld be imide personlly isonsilelc if they
will not use the ncans which the law allovs them to acquit the debts of the
Municpality.
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J. Dorion, Mayor of the Parist of St. Ours.

lht. 1 an of opinion that Parish Municipalities should be abolisherd and replaced
by one County Municipality.

2nd. I think tliat he might be replaced, wlen required, by a person chosen by the
County Municipality, as when there was question of opeing new roads or
building bridges.

8rd. The prescit Municipal organization is bad, on account of the difference of
opinion as to ihe interprcation of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, which
contradicts itselr from clause to clause, of our best lawyers and our first Juris-
consuilts.

4th. I am of opinien that personal and moveable property should be excluded from
the assessmenri rolls, and real estate only be taxed.

5th. It bas been in operation. About £40 have been levied in virtue of the pro-
visions of the said Act.

6th. There has been an extra taxation to the amount of £147, for the purpose of
having a bridge constructed, in accordance with the provisiois of the Munici-
pal Act of 1855.

7th. We understand by " Statute Labor work donc in cornmon. The term is
well urderstood, but bas never Leern practised in our Municipality.

8th. In the mariner provided for by the Municipal and Road Act of 1855.

J. Tessier, of St. Cesaire; approved of by Messrs. Louis Ouimet, P. Gegaule,
Abrahan Popineau, J. B. St. Onge, Joseph Goday, John Corden.

st. The Act in question does not work well ; it is too long and too complicated.
TUe different systems of road laws, have been too much allowed to subsist.
With the new, the ancient systems cannot any longer be put into operation
without conmitting great injustice. The disproportion of the work, more or
less heavy in one place than in another, causes people to murmur. I do not
think that the Act can operate well unless the Local Muiicipal Council be
conJ)elled to take charge of the roads and bridges. That the Council be held
to pay the danages occasioned by the had state of repair of the roads and
bridges. 'That the mode of proceeding and the details of the law should be
left to ihe Council. That the Secretary-Treasu rer, aud two Inspectors should
have the supderintendence of te roads and brillres; cause the works to be per-
forned by the sous-voyers in their respective districis, and sec that they
perforn their duiii es faitifully, cause the orders ofile Council to be executed,
visit the preulises when there is question of mnaking a new road,.or abolishing
one, or of' making a bridge, or sending in a report to the Council, and allow
the Counicil to do the remainder.

The County Council should be in operation for the purposes for which it
was éreated ; the Secretary-Treasurer thercof should be also Road inspector,
and it should he hi d o1 visit thiein and malke a report tihereof u tote Coun-
cil, ( dt Coudcll should have a right to have him accomnpanied by two other
Road jnspectors upon his Visit to thbridges or rds, whIîh ought to be under
the contl r' of tlie Coity Council. (Ia de to the roais which run from one
Municipality to ,n lher, or which concern two Municipalties at the same time.)

A. 1857.
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2nd. The answer to this question is comprised in my first answer.

Srd. See first answer.

4th. That the County Council should provide for it and adopt the systeim most suita-
ble to themselves. My reason for it is, rbecause if the hy-law vhich they
inake does not work well, then they are enabled to remedy it more promptly
and efficiently than the Government.

5th. It has operated very unsatisfactorily, and has caused more harni than good.
The amount levied is '£0.

6th. There has been taxation and it has been levied upon the valuation rol.

7th. I understand by the word "S tatute Libor,' the uniting of the inhabitonts of a
range or portion of a 'ange to do together during a cetiain number of days, a
certain work, such however, as can be done by ait laborers.

8th. The' manner in which +he hy-ronds were kept in repair last winter was, partly
by Statute labor, partly by dividing the work into shares, ani by giving the
contract to the lowest bidcer. The same thing may be said of ail the roads in
general. These diffeent ifnans aire a souce of great confusion and complica-
tion of by-laws, and occasion injustice, discontent and finally lawsuits.

I an of opinion that the mode suggested in the first answer would, if adopt-
ed, put an end to ail these difficulties and prevert apportiurmments without num-
beir, procès-verbaux, and other expensive proceedings. Afier having consuIt-
ed a large number of the parties inter'ested, I feel l'orced to say ihat this plan
would be the one which would ultimately give the greatest satisf'action.

Jos. Dansereu, Mayor of Verchères.

Ist. The Municipal Act might be a good Act if it were more simple and precise in
order to be understood by the country people, with simple furms and in conse-
quence, less expensive ones.

This law has operated unsatisfactorily from the day Of its passing to the
preselit.

2nd. The office of County Super'intendent is in my opinion, a public nuisance and a
perfectly useless office, fir which, however, we are forced to pay.

3rd. In my opinion, County Councils are perf'ecly useless, and are a source of great
expense to each County. Parish Municipalit ies are ail we require in the coun-
try, if the Secretary-Tr'easurier of the Parish Municipality were vested with
the powers of Superintendent for his locality. He might also if necessary,
be ent itled to make out a nrnv procès-verbal, &c.; in a word. do ail the busi-
ness required for bis Municipality, and that wihout, or almost without expense.

4th. I think that personal and moveable property ought no: to be included in thé
assessment, but merely rel prop)erty,

5th. The Municipalily in my locality has been in operation from the passing of the
Act of 1t855, to the present day; the Municipality has not as yet levied any-
thing, in consequence of which we are in debt. .We are about to levy the
money I cannot state what amount we shall have to levy to pay our debts.

6th. We are in debt to several persons who performed the works on the roads, and
others, &c.
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7th. By " Statute Labor' I understand &theworks which se'eral persons or several
parishes are held to do, and when these works are not and caimot be divided,
as when a road or a bridge lias to be constructed hy several 1persons or parish-
es without. knowing how much each has to do. In this case the works are to
be done by "'Statute Labor" by the parties interested.

8th. The highway.s have been made :and kIept n repair !by the proprietors of the
lands, Upon the front of which the said higiwaysîpass, and thVe by-roads have
been given out by contract in accordance with the Municipal Act of 1855.

I will further add that public opinion amongst :our inhabitanf's is in favor
of the total repeal of the Municipal Act, and they ask for the law of 1796,
with power to name road officers by a meeting to be held every two years,
iiresided over by a militia olicer as lot nerly, and also, with ihe power at îthe
same time, to appoint a qualified person in) each parish to fulfil the duties of
depuly grand voyer, to be elected every two years in the same manner as
the road officers.

L. L. Desgaulniers, Prefect of the Municipality of the County of Terrebonne.
lst. Local and Parish Muricipalities are excellent institetions, calculated to promote

the interests cf the people. The Act works very well with us, but ivith great
economy on account of the general state of poverty anongst the inhabit ants. i
have no other suggestions to nake unless it be the remarks contained in my
third answer.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is, with us, a burden which weighs heavily
upon the County, and thlat officer would not be required were bis powers and
prerogatives conlé red upon the Inspector of roads and bridges in each local
Municipality, ý%'ho would have jurisdiction only in the parish, and to whom the
mnicipality right grant a salary proportionate Io his extra services, that is to
say, to those which are by the present lvaw in the province of County Superin-
tenîdents, as for the semi-annual visits to the roads and bridges (visits necessa-
ry for the public satety) procès-verbaux, &c.

Brd. The present Municipal organization into County and Parish Municipalities is
really a public nuisance, and morcover an increase to the expenditure in nany
cases out of' proportion to the means of the inhabitants, and sometimes a source
of jobbing wlich it is not always easy to gnard against ; for example, with
us lle Courity, by ils by-law, orders the levying of a tax far hiigher lban that
of all the local Munnicipalities over and above the improvemnvs or works use-
ful to the Countv. On the othber hand, with ihe systeh f a Parsh Mmnici-
pality only, the machine wouild work in the saie mainner as if it possessed alE
tle saime aittribuites wbich the present Counînty Mlunicîipality cnjoys, with the
sysltem f oappointing delegates ; in the presen r, 'hen the works to be
dloie or kept in r-epair concern several local Municipalities, the Inspector
or inspectors of ail the Parishes concerned in the place or the County
Supi enrn tende nt

4th. My opinion, w'ith regard to including personal property in tie Assessment
Rols, tiat is to say, professions, trades, or callings, is, ihat it is just, equlitable,
and mnost rational.

5th. Our local Mtnniipality has operated as muchn and as wfell as could be expected
from an instîitntioni quite new and laving little I harmony with the customns of

A.' 847.
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the country people, who are generaily without hcation, and not we I able
to appreciate the value of the institutions. The Municipality has levied £93,
which was paid without opposition the first year.

6th. Answered by the preceding answer.

Ih. The word " Statute Labor witi us is a term almost synonymons to wlat it
bas always been, even before the institution of the present Municipal I aw, and
is a proceeding, if not always good, at least very just for the performance of
certainvorks, the execution of Lwhich requires great promptitude, and the
custom of forcing thpse persons to work who are not in any other manner
obliged todo so, is very oftei very effective and just, when the persons order-
ing do so in good faith, ard in a just, and conscientious manner. Statute labor
is tien the c'xecution' of a work or labor, either by men, or cattle, according to
the proportion of the means of Ie parties who are compelled to do it, the

hole rated iccording to the value of the property of each. Persons not
having any property, and being of a certain age, can also be compelled to work
which appears to nie in many cases to be very just.

8Mh. '[ho manner of keeping the by.roads in rgair is by contributions in rmoney
from those who are obliged to (o so in virtue of procès-verbaux, affecting
them. The roads aré given out by comtract each year to the lowest tender,
and the payment tiereof is apportioned arnongst those obliged to keep the
said roads in repair.

With regard to hie highways, they are kept in repair by the proprietorq,
each according to the leIngth of is laid respectively.

Edouard Germain Paradis, Mayor of St. Norbert d'Arthabaska.
Ist. With regard to the Act in question, I an of opinion that it is far too compli-

ca tei al vague for a class of farners Who are iot able to understand law. I
thinik it should be repealed, end a shorter and clearer one sulstitted.

2nd. I am of opinion that the Offlce of County Superintendent involves expenses
too considerable, on account of the visits le is obliged to make twice every
year. I an of opinion ihat he should only he held to make tlhe said visits when
reouired to do so, and thiat the expenses be paid by the parties requiring him
to do so.

Srd. 1 arm of opinion that Parish Councils involve consideriable expenditure ; it
wVoulld be far iess expensive to have only a County Coucil, omipos)ed of two
or rine Counucillors froMn each Parish. In oui Parish. I can assure you that
Ly this plan we would save four or five huîndre dpounds.

4th., I am of opinion that with a County ConCil, merchants and persons having
profes..ioLs hulîd b flrced to pay a license. This imigit a idi ini mceting the
expens<s of the Mnicipality ; eh forners, lowever, who muake the roads and
by-roads, and keepj then in repair, should be excmnpted from taxation.

5th. Ou Municipaliy hias î cen in operation silice the passing of the Act, but with
diiciutv, on account of tie conîplication of the Act, and we have yct tu levy
a sun of fifty pournds currency, fbr last year.

6th. We have not as yct levied any taxes, as I have jrist stated, because the
Mnmiipality Ihas beei harrssed by several of the rate-payers. '[Tus we have
paid (Ml, expenses wiith rothing but pronises, until we are able to col!cet the
taxation.
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7th. We understand by "Statute Labor," work which is to be done in comnon,
and we do so iri making the by-roads.

8th. The manner of keeping the by-roads in repair is by Statute lahor ; we should,
however prefer the old laIv-each to have his share to perfori. The matner
of keeping the roads in repair is by each persun keeping his own front in repair.

Jean Savard, Mayor of St. Irenée.

1st. My opinion concerning the Act in question is, that it should be repeale& It
cannot operaie in our Counîty in a mianner satisfactory to the inhabitants ; the
amendmiients required would be that tie Act ought to be rcplaced by another
Act mure ciar and precise.

2nd. My opinion as to the Office of County Superintendent is, that. this Officer is bf
no use in our Coniity ; his powers are of a nature to oppose the good wokrng
of' the Miicipal institutions of our County. The Office should bc changed,
and re-placed by the Sec*tary-Treasuîrer of each local Municipality, wfho
would only have the power to verbalise and change the roads and by-roads.

8rd. My opinion as to the present municipal organization into Cointy and Parish
Municipalities is that the County Councils aic perfectly useless and that their
powers should be conferred upon the local Miunicipalities.

4th. My opinion as to the expediency of including or excluding personal and
moveable property in the assessiîent rolls is, that no personal and mîoveable
property should bc included in tlie assessnwnt roll,, that the local Council
bhould have a riglt to levy licenses fromo nerchants, slop-kcepers and tavern-
keepers, which wotld be sufficient to pay the expenses.

5th. The Municipality in our locality has been in operation fron the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855, io June, 1856. They have not been able to
levy any taxes.

6th. The taxation took place in, our locality, but instead of levying the amount
thereof, a portion of the inhabitants rebelled against the law and against us;
they drove us away during the session, and carried away our records which
they burned on the spot. We therefore sspended pavnent until we could
obtain justice from Government against these rioters, who will again have re-
course to violence a nst ail uiiiiiicipal laws, no matter hw advatagceous they
nay be if they are not conpelled to pay darmiagcs.

7th. We understand in our MNlicipality by the word "' Statute Labor," publie
works, such as roads and by-roads, kept in repair by a' Parish or part of a
Par ish.

Sth. The manner of keeping the by-roads in repa ir iii our localify since the passing
of the Act in luestion, has been by cach of the persons whose <hny it is to
keep the roads and by-roads im repair working each time he is equired t do
so by the Mayor.

. JII
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A. Dupras, Mayinr of St. Isidore.

1st. My opinion upon the Act in question is that it operates n a far less satisfactory
manner in our Iocality than usual, because we have not the power to command
our Inspectors and sous-voyers.

2nd. My opinion is that instead of a County Superintendent it would be preferable
to appoint a dcputy grand-voyer in each locality to be paid by the persons
who employ him.

4th. I tlink that the best plan w.ould he to cause all descriptions of tradersto pay
for licenses and apply the money arising therefrom in defraying the expenses
of the Municipality, so as to avoid the necessity of levying taxes.

5th. The Munieipality in rny locality has been in opération since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and the amount of taxes levied has been
£13 18s., for the Coun:y Couneil, and £25 for the Parish Councils.

7th. It is only for the opening ofý new roads that statute labor is made use of.

8th. The manner of keeping the roads in repair in our locality is that each person
keeps the road in front of his Iand in repa ir and with respect to the by-roads
each person keeps his share thereof in repair.

F. Talbot, Secretary- Treusurer of the County of Belechasse.

lst. We are of opinion that the principle of the Municipal Act is good, but that it
vould be advisable to make sme amendmients thereto.

The law woverks very well here thanks to the good will and orderly spirit
cf the inhabitants of the locality. One of the principal amendments we would
Euggest would be to send to eaci of the road officers an extract fromu thé Road
Act, in which should be comprised ail the duiies andobligations to which they
arc subject.

2nd, Our opinion is that the office of Cointy Superintendent is too onerous. This
office might be given to the Secretary-Treasurier of each locality with the s rne
powers and priivleges when there is question of any innovaton to the roads,
bridges, or by-roads,x emîpting them however, fron having to pay visits ex-
Cept when requiired so to do. We might also exempt the Road Inspectors
froil having ta make weekly reports.

Srd. Our opinion is that County Couneils are more anerous than profitable, and
should be abolished, and that Parish Councils wouid be sufficient.

4th. We ara of opinion that moveable propertv should be excluded, as itý causes
ConIsîiderable inconveniience. With regard to the capitation tax we aref
opinion that it is right, that those who contribute nothing towards keeping
the roads in repair should be forced to do so by statute labor, as required by the
present law.

5th. The Municipaliry in our localitv has been in operation since the Act 855,
without having levied any amot, by taxation.

6th. We have not as yet made any forced taxation, but have met our expenses by
means of voluntary subscriptions.
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1th. We understand here hy the word" Statute Labor" and the work we take in
under that head, as being extra work, as for instance, levelling a hill,.a rock,
or making or repairing a bridge.

8th. We still follow the ancient mode, that is to say, that our front roadsé are kept
in repJir by the owners of the lands where they run, ani the by-roads are kept
in repair by the proprietors of real estate in each line or concession, according
to the superficies of each man's land, according to appirtionment. The keep-
ing in repair of the by-roads in winter is given out by contract, and paid by
those who have shares therein.

We are not at ail desirOus of having a Ilaw which obliges us to tax our-
selves for the Keeping in repair of our roads and know îhat a laiv passed for
that purpose will alvays work hadly amongst the agricultural class, for we
find that we are sufficently taxed Lor the length and severity of our winters.

W. Laurin, Mayor <f S. Timotheé.

Ist. I think that the law would work if it were understood, and if every person
whose doy it is to put it into operation were to act charitably and according
to the intention of the law. It, however, involves too much expenditure, as
it has top nany of1icers. I think iliat, County Manicipalities alone vould auf
fice, by abolishing local Municipalities, id this .would bet ter suit the views
of the public. Yet sorne means should be found to compeldthe officers to act
without beiner specially paid. Thus the Secretary-Treasurer might be a persor
holding an office of emolument under Govpnment in such a manner that it
would not be necessary to levy a tax or assessment for the payment of the
officers of the Council.

2nd. There is no necessity for having a County Superintendent. Let the Inspector
in each School district have the power of deciding whether the roads are in
corfbrmity wiîh the law or not, and let each proprietor lave the right of pro-
secuting the Inspector for negligence of his duty. Tis vould answer b-tter
than the office of Superintendent. With regard to the establislment of ne
roads, let pmvers be given to two Inspectors to order the openinîg of a: iew
roa(d inî the same nanner as is done for water courses.

Srd. Parish Municipalities involve too much expenditure, because too nany officers
are reqtired.

4ti. The taxation of real estate involves already too much cxpense, it is not necde
sary to establisi any upon moveable property.

6th. Th- local Mnicipality of St. Tirmothée has been operation since the passinlg of
the Mi<iipal and Ruad Act 1855, upon credit, nio taxes having been levied
in virtue of that Act.

6th. It has been iqcertained ihat the 'tunicipality con!d not render service enough
to compensate for the expenses wliclh thbey incur. Consequeny, all the cx-
penses incurred are still (u1e to the officers who have been employed.

7th. Statute labor has not been exacted from nn one, and we genlly understand
by that word the work a inan does unider the direction of an officer ; the work
is donc to the earth or upon the niaterials rcqiirc-d.
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8th. The manner of keeping the by-roads in repair since the Act of 1855, has beeWt
the same as fïrerly that is to say, by giving theni ont by cortract every year
Thelbighways bave .always been kept in order as formerly îby the proprietor or
pecupant of the Iand upon which they are -situate respectively.

F. A. A. ,Laflêche, Mayor of Ste; Anne de la Pérade.

lst. The Act does not work in a satistctorv manner. The means of attaining this
end would be to diffuse education among the people. This would le better
than all the amendments possible.

8nd. The office of Superiitendent of roads shouk, be abolished. Each local Muni-
cipality ought to be at liberty to appoint a person to trace their roads when-
ever they please.

Srd. County 0Oumicls should be abolished. They are often prejudicial to the in-
terests of oaI Coun.cils.

4th. I have nothing better to suggest.

5th. Yes. It has levied nothing by direct taxation.

6th. We have not as yet levied any funds. The expenses of the Council have not
been paid.

7th. By " Statute labor" we unde'rtand to work on the public roads by or&r Id1
the Inspector, and that gratuitously,

8th. Each proprietor keeps -his front road in repair and the shares he may have in
the by-roads.

Carolus Laurier, Mayor of St. Lin.

lat. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 works badly in the Parish of St. Lin,
arid to ake amendnents therto, 1 think it would be better totally to repeal
this w, which t the majority of jurisconsults is incomprehensible and still
more so the Councillora, whpfr the most part are uneducated farners,

2nd. The office of Spcrintendent is hurthensome and ahogether iseless Tis
office might answer Very wçll in a Towo, or Incorporated ViIlagç,,where gen-
crally the lirits are not far exteuled. in such case the Superintendent, of
town or village would have the offce of Inspectr of roads. arï4sousogr al
at the same ime, without beinge obliged to appoint a number of oficers who,
depending the one upon, the other, do, not flfdI in any wvay the offies which
they occupy. However in one Countv thel which, has worked vitt the

lest efeet is the Act ý George 3, cap. 9, for the linitsof arCoánty a too
extended to allow ne Canty Superintndedeto superintend the Inspectors
and sous Voyers. Moveover, the Suprintendent out of fear of not L eing
thanked by- the Coucil, would no4. eigato- prosecute; his inferio~s.

A 185E.
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3Srd. If the mjority of the inhabitants of Lower Canada wish to have Municipali-
ties, there is only need for Village and Parish Municipalities, and County
Councils should be abolished entirely, lor in the County Councils no other busi-
ness is transacted than local business, for instance, with regard to the abolition
or opening of a road which concerns two or more parishes, a Councillor
who resides at 20, 25, 30 and even 40 miles from that locality is called upon
by law to vote upon this question. How does lie ( it ? Upon the opinion of
another Councillor or after having been canvassed by i nterested parties who
have voted before him. Indeed, in most instances the Cotmcillor has never
seen the locality in question and may perhaps never see it in his lifetime.

4th. I an of opinion that we cannot do any better to render the levying of taxes
equally just for all classes of society, for it is not right that real estate alone
should be taxed in order to meet all the payments of the officers, &c. The
whole burthen would thusfall upon farmers, and it is just that mechanics should
pay their shares as well as farmers.

5th. The Municipality of the Parish of St. Lin lias operated very indifferently, and
I cannot state precisely what amount lias been levied as it is the the Secretary-
Trcasurer who has the accounts in his hards. Iowever, we have levied no
other sums than those necessary to ment our share towards the payment of
the County Superintendent, the Secretary-Treasurer of the County Council,
and the payment of our own Secretary.

The Council of the Parish of St. Lin has further ordered the levying.of
certain small sums in particular parts of the Parish to meet the payaient of
some local debts,

6th. The answer to this question is included in the preceding one.

Tth.,The law is not sufficiently clear concerning the word " Statute labor" to allow
us to practise it in our Municipality. Nevertheless, we understand that the word
" Sttute labor" means that persons obliged to do a certain work by a by-law
or procès-verbal, can be coinnanded by a qualified person such as the sous-
voyer or Inspector, &c., to repair a road, bridge or other public work to pre-
vent costs or the trouble of an apportiomnent ilhen the work to be done is of
little consequence.

Sth. The mode we have followed for keeping the by-roads and roads in repair in
the Municipality of the Parish of St. Lin since the passing of the Act in ques-
tion, is that made use of in accordance with the Act.36 George, chap. 9., The
inhabitants laving been accustomed thereto from their infancy, have followed
this mode instinctively, because the road officers néglected their duties, andl
the roads arc in a sliocking state in StLin since the passing, of the Act of1855.
These officers laugh at our threats, because, say they, there is no person but
the Superintendent who has a right to compel them to pay a fine, (this is also
the opinion of a great number of persons) and that person is too far from us
to be able to compel hiin to act.

I will sum up, therefore, by saying that the principle of the law is good,
but unfortunately there are errors in it to be corrected, and why? because it
was made by persons who reside in cities and are in no wise aware of the wants
of the people living in the country, and who imagine that what is beneficial for.
a city nust also be so for the country. Do not think that.I amn of the number
of those who say that nembers of the Legislature make it a point to make the
Acts of Parliament ambiguous in order to raise disputes and law suits and thus :



enable lawyers to earn their livelihood. No, Lhave no such thoughts and à M
of opinion that the legislators have acted in good faith. It is, however, one of
the great measures in whiçh Ministers alone take. the initiative, and they do
not sufficiently consult the- opinion of the farmers iii passing measures ani laws
which the latter have to carry ont. If it is desired that the farmers should
ca'rry the laws into operation (which is decidedly to ny taste) let them be
mIade in a brief clear and precise fori. For indeed, I think it very ridicu-
loui when I find superfluous expressions in an Act, as, " any person or persons,"
ad other siIttilar phrases. They try 'o make them too plain and that makes
then altogether unintelligible.

O. Rousseau, Mayor of St. Jean Baptiste de Nicolet.

1st. Simplify the Act so as to exe npt the road officers from written notices and reports.
The Act will not work as was contemplated, as it is too intricate, and unintel-
ligible for most people.

2nd. The Superintendent is burdensome and hateful to the local municipalities; bis
powers are oo great, and he is the cause of much useless expense. It would
be better without any, giving the Councils pover in matters of inspection and
report, to choose and appoint one or more discreet and disinterested person to
make such ins; ectionfs and reports.

3rd. With respect "o the County and Parish Councils, experience has shewn that
they will nev.r agree, and that the County Councilswill always prevent the
Parish Councils from making local improvements. These two councils ought
to be independent one of the other, that is to sa.y, the County Council ought
only to take cognizance of imatters afficting the interests of the county and the
Parish Councils ought to have the absolute management of purely local matters
without appeal to the County Council.

4th. Moveable property oughtnever to be considered except with regard to mercan-
tile affairs so far as would relate to the licenses to be given by the councils
to merchants to carry on trade in the locality and the amounts payable for
which should be in the discretion of the councils.

5th. 6th. The local municipality has always worked since 18.55, but with a great
deal of moderation on the part of the council, it being difficult even to speak
of taxation, that system being altogether unpopular. Consequently no levy
of roney has been made except upon traders, who have voluntarily paid for
licenses to meet the municipal expenditure.

7th. By "Corvée" is understood the works performed in common by the ratepayers,
either because they cannot easily be decided or because the parties obliged
prefer executing them i common, but since the Act of 1855 the public works,
in this parish have been distributed and each one chose his own share, and,
this last mode is deerned the most just'and is at the same tirne in accordance
with the desires of the majority.

Sth. The roads are apportioned and each one keeps his own part in repair, with
respect to front roads each proprietor maintains his own frônt. t would be
difficult, indeed almost impossible, td make roads by pecuniary outlay. As to
the raising of money in the county the whole sumn to be raised should be ap-
portioned to each parish in proportion to the agricuhural population or super-
ficial extent of each locality.
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J. Baptiste Dionne de S1. Paschal de Kamowraska.

Ist. My opinion is that this law does not work in a satisfactory manner; to meet
the public interests, I would suggest the entire abolition of parish municipali-
ties.

2nd. The office of county superintendeni only rendërs less efficacious the working
ofihe municipal institutions; I would suggest its abolition and the re-appoint-
ment of deputy grand voyers under the control of the council, as <iering
Zt much more secure guarantee f'r their efficient working, on accounit of the
control to be exercised by the council over the proceedings of its deputy.

8rd. My opinion on th is point is as foliows, the Parish Councils are useless, in most
of the parishes education is too restricted to render it possible to find suitable
components of a good council ; while at the same tirne in a county composed
cf several parishes it is possible to select thoroughly qualified men; I would
also suggest that two councillors should be appoitited by each parish to forn
the County Council, as formerly in the case of the district councils.

4th. I arn of opinion that the Act 36 G. III. should be revived, and the provisions
of the present act relative to moveable property added thereto.

5th. Yes, and £38 16s. 9d. were collected.

Gth. There was an assessment.

7th. T1ie system of .statute labor has not been put into force in our locnlity.

8th. We have always followed the old plan, that prescribed by 36 Geo. 1II.

Jean Caron, Mayor of SI. Carmel, makes the same answers as J. Baptiste Dionne,
lie only states that between £11 and £12 were raised in his Municipality

F. St. Jean, Mayor, F. D. Richard, J. Picard, Secretary-Treasurer of Haltom.

Ist. The Ant has, worked with great difficulty in our locality, this must be rather
attributed to the ainhiguity of riearly ail the sections of the Act in question
than to the ill will of the inhabitants.

2nd. We rnay be permitted to suggest the following anendments :-that the office of
county superintendent should be abolished ; ihis officer occupies himself but lit-
tie with respect to the localities in his county other than the one in which ho
resides; he is, however, very exact as regards thedirawing of bis salary wvhich
js never less than £100 to £2 00per annun.

A measure we desire and which would be ofthe greatest advantage and
least expense to the inhabitants of each locality, would be that each local.
Conneil .hould have the right to name and appoint, as well as ail the other
road olficersa capable and com'petent person within the limits of each Local
M unicipality, thie said person to be i nvested with the same r owers as county
supermtendents have at present. The said ofcer snoùld have an allowance
of so mucl per day and be paid by the parties requiring his services.
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3rd. As to our opinion with regard to the organization of County and Parish Muni-
cipalities, it is the following:

We are desirous that County Municipalities should be abolished and Parish
Municipalities kept 1p, on the principle, that each local council know their in-
terests and wants better than the County Council. If, nevertheless, the pre-
sent Act be still kePt il force, we desire the abolition of Appeal to the County
according to the atnendment to the said Act.

4th. The most uniform mode of taxation is that of including personal and moveable
property according to the Act.

5th. The Municipality in our locality has been in, operalion since the passing of the
Act in question. We levied in 1856, a sum of £80; another sum of £90 was
levied for the construction of a bridge; a further sun of £32 was also levied
for the erection of another bridge.

6th. In our locality the front roads are made and kept in repair by the manual labor
of the inhabitants, that is to say, by the proprietors of land adjoining or bor-
dering on the said road, each person in proportion to thes extent of his land.
The by-roads are also made and kept in repair by the manual labor of' the per-
sons interested in the said roads, each person according to the extent of his land.

G. G. Gaucher, MaSjor of St Geneviève.

Ist. To divide Lower Canada into two sections'; to appoint for each section an offi-
cer (grand-voyer) whose duty shall consist in superintending the execution
of all works required for the improvement of public works, arnd to prosecute
before the Circuit Court the Municipalities and Superintendents collectively
who shall neglect to have the said works performed,; the salary of the said ofil-
cer to be paid by Governmnent.

To establish a uniform mode for he gradual improvement of all roads,
and especially to provide for the levelling and raising of them.

To order that withing a given period all roads should be raised to a cer-
tain height; which would afford the douible advantage of having in summer,
the roads well drained and everywhere withouatrùts, and in winter without
cahots or banks of snow.

2nd. The Superintendent has. already power enough. IL should be the duty of the
grand-voyer to cause him to act.

8rd. I arn of opinion that Parish Municipalities would be sufficient to meet the re-
quirements of our CoLinty if there were County Deputies appointed, with pow-
er to settle the disputes which might arise in the Local or Parish Coucils.
Perhaps it.might be better to make no alteration in the principle of the Act
and rnerely to render it more intelligible, and for that-purpose to award to the
person who shall present the best essay on the codification of the Municipal
Act, the amendments of last and the present Session.

4th. To appoint three valuators for each County, with power to amend the -val a-
tion of each Local Municipality.

(;e4

A. 185E.
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5th. The Municipality of our locality has been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855. During the first year the local Council of
our Municipality undertook to keep the roads in repair, and caused a sum of
£100 to bc Ievied to met the expenses and salary of the officers of the
Municipality.

6th. It is answered by the preceding answer.

7th. There has been no Statute labor required or perforrned.

8th The Council made no By-law; the Road Inspectors follow for the keeping in
repair of the ronds, the directions of the Superintendent. E-ch proprietor
keeps the road in frant of his land in repair, as also the by-roads, according t
the old procès-verbaux,,that is to say ait the common expense.

Âlex. Fraser, of St. André, County of Kamouraska.

1st. Tl e office of County Superintendent, which I filled for several months. enabled
me to convince myself of the bad working of the Act in question, and the dis-
cor.tent it has caused in all the parishes of the County.

'The reason of its not working well arises from three principal causes, to
wit: the extreme ambiguity in which it is drawn up, the incapacity and inex-

perience ot the local Councils, and tha amount of expenditure it involves.

2nd. The offici of Superintendent appeared and still appears to me to be a good
one, calculated to produce good results, hy the direct and constant control of
that officer over the other road officers, and the life and unity which lie irnparts
and communicates to the whole system. IHis powers do not scem to me to be
too great, but they require to be more clearly defined. To render his superin-
tendence more active and effective, he should be allowed a salary sufficient to
engage him to devote all the time necessary for that important business., Up
to ti present day the Superintendent has only been entitled to fees upon the
procès-verbaux he himself draws out.

3rd. I ara of opinion that local Councils are more onerous and embarrassing
than useful, and that they should be re-placed by one County Council, at which
none should preside but persons gilted with a certain degree of education. In
addition to the literary qualification having the effect of adding more regularity
and rapidity to the transaction of business, it would at the same time, be a motive
of emulation towards education.

.th. As the Municipal systern is intended tobenefit all persons, I am of opinion that
every one should contribute towards keeping it up, according to each person's
means, that is to say, real estate from those to whom agriculture is their on]y
source of revenue, and moveable property from those who earn their livelihood
from a trade, profession or comrnerce, thus giving to the trade, profession or
commerce a relative and proportionate value to real estate.

th. The Act in question has been in operation in each Municipality of the County
fron its passing. I am uInable, however, to state what amount hasbeen levied
by taxation in virtue of its provisions.
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6th. I will allow the Secretary-Treasurer of the Municipalities to repl 40 it
question.

th. I understand by the words "Statute Labor as used in the Act in qw stion,
the extra work to be required of each rate-payer and prrsun Iitble to Statute
labor upon a part of a road, a by-road or bridge, which requires some extra
repair. I am of opinion that it is a means of preservng equiibriam of labor
amongst all the rate-payers.

8th. The by-roads and roads in flic whole County, with a few exceptions, have h'ÇP
kept in repair according to the mode prescribed by the Act in questionhai
to say, that the by-roads have been given out by ntract during the winter
but not during the summer, as the people prefer, during the latter season, con-
tributing by manual labor to keep them in repair

REMARKS.

Having had occasion in my quality of Inspector in the course of 'm'y
visits to the roads, to convince myself that it is the general wih that each
Parish should take charge of its own roads and by-roads without being obliged
to go and work outside the limits, and considering this plan to be just, I would
suggest for that purpose that each parish should be incorporatcd for the pur-
pose of keeping their roads in repair, that the by-roads and public bridges in
each shou'd be kept in repair by means of taxation during all seasons, winter
and summer, and that the collective cost of keeping themi in repair should bQ
apportioned over the whole Parish without distinction of range. or concessiri.
1 think that this is the only means of procuring good roads, and that in a iew
years hence this systetm wiIl apply to ail roads xwithout distinction and to the
satisfaction. of every one. I believe further that it would be: an econorny
in a pec&iniary point of view, for experience bas sbcwn and shews every day
that the contact of the different and opposed interests of parties absorbs every
year a sum almost if not sufficient, to keep the roads in the Parish in repair.

As the Road ifficers (Inspectors iýnd sous-voy ers) act without remurieration
or indemnity would it not be just that they should be protected, and that a law
should be passéd providing that ail the suits which, according to law, they are
held to carry on, should be brought in the name and at the cost, risk and peril
of the Parish,

T. Charest, Mayor of Beauport,

The present MWuni'cipal organisation into County and Parish Municipali-
ties, supposing numerous ameudments to bc made thereto, would, I ain of
opinion be an ad vantageous measure for Lower Catiada under certain cicurn-
s1ances, but at present the rneasure is certainly a prermature one, bècause
Education is not at present in a sufficiently advanced stage to promise that a
law s'O complicated as ihe present one willwork well. We can moreeasily
understand to-day perhaps than we had at firstimagined, that it is not an easy
task for the greater part of thé Parishes to make achpice ofseven persons
sufficiently educated and well disposed of codàrse, to put into practice thW pre-
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sent iaw in such a manner as to attain the object proposed in making itý The
fact is that the non-working or ai least the imperfect working of our munici-
pailiies is due in a great measure to the difficulty I have just mentioned.
And even supposing that ibe present system ought to be continued the difficulty
frIon the present time for a certain number of years that is to say until educa
lion is spread more generally throughout the country parts> the difficulty I say
will become yet greater when there will be occasion, successively every two
years, Io replace the Councillors retiring from office. l. that case it must
naturally be supposed that in a great many localities necessity wifl compel us
to make a choice of persons to;tally unfit to fill these offices, or else that the
persons who are actually Members of Còuncils vill be villing for several years
to corne to und'ertake ihe sufficiently onerous and disagreable druty of Municipai
Councillor in hie courîlry. For my part I am little (isposed to believe in this
last hypothesis, at least in so far as regards persons of education who from
being troubled, accused, and harassed, on account of n'ot being werl under'
stood and being ill appreciated in the performance of their duties, end for the
most part by being entirely disgnsted with holding these offices.

Another inconvenience which eontributes to prevent the working of
the Municipal Law, is the not clearly defining the respective powers and ai-
tributes of County and Parish Counties. By the Act of Armendment of 1856e
it appears to me that this difficulty has been but increased by giving the
County Councils alnost ail the powers of the Lceal Councils, and moreover
ermpowering the former to reverse, in Appeal, almost ail the measures,
of the Parish Councils., frorm whence it follows that the aetion of the lat-
ter is almost completely annulled, and the result is, with i egard Io County
Councils, an accuniulation of work and matter which considerably increases
the expenses of the Municipal systern. The frequent A ppeals from local to
County Councils have had the effeci; of causing these bodies to be in continual
quarrels the one with the other. We understand that in every decision in
any important measure of a Local Council, it is seldom that there are not
to be found persons who think themselves deprived of their rights and these
persons never fail ai present to appeal to a Superior Council. Whilst giving the
right to all persons who think themselves justified to have recourse to the decis-
ions of the County Council, there might have been also means to impose cer-
tain conditions calculated to put a check to the abuses which are iow made
of this liberty. In my opinion there will result serious. injustice to certain
Parishes from the power which County Councils have, to make By-Laws with
regard to the granting of Licenses for the retailing of spirituous liquors, for,
in the midst of certain Parishes and corntrary to their wish, we see taverns
and other% shops spring up, which are of no use but to foster the vice of drunk-
enness which would never have existed, had the control of this matter been
left as fornerly to the local Councils.

5th. It has been impossible for me, notwithstanding mry repeated exertions, both
as Mayor and citizen, of the Parish of Beauport, to cause the Municipal Coun-
cil to work in such a manner as to derive any benefit from the present Muni-
cipal law. There bas been constant opposition, both in and out of the
Councilamongst the inhabitants of the Parish. There bas been no valuation
made, and in consequence, no assessments have been levied.

6t.h The want of taxation in my locality, and in severai otheis,.which 1 know, is
due to certain prejudices, which the people of the country have in géneral,
against that manner of raising monies for any purpose whatever, by means
of what they cal] taxes. They only think themselves at ease and i.nsafeîty

A. 1857;
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when they are icft at liberty on these occasions, to do everything by
voluntary contributions and as they see fit. It will be scen immediateIy that
this manner of acting on their part, is but the consequence of a want of dis-
cernment sufficient to distinguish the end in view, by levying Municipal
taxes. Il musi say that these prejudices are besicles, at the present moment,
excited analkept up by the emigrants'of Irish origin, who have se* tled'or come
to settle in our localities, and who from ignorance, assimilate and confound
our Municipal and School taxes, with the Government taxes,,vhich weigh
down Ireland, their native country, and they make use amongst the illiterate
people with whom they associate, of this means as a bugbear to make there
condemn every system of taxation.

A portion of the expenses of our Municipaiity have been paid with
eertain monies belonging to the forner County Council, and the remainder is
yet due.

From the tenor of my answers, Ibe natural conclusion I must corn to is
the following: to diminish the number of Copncillors, on account of the
difficulty of selecting a sufficient number of persons competent to cause the
Municipal law to work with advantage, in consequence, to change ibe pre-
-sent system, and substitute County Councils, giving P>arishes the right of
returning three members,-a step which appears to me to be practicable in
all the Parishes..

Inmy opinion the present lav shoud be repealed as soo'n as possible,
for with the little favour with which it is received by the people, if it were
Io continue in force much longer, it inight, perhaps, have the effect 6f dis-
gusting the people comupletely, with eiery Municipal law, no maLter how
advantageous.

It is always consoling to think that with the energetic measures which
the Government use in favor of education, and the anxiety evinced for some
time by the people of Lower Canada, for education, we shal soon be able to
find everywhere in the rising generation, men capable of working, Municipal
institutions, such as those wè have at present, but, which do nlot suit us at
present, because they have corne to us a few years too soon.

J. P. Paquet, Mayor of Cap-Santé

ast. and 2nd. The Municipal Act of 1855 would work well enough if fic office
cf Superintendent were abolished entirely, or if there were one appointed for
each local Council.

3rd. In the opinion of this Council local Municipalities are preferable to County
M.unicipalliis.

4th. Personal and rmoveable property should be assessed, with the excepion of
stores.

ath. and 6th. The Municipàlity of Ihis Prish has onl warked ur for the
ex penses of the Council have becn paid b otutarv 'ubse piirs h the
exception of sixty-five shillings vihch were paid ffor nes and entles of
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7th. This Councl, understand by 'Statute labor, a days work upon the roads,
un.er the control of the municipality.

Sth.A portion of the by-roads are kept in repair by shares according to apportion-
men, another portion by voluntary labor, and a furiher portiin by money,
the arnount of which is apportioned amongst the persons interested by virtue
of the valuation roi.

Thcophile Girouard, Mayor of Stanfold.

lst. I ain of opinion that the Municipal and Road Act of 1855 is full of anbiguit1 .
and very well suited to fill the cuffers of the lawyers, anc that it works in a
very unsatisfactory manner in our locality.

2n. 1 am of opinion that the office of County Superintendent is toor onerous,
his powers too extended, and of a nature to impede the good worldng of
the municipal institutions than otherwise. This oflice shou.ild be entirely
abolished, and. each local Municipality should be invested with the- power of
naming a person every time it is necessary to open a new roac &c. &c.
because in thatl case the expense would be considerably Tess, as the person thus
appointed would reside in the locality in which the work was Io be done, and
would not in consequence have to travel over a distance of 10, 15 or 20
leagues ; the travelling expenses for sodoing, if several journeys be performed,
arnount to a considerable sum, and veigh often upon a snall number of poor
inhabitants.

Srd. I am of opinion that the present municipal organization into County and'
Parish Munieipalities is too expensive, and that Parish Councils should be
substituted for those of County and Parish as they now exist; as tle inhabi-
tants of a locality know better the wants of their own locality than strangers,
and ihat County Councils will not be able to operate in a satsfactory manner
as the greater part cf the members of that Council would have to decide npea
questions cf which they have no personal knowledge whatever, as has very
ofien happened (to the detriment of the parties interested) at the tine of the
existence of County Councils.

4th. I have corne to the conclusion that it would be better to exclude personal and
moveable peroperty from assessment, and that the manner of taxing should
be left to each local Municipality.

5th. The Municipality in our locality lias been in operation since the passing of the
Mun.icipal and Road Act of 1855, and nothi.ng as yet has been levied by tax-
ation in virtue of that Act.

eth. No funds have been levied to meet the expenses of the Municipality.

7th. By the word "Staute labor'> we understand, in our Municipality, a eertain
number of days to be employed at work on the roads.

8th. The manner of keeping tle by-roads in repair in our Municipality has been
by the proprietors and occupants of lands in eacli range, except on the Pro-
vincial road of Arthahaska which, was under the control of the Board o
Public Works and which was but lately conceded to the Guunty CoUnciL-.
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Pierre Lambert, Mayor of Ste. Ursule

Ist. My opinion onl he Municipal and Road Act of 1855 and the amendiment of
1856 is, that these Acts give satis'action to the Parish, that they work in a.
satisfactory mauner, and can be worked by giving them a liberal interpretation.

und. In the office of Superintendent the powers granted to that officer areSuffi-
cient, but I should like to see the obligation he is under to visit semi-annually
ail the roads of the County abolished. These visits might be confided to the
inspectors of roads in each locality, who should be held to make a report to
the local Council of their respective Municipality under pain of penalty.

ri. The organisation into County and Parish Councils as at present, is, in my
opinion, and that of the Council, the system which mneets in the most satisl
factory manner the wants of each locality, because each local Council is more
able to know the wauts of each locality than the County Council.

4th. It is useful to include in the assessments personal and moveable property; f
am of opinion that the valuation rolls should be left to the local Councils, as
each Counc:llor of a local Council is in a better position to judge ofthe alue
of property in the locality in which he resides than the County Councillors.

5th. The Municipality in this locality las been in operation and operated to the
satisfaction of the public since the passing of the Municipal and Road Act
of 1855, and no taxes whatever lias been levied in virtue of the said Act.

6th. As no taxation bas been imposed in this Municipalit.y so as not to arouse the
publie anger, the officers of the Council, in virtue of the By-laws. of the
Council, have been remunerated by the parties requiring their services, and
that according to thé tariffs settled by the Council. This plan has succeeded
very well.

7th. By the expression "Statute labor" we are in the habit cf understanding the
works which are done in common according to the procès-verbaux.

8th. The manner of keeping the by-roads in repair is the plan above mentioned,
that is to say, by those who are bound to do so by thel procès-verbaux. The
manner of keeping the roads in repair in our locality is by the proprietor or
occupant of each lot. In a word the Couneil has thought it advisable to make
as little change as possible lnthe manner of performing the public vorks, bpt
to exercise and exact a more strict superintendence over the.roacd officers, and
our roads are kept in good repair.

Moyse Désilets, Mayor of ;t. Piere; Cèlestin.

1st. The law works 'well in our locality.

2nd. Thi powers of the Superintende-nt should be amended in soefar as concernas
the depositing of the procès-verbal after homologation, as there is ne etim
limited to transmit a copy thereof to the Municipalities interested.

3rd. The County and Parish Municipalities are a good means of obtainingprompt
justice.

4th. My advice would be to exclide personal and moveable property fron taxation,
and to impose taxation only on immovable property.
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5th. The Municipality in our locality bas been in operation since the passing of
the Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855. The amount levied
annually by taxation is £10 10s.

7th. By the expression " Statute labor we understand labor done in common
either in the opening or repairing of a road.

8th. The manner of keeping the by-roads'in repair is by each giving out his share
to one individual by contract, and each person keeps the road in front of his
land in repair.

The manner of keeping the by-roads in repair in our locality is by giving
then out voluntarily by contract.

Aimé Riopelle, Mayor of St. Esprit.

1st. On account of the very little amount of work done as yet by our local Muni-
cipal Council in virtue of the Act in question, I cannot say that this Act works
badly in rny locality. However, as the Council is on the point of levying
taxations throughout this Parish, I expect to see the law looked upon unfavor-
ably by the rate-payers.

2nd. I am of opinion that the Superint-endent ought not to receive an annual salary
for his services as such in addition to the emoluments allowed him for visits
and works of his department specially required, and that the duty required of
making two visits annually to visit and examine the state of the high roads
should be abolished, as that cffice, or rather these visits have not the desired
effect, and it is an increase of useles expenditure.

3rd. I am likewise of opinion that County Councils should be abolished. This
would very much lessen the expenses of the Municipality, and when there is
occasion to regulate any measures relating to several Parishes, it might be
done by delegates appointed from amongst the local Councillors.

4th. I think that the mode of taxing moveable and personal property as at present
established is just.

5th. The Municipality in my locality bas been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855, but no taxation has as yet been levied.

6thb The little expenditure which the Council has been forced to make for the
support of the Council has been advanced by our Secretary-Treasurer, who bas
been kind enough to wait until we levy moncy to defray these expenses as well
as his fees. In consequence, the Council at a general and monthly meeting held
this day, have ordered the levying of a sum of forty-eight pounds, twelve
shilings an-d four pen-c currency, of which £27 7s. 2¾d. are for the cxpenses of
the Local Council of St. Esprit, and £20 5s. 1¾d. for those of the County
Council of Montoalm.

7th. I understand by the expression " Statute labor," all manual labor over and
above the works imposed by procès-verbaux for the opening or keeping in re-
pair of roads or public bridges.

8th. The mode of keeping the by-roads in repair has not changed in my locality
since the passing of the Miunicipal and Road Act of 1855. They are kept in
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repair in common by persons thereto bound in tleir turn according to the
order and direction of the Inspectors and sous-voyers.

Edward Norbert, Mayor, and Robert Trudelle, Se:retary-Treasurer of the Muni-
cipality of the County of Champlain.

lst. The Act in question does not work well in our locality for several reasons, par-
ticulariy because it is too complicated and ir' many cases requires useless formali-
ties; because the method of giving public notices in which it is requisite, in
every case, that the crier should give a eertificate under oath, is unprofitable
and disliked by the people, who do not approve of oaths being made so com-
mon ; and lastly, because that part of the Act which relates to roads and bridges
is not advantageous to the public, and every one prefers the old Road Act 36
Gco., cap. 9. Every body prefers, also, the former County Municipal Act
10, 11 Vic., cap. 7.

2nd. We are of opinion that the powers of the County Superintendent are sufficierit
to promote the perfect working of Municipal institutions, and we consider that
officer to be necessary in County Municipalities.

3rd. We are of opinion that County Municipalities would be sufficient, and that
Local Municipalities are not required.

4th. We are of opinion that personal and moveable property should be exempt
from taxation.

5tb. The Mnncipality of our locality bas been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855 for local purposes, but no money has been
levied annually by taxation under its authority.

6th. No taxation bas taken place in our local Municipality, because it was undesir-
able to subject the people to a system of taxation to which they are, with strong
reason, much opposed: the necessary funds have been raised by voluntary con-
tribution, but the expenses of the Municipality have been very slight

7th. We do nothing in our Municipality by " Statute labor."

8th. Since the passing of the Act in question, the method of keepirig in order thé
roads and bridges in our locality bas not been changed; and the work has been
done, as it was provided in the old Road Act 36 Geo. 8, cap. 9. The people
are generally opposed to the execution of this work by means of contributions
in money.

The Municipal Council of St. Stanisiaus, aiso in the County of Cham-
plain, returns the same answers.

J. Jutras, Warden of the County oj Nicolet.

I amn of opinion that the law in question is not at all suited to our country
people, as the, forms prescribed for its working are too complicated, and involve
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too much expense and tiseless waste of mnoney. It displenses the people, and
they regret nimci thlat i has been substituted for the Act 10 and 11 Viet., cap.
7, which, with its amendments, had ahvays worked well, because its details
in practice were simple and economical. They were accustonied to the latter
it vas well understood ; and the working of it gave general satisfiction. Un-
der that law, it would never have beeii necessary to levy a generl tax in the
County of Nicolet ; the licenses of traders, with the fees paid by interested
parties to municipal officers for services which thy requircd froim iein from
time to time, werc a source of incone which sufficed to meet all municipal
expenses ; whereas, under the present systein, general taxation is unavoidable.
It is becorne necessary to raise, by taxation and by expensive ineans, consi-
derable sums not to b e paid out for improvements, but nerely to pay for the
machinery necessary for the working of the law. This is lot to be euidured.

I an aIlso of opinion that it is expedient to subject all municipal and road
offBeers absolutely to the authority of the Council, that all the records of the
Municipality and the roads be preserved in one and the same office, and.that
therefore the office of County Superintendent should be abolishcd, and a deputy
grand-voyer, under the Council, be appointed in his rl] oom, and the procès-
verbanx and ail other papers and documents relating to roads sliouîld be kept
in the office of the Secretary-Treasurer with the records of the Municipality.

The Parish Municipalities are one of the principal sources of secless ex-
pense crcated by the law: every Mnicipality must have its Secretary-Treasurer,
and a place to hold the meetings of the Council. Then the numerons appeals
:-lrcady inde, at great cost, from the decisions of the local Councils te the
County Counciis, prove that Parish Municipalities are not calculated to give
satisfaction, and that they ougit te be abolishéd.

Thore have been many complaints bore against the taxation of personal
and nioveable property, and I bave iad many opportunities of assuring myself
that the taxation of real estate only wvould find better acceptance with the
peopl.

The proceeds of the licenses granted to traders, and of a tariff of fées, as
I before observed, had always enabled tie Municipality to work wvithout having
recourse to taxation, in the County of Nicolet. Since the ncw Act cone into
force we have endeavored to manage matters without taxes, and hitherto we
have imposed none. But the proceeds of ibe licenses having been taken away
fron the Municipaliity, and its expenses grcatly augnented by the ncw law, we
bave not been able to rnaintain our position, our Municipality is in deLt, and
yet the Councillors cannot resolve upon a mensure of taxation, having for its
object merely the payrnent of expenses, and which is cvidently barren of ad-
vantage to the people.

We have no I' Statute labor" in this place, and I do not very well under-
stand whbat is meant in the law concerning it ; but I know tbat the mere word
" Statute labor" is (Iispieasing to the cars of the people, and tiat it would be
advisable not te let it be heard. or any thing that bears any resemblance to it.

Every proprictor or occupier of land keeps in order the rond on his front,
as to ie by-roads, the Nnicipality is divided into sections, by procès-verbaux ;
each section has its roads or by-roads vlich are divided into parts propor-
tioned to tie frontage or breadth of the severalfarms in the section, and each
farmer or inhabitant keeps in order bis respective part. Whencver there is,
on one of these parts, a bridge which is too expensive to be kept in repair by

2.0 Victori.
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a single person, and which is termed a public bridge, it is kept in order by all
the inhabitants of the section jointly, each person contributing thereto in pro-
portion to the valie of his land, according to valuation. This ro d systemis
very ancient, and it is cvident that the inhabitants prefer it to any othier,

To the question, What amendments would you propose to be made to
the Municipal and Road Act ot 1855, so as to male it nioreefficient and
satisfactory? I do not hesitate to make answer :-We require a law to be
clear, simple and inexpensive. These points are indnsponsable.i anv muni-
cipal rural code, intended to be popular in and satisfactor'y in Lover Canada';
and no law wili ever be efficient which is not popular. Accordingly al useless
minutie of form rnust be struck out of the present Act, as for instance, a special
notice given verbally to a person receiving it, or by letter under' signature of
the person giving it, should bc sufficient, and a plain certain certificate should
be sufficient evidence of a public notice having been read or prsted.

I would moreover proposa that the ofilce of County Superintendent should
be abolished, and thit of D2puty grand-voyer substituted in its stead ; that
Parish Municipalities should be abolished, and County Municipaîlties alone re-
tained ; that Siatute labor and the assessnent of personal property should be
set aside, and the licensing of tradiig resumed; that taxation should be entire-
ly optional, that is to say, that the Council should be free to impose taxes when
necessary, and to dispense with them when they cease to be necessary. For
there are places and circumstances which render municipal taxation necessary:
there are many others in which, by virtue of the amendments which I have
the honor to propose, there would be no need of it. This is a truti which
has been clearly demonstrated by the experience of the fifteen or sixteen
years which have elapsed since the establishment of rural municipali-
ties in this Province. How many Counties there are which have never had
a tax, and which have no need of any- Some would ask, how we are
to build vaults for our Registry Offices, and buildings in whiclh our
Circuit Courts nay sit, if we wish to have them, or if Mr. Cartier's
bill is passed, or any one like it ? I am certain that I only speak the opinion
of all the inhabitants of this County and of all the great body of the people of
the Province, when Isay that such buildings ought to be erected by the Province,
not being a local affair, in which every one may act whîen and as lie likes, but
an institution which extends throughout tlie length and breadth of the Province,
and concerns everybody in it. And i is lighty important that all action in
such matters should be uniform and sinultaneous tlhroughout the Province in
the erection of these buildings, Iailing which, in respect of the ereclion of cer-
tain counties for the purposes of registration, great and dangerous inconveni-
ences would result, the particulai's of which are too long to be mentioned here.
Is this simultaneous action likely to rule among the municipalities? Impossible.
Already some"of these vaults are erected, well or iill, for the preservation of
the registers, in sone Counties, and some will remain unbuilt foir twenty years
to come, if the Goverurnent 0do iot interfere. These buildings would cost the
Government less thaà the municipalities, inasmuch as the, former would not
have the additional expense of a g neral assesrment to add to the cost oh' build-
ing. If the revenue of the G-vernrnent should prove insuffloient to meet the
expense, it might perhaps, be feasible to economisa in matters less important.
And if it should becone actually necessary, it might, nerhaps, be possible and
expedient to raise the custorms tariffvWhich is the obly syste.m of taxatiun which
the country people will subrmit to particularly for sucli purposes.
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Municipa/ity of the Parish of Becancour.- The above answers of the Warden
of tbe County of Nicolet, J. Jutras, approved of in every particular.

Edmond Lévéque, Macyor of St. Alexandre.

1st. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 as arnended in 1856, cannot be made to
work in this part of Canada. The Act and the amended Act ought to be con-
solidated so tat there may be none but County Municipalities, as if they be
only amended, the ambiguity which pervades them now, will still remain.
The Act has not worked in) a satisfactory manner, and the amendments which
I would propose are: The abolition of Parish Councils, as before observed; the
abolition of the Court of Delegates; the simplification of suits; the placing of
the Superintendent under the immediate control of the Council, as the Deputy
grand-voyer was formerly, and his exemption from the duty of visiting the
roads; the giving up of the roads to the management of the owners of land as
heretofore ; the system of granting licenses as formerly, instead of the taxing of
traders, &c., and the placing of the money produced thercby at the disposal of
the Council, to aid in defraying their expenses; the method of giving public
notices simplified; the annual rcview of the assessnent roll, and such other
provisions as may obviate the necessity of levying direct taxes upon the agri-
cultural class.

2nd. I have just given my opinion relative to the duties of the Superintendent; the
powers vested in him are not of a nature to promote the beneficial working of
municipal institutions, and should be amended so as to render his operations
less expensive; the office of Deputy grand-voyer of the former Couneils having
found more fàvor with the people, the same official duties might be assigned
to the Superintendent.

3rd. This question is already answered.

4th. Trades and professions should be assessed.

5th. Our Municipality has been in operation since the passing of the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855, and we have raised £28 2s. 7½d.

7th. By the term "Statute labor," we understand all kinds of work which are not
imposed on a single individual.

Sth. The roads in this locality have been in a much worse condition than formerly
since the passing of this Act; and this inclines me to believe that the old system
was the best.

Nichel Girard, Mayor of the Parishb of St. Hyacinthe.

The Municipal Aet works very ill in this locality, and is generally disliked
by the inhabitants. A law so coinplicated, so long in its details, and so loosely
drawn up, could have no other reception; moreover, the enormous exnenditure
af money required for the wrokin of it, contributes nat a littile to its unpopu-
larity. The supervision of the roads, almost the only attribute of the Munici-
palouncils, mnight assuredly .be more cheaply exceuted. Enlarged views of
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disinterested patriotism, if nothing else, would lead us to coincide with the. al-
most unanimous opinion of the inhabitants of this County, which is in favor of
the Road Ac; passed in the thirty-sixth year of the reign of Ilis Majesty George
IH, c. 9. This law, amended by a few slight modifications more in accordance
wiîh the wants of the present time, would be better adapted to the maintenance
of good order, peace, and a liberal unanimity among our countrymen.

If we are bound to have a Municipal law, which we do not object to in
principle, let it be clear and precise in its provisions, and cleared of useless forms,
so that its workings may be inexpensive.

The office of Superintendent ought to be abolished, inasmuch as his duties
are comprised in those of 1 he Inspector, under whose immediate superintendence
the maintenaice of the roads are carried on, and that without any remunera-
tion; whereas the Superiniendent pockets the money, and generalfy for having
done nothing, as the few changes required to be effected in our road system
do not need the constant supervision of such an officer. Let the Coucil be
authorized to renunerate an inspector (at the cost of those who require his
services) whenever he needs the assistance of a person of education to draw
up the information which he has to commurîicate to the Council from' time to
time. This would answer the purpose intended, would be more economical,
and would not enable speculative persons te make a fortune out of the office
of Superintendent. The municipal systen cannot woik effectually and satis-
factoriv with its present organization.

The Parish Councils, composed as they are of men having a direct pecu-
niary interest in ail measures presented to them, cannot congr-atulate them-
selves on their independence. This causes ail their decisions to bear the stamp
of favoritism, tyranny and injustice; and under the Parish Council organization
no means exist of checking personal interests; and even if we suppose that all
private interests can be set aside, the motives of the Councillors will, neyer
theless, be always liable to a suspicion of selfish and arbitrary dealing, from
whence will spriig disputes and iaw-suits, often involving great expense., This
fully justifies our assertion that the nôney required for the due wrking of the
law, and for ihe expenses of law proccedings in a given time iii a County,
would be sufficient for the maintenance of the roads within its limits.

The municipal system carried on by County Councils only, would in our
opinion, be more independent, better calculated to work well, and especially
less expensive.

The municipal law amended in 1850 and 1851, with certain modifications,
is best ad'pted at present- for our' parishes in the seigniories, and for ail settled
districts, and most likely to vork ,-the greatest difliculties found in that law
were:

lst. The want of power to the inspector or sous-voyer for neglect of their
duties.ý

2nd. The want of authority to sue the Inspector or sous-voyer to sue the
rate-payer for any road vvork to which he might be liable.

3rd. The right cf appeal to the 'Circuit Court ought, in our opinion, to be
abolished, and three qualified persors cf the County shouild be chosen by the
Council, when organized, at their first meeting,· to'be a Court of revision.
The costs of' appeal, reduced as low as possible, should be borne by the un
successful party.

A. 1857



20 ictoroe. Ap endix (No 0) A 5

41h. The office of'deputy granri-voyer ought, under that Act, to have the
same fate as ihat of Superintendent uncer the present law, as its duties may
be performed by the inspectors. As to the' mode of assessment, it is only
right that all persons in the County should, in their localitv, contribute to the
pubic weal, but in the case of a 'work in which several are inferested, it
should be laid out according to the superficia extent of each man's holding.
To rocure uniformity in the valuation of a whole County by judicial ineans,
we caru perceive no better met hod than by appeal Io a Court of revision in the
County next adjacent, and not interested in the matter in appeal, if the valua-
tion in a County wyas not thoughit to be uniform.

5th. The, amont raised by general assessment in this locality, was, last
year, £55. In the presenit year it will be £40 ; but the cost of the working
oP he law for the County may have amounted to £5OO, exclusive of the costs
of lIw proceedings, consequent on inexcusable defects in the law.

P. E. Marier, Mayor of the Village of Terrebonne.

lst. It is my belief that (although not yet productive of all the advantages which
it promises) it is the best system, except in a few particulars, which may be
aniended, and which I shail endeavor to point out in my answers here follow-
ing:

2nd. I consider the Superintendent to be useless, and even prejudicial useless,
bucatuse sirice he was appointed the roads have remained untouched, and alto-
gether without repairs ; prejudicial, because his tours of inspection cost the
county too much without any profitable result. A district grand-voyer veith-
out a salary, but to be paid by those emp!oy him at a daily rate of renimneration
to Le fixed by law, with the right of appeal from bis pr ocês-verbaux to the
Circuit Court would be a betier appointment. As to incorporated villages
they do not require the grand-voyer, tle councils supplying his place.

Srd. I think tliat the County and Parish Municipalities involve too much expense,
conside ing the lirnited means of the inhabitants. The County Municipalities
villhnever find favor with the majority, because the wants of a parish are to
be laid be ore sirangers who often reject the application merely from a spirit
of party, to damage a councillor who does not happen to enjoy their favor.

4th. I arn of opinion that personal and moveable property ought to be included in
any asc.,srent, and that the law should not, in this respect, undergo any al-
teration.

bth. The Municipality of this locality works slowly, and I think it the wisest plan
obherwise it would be necessary to tax too heavily ; a gradual conformity to
the requirenents of' the law, will be less alarming to the rate-payers. We
have raise a lalfpenny in the pound.

oth. The halfpenny in the pound bas sufficed for our expenditure.

7th. I understand the term "Statute labor ' in the sense which the law intends.
Tihis kind of work is disliked by the people, and I consider it useless and a fer-
tile source of litigation.

8th. There are no by-roads-in this locality, consisting as it does of an incorporated
village. With respect to the main roads which are only the streets, they are
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kept in, order by the proprietors, each in his front respectively. I must, how-
ever, observe, with reference to Municipalities in genera, that each Munici-
paliiy ought to"keep in repair their own roads. This would be less vexatious
to the inhabita:nts, and it would be a further àdvantage to alny the inhabi-
tantsto allot ibe -oad to be repaired, in parts, notwithstatding that I hold this
plan to be old fashioned. We must, nevertheless, keep up with the times, and
legislate according to the manners and opinions of the day. Our old system
cf 1î96 with respect to the subjecting of inspectors and sous-vofers to the
penalties ai the suit of any complainant, appears to me also a resource of sorne
efficacy, provided the suit be biought before a Justice of the Peace ii the
place, or before the Circuit Court in the same place.

Philip Mount, Lieut. Col., and J. Basilide Delfqusse, Mayor. of St. Ilenri de Mas-
couL he, give the same answer as the above.

L. H. Garon, Rimouski.

It is my opinion that the late County Municipalities should have been con-
tinued for ten years more, and hy that time the people would have received
with some pleasure the present excellent municipal law, because they would
have found out the inefficiency of the old law, to promote the progress of the
country, and would have been prepared to carry out the provisions of the
new 0110.

Although the present law works but very imperfectly in most of our local
Municipalities, I think that it is better so o amend it as tofaciliate its work-
ing and to render it less expensive, than to repea1 it altogether, to give way
to a new one, or to an old one to which the people have already evinced
their dislike. This would not give the people reason to believe that they
have only to shew a disloyal opposition to a law to in order to have it repealed.

Amonr the temporary amendments to be made to it, I won d propose
the following:

1st. That the County Councils should meet but once in the year to re-
vise the assessment rolls, and afterwards only the mnbers are notifi *d, by
the Secretary-Treasurer, that some pelition has been received at the office of
the County Council, which it is necessary to consider.

2nd. That in every local Municipality, in which there is no taxation,
the Couneil might compel every trader within its limits to take out a license,
by which means the. Council might be enabled to form a fund sufficient for
the payment of the Secretary-Treasurer and to meet any pety contingent
expenses of his office, without having resourse to forced taxation for the pur-
pose.

Srd. That the publication of all documents of the Couneil required by-.
law (except public notices)'should be inade iwIhe language spoken by the
mýjority of the inhabitants of the locality, by simply reading ihe same at
the church door on some Sunday or statutory holiday after divine service in
the forenoon ; and thaínhe certificate of the person making such publication
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sworn before the Secretary-Treasurer of the Council or the Mayor, should
be sufficient evidence of such publication.

4th. That the ,return of the service of any special notice, might also be
sworn to before the Secretary-Treasurer.

5th. That any petition praying for the homologation of any procès-verbal
of a road, by-road, water-course, &c., be presented directly to the local Coun-
cil, who inight proceed, afier publication of such petition at the church door,
to homologate such procès-verbal without the intervention of the County
Superintendent, if they were of opinion that they had a suflicient knowledge
of the premises.

6th. That any by-law or procès-verbal of a main or by-road, bridge or
water-course, should contain full particulars of the apportionment of the
work to be done, and the amount to be paid by each person bound to assist
in the prosecution of the work ; and that such apportionment should be made
according to the superficial extent of the lots of the proprietors, if the Coun-
cil should consider that method the most likely to do justice to the parties
concerned.

7th. That it ought to remain discretionary in the majority of the parties
concerned in a by-road, &c., whether to contract for the execution of the
work, or to execite each their several shares thereof; and in the Want of
contracting therefor that the apportionment of the money to be paid should
be according to the share of the road allotted to each person concerned.

8th. That in order to the more perfect understanding of the 44th section
of the said Act, which has been misunderstood by several Munidipalities, it
is expedient to declare that the said clause shalt apply to main as well as
by-roads; provided the fences be replaced by the persons concerned in the
road by the 15th April.

2nd. f1etaining the County Councils, we must also retain the County Superin-
tendent ; but, for some years to come, that officer must be in all matters sub-
ordinate to the Council, and act only as they may direct.

I have no doubt that the powers granted to that officer by law would aid
in promoting its successfui working, if our inhabitants, in whom the spirit
of enterprise is not yet awakened, were not alarmed at the excessive authority
given to him,,and at the idea of his imposing on therm burthensome works,
and if they did not prefer the endurance of evil rather than apply to him for
the renedy.

Srd. I have already said that the present municipal system is a good measure,
but as yet the people in this district are not in a condition to carry out its
provisions.

If it were intended to abolish either the Parish Councils or the County
Councils, I should prefer to relain the former rather than the latter, being of'
opinion that greater good would resuIt from them.

In our County of Rimouski the district Council worked no beiter than
the Parish Councils established in 1845, and the latter have worked quite
as well as the County Councils established in 1847.

I have been the depositary since 1847 of all the registers and minutes
of the Councils, and in my capacity as such depositary, ,have frequently
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been obliged to review the proceedings of the Council, and I have arrived
at ihe conclusion tiat the Parish Councils managed their business quite as
well as the District or County Councils, and that they did more for the im-
provement of the country than all the others.

If the present Parish Councils succeed but indifferently it is rather owing
to the impossibility of raising the necessary funds, otherwise than by direct
taxation, than to any other cause.

It is true that, in abolishing the County Councils we should abolish at
the same time, the Court.or Revision of the by-laws of the local Councils;
but in.stead of an evil, I consider that this would be a very effectual means
of bringing the local Councils into operation; and training the people to the
knowledge and management of their own affairs; for, having no longer any
·authority to which tley'could app.al, they would of necessity submit, and I
cannot fhink that any great inconvenience could, result from this: seven per-
sons, elected in the differentIquarters of a Municipality, are better qualified
to manage its interests than persons who are total strangers; and ought cer-
tainly not to be capable of acting unjustly.

4th. I should not be disposed to include moveable property in the assessment, on
account o'f the difflculty of collecting any thing on a security so uncertain as
furniture.

The present mode of assessment appears to me very equitable, but the
first paragraph of the 70th section should be worded so as to not to exempt
any artisan or mechanic, for it is pretended that pilots who are owners of
vessels, and sea-faring men of all kinds, are not included in that clause, be-
cause they do not carry on their callings in a single Municipality only.

5th. The local Municipality of St. Germain de Rimouski has worked sincé the
passing of the Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855, but they
have raised no money by taxation, except a tax of 5s. on documents fyled
in tite Council.

6th. The reason why no tax has been levied in this Municipality, is the open
opposition which the inhabitants have evinced to the working of the law at
the very outset, and the timidity of the officials who were charged with the
execution thereof

The necessary funds to meet tbe expenses of the municipality have
therefore not been raised, and the Council is now in debt to the amount of
£25 to £27 los:

7th. The tern " Statute Labor'" is understood in this niunicipality to imply:

Ist. The day's work which every rate-payer is bound to give yearly oyer and,
above his road work and other contributions to which lie is fiable for every;
£100 value of his assessrrients.

2nd. The day's work which every male of the age of 21, not otherwvise, liable, ià
bound to contribute to the municipality.

3rd. Finally, all day's work which the Local Council may impose in virtugof
the Mist section of the said Act.

A. 1857
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8th. Since the passing of the Act in question the main and by-roads have been
kept in order as usual:-that is to say, the provisions of the Act 36 Geo. IIL.
c. 9. although repealed, have been our guides in that respect.

A. H. de Caussin, Esquire, N. P., (St Julienne.)

lst. The Act in question is too contradictory in some of its provisions to be car-
rid out withoit some confusion, It has worked in this place as' well as a
law of the kind can be expected to work. If the Act was amen ded so as to
make it plainer and more concise, and forms shortened, it would have a good
eflect.

2nd. The Office of County Suprintendent, as now constituted, only produces
trouble and epense, and nothing or next to nothing is done except a quan-
tity of reports or procès-verbaux which are after reading impracticable. The
work on the roads is worse done, and yet the expense is increased. These
offices to be useful should be more independent.

Srd. The present Municipal system is, with County and Parish Councils a fine
institution company, the invaluable but unappreciated privilege of self-govern-
ment; unfortunately the law is ill adapted to create a taste for the advan-
tages which it might effect, and the people generally are too ignorant to car-
ry it out with full effect.

4th. In my humble opinion, if personal and moveable pioperty were included in
the assessments, it would be greatly injurious to agriculture, a principal
source of the revenue of the Province, and such a measure would tend to
retard progress. Real property ilself even ought, for the encouragement of the
industrious farmer, not to be assessed at ils improved, but its original value.
As to uniformity of laxation in each county, we rnight arrive at that also by
the detachment of the assessors : by threes, that is to say by sending them
from place to place, after they have been assembled at the county town to
agree upon a course or principle. of action. The County Couneils only
should be competent to revise and amend the assessment rolls.

3th. The Municipality of St. Julienne have raised for their own expenses the
sum of.. ................... .............. £15 16 7ý
And for the expenses of County Council.......... 13 14 0

£29 10 7~
the whole municipal expehses to this day.

The County Council have also levied, on all the parishes in the County,
to defray the whole of their expenses £149 2s. 8 d.

Sth. Answered in the last.

7th. The " Statute Labor" has not been required.

8th. In general the main roads have been made and kept in order by the occup_
ier. The line or by-roads are partly given out by contract.
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GENERAL REPMARKs.

The want of a quorum is a frequent cause of justice not being done. The
County Councillors ought to be paid, and it should be established as an abso-
lute principle, that absentees should pay a forfeit of double their allowance,
except in cases of certified sickness only.

Martin Giguèire, Kgaor of t Jean, Isle of OrleanS

Ist. The Act in question works satisfactorily in our locality.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is, in my opinion, perfectly useless, the
By-aws concerningroads being as weltobserved and enforced by the other
road officers, and being attended with less expense than under the office of
County Superintendent

3rd. I consider that none but County Municipalities should be retained, and that
the Parish Councils should be abolished, believing that the former alone suffice
fbr the wants ofeach locality, and would, moreover, be less expensive to the
inhabitanis.

4th, I believe it would be better to exempt personal and moveable property from
taxation.

ý5th. The Municipality of our locality has always been in quesion since the assing
of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and Nve have raised by taxation for
part of the years from '55 to '56, an armount of £25 per cent., and from '56 to
'57 an amount of £19 10s. 9Ïd. per cent.

6th. The necessary funds to meet our Municipal expenses have been raised by as-
sessment as aforesaid.

?th. I understand by the term " Statute Labor," the contributions in labor by seve-
ral [persons, on requisition, to considerable works on roads, by-roads, and pub-
lic bridges.

8th. Fially-The method of keeping up the main and by-roads in our locality, has
always been as follows IEvery proprietor repairs, at his own cost, the part of
the road passing in front of his farm; butin respect of by-roads, every proprie-
tor is also bound in the summer.to.keep in order a portion which isassigned to
hin by legal repartition, and in winter to contribute to the expense of maintain-
ing the same under contract. The fund for the purpose being made up by the
proprietors, each year ten, in their turns.

Louis Fortin, Mayor of Cap Ignace.

ist, Yes, the Act works well

2nd. The County Superin tendent, with his present powers, ought to be abolished,
and a Deputy grand-voyer, deriving his powers from the Council and appoirited
by them, substituted in his place.

3rd. The Parish Municipalities should be superseded by County Municipalities, ,as
they were befo 1655.

A.187.
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4th. Real estate should be taxed only for the formation and maintenance of roads
and bridges, trade and the proceeds of licenses to sell liquors ought to meet
the contingencies of the Council.

5th. Yas, and they raised £,3 53. 8. in the first year, and have not yet ordered or
levied any assessment for the current year.

6th. This question is not applicable to our Municipality.

7th. This is an aid in work which each land owner in each sous-voyer'8 district
is bound to contri bute towards the maintenance and repairs of the roads, fences
and water-courses, according to the by-law whieh enjoins- it. Statute labor is
difficult and troublesome to enforce, and ought, on that account to be abolished.

Sth. The parties interested in the main and by-roads, are compelled by the sOu9-
voyers to keep them in order, under the order of procès-verbaux and by-laws
of the Couneil.

Jacques Lebel and L. F. Roy, Jouncillors for Kingsey.
lst. Our opinion of the Act in question is, that it is injurious to the Municipality,

and that it does not work in our locality in a satistfactory manner; the proper
amendment would be its entire repeal. First, because it is burthensome and
too complicated, and has been unproductive of good to the roads, the monie
raised having heen partly applied to the payment of the numerous municipal
offices. We desire an Act like that of 1846.

2nd. Our opinion relative to the Superintendent is, that we desire to have none, the
powers of that officer being more injurious than profitable. We would recom-
men( in his stead, three Inspectors of the Municipality, who miglit lay out roads
and superintend then according to circumstances. We base, our opinion on
the inconvenience of procuring the attendance of the Superintendent at certain
times and places, and moreover, the high rate of his remuneration.

rd. The system requires too many officers paid out of the monies collected. The
County Council is prejudicial, and should be abolished.

4th. We would have no taxation; let every one do his own work.

5th. The Municipality of this place has been at work since the passingof the Muni-
cipal and RJad Act of 1855. The amount annuaily assessed has exceeded
8oo dollars.

6th. Taxation has taken place in our Municipality.

7th. We take "Statute Labor" (corvée) in its ordinary meaning: an aid given to
dine one who appears to .need it, whether for road or any other work.

8th. The method of keeping the roads in order has been by labor in common, the
roads on the front of farms have been maintained by the proprietors, as well as
by Statute labor.

C. CourteaU, Elq., M. D., of St. Roch d'Achigan.
lst, The Act in question works very ill in our locality, and has produced only bad

effects. The Parish Municipalities ought to be abolished. The Councillors o
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these Municipalities are generally men of little or no education; and are easîi
influenced by relatives or friends, and especially, they are influenced by their
own personal interests, and are always prejudiced ih deciding on business that
comes before them; they are, theretbre, unjust in their acts, to say no worse.
This tends to demoralize the people, stir up enmities and discourage honest
men. The County Municipalities rarely produce this effect, and the reason is
easy to be explained.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is a very important one, and produces
good effects on the roads of both kinds. Everything depends, however, on the
choice of the County Municipelityl and on ihe moral influence and individuel
capacity of the Superintendent.

4th. Personal and moveable property ught to be included in the assessment, and,
to secure uniforritv, the County Municipality ou-ght to establish one cornmon
scale of assessment for the whole county. By this means all would pay alike,
and therefore, equitably.

5th. The amount of taxes raised in this locality to this day, under the Act is £79
odd shillings:

7th. By the term "Statute labor," we understand here a work done in common
without taxation'; the casting of materials for a bridge, &e.

8th. The maintenance of the roads since the passing of the Act in question is
carried on as it was before it was passed. For instance, a whole concession
ià charged with the maintenance of a by-road, and the work is done by the
proprietors resident in that concession in common.

Pierre Guibord, Mayor, and E. Messire, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Paul, County
of Joliette.

Ist. We have a bad opinion of the present Municipal Aet. It ought to be repealed
and the old County ,Councils restored.

2nd. The office of Superintendent ought tq be altogether abolished, and that of
grand-voyer substituted in its place, as under the County Municipalities.

2rd. The present system of County aad Parish Manicipalities is very injurious
to the prosperity of the Country.

4th. Tax traders, professional men and mechanics, to pay the expenses of the
County Couneils, if they are restored.

5th. The local Municipality of St. Paul has worked sincerthe passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855, but no taxes have been levied to meet the
expenses.

l6th. The Municipality have refused to levy any tax and the expenses have been
paid by voluntary contributions.

7th. "Statute labor" has not been exacted from any.

8th. The main and by-roads in the Municipality of St. Paul, i s been kept in
order as they were under the old road law, -

A. 1857
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Joseph Beausoleil Mayor, and M. Crépeau, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Felx de
Valois.

lst. This Act works in a salisfactory manner in our localty, but at enormous
expense, occasioned by the proceedings required under the law fron the
County Superintendent for the opening and change of roads.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent, wbich is a source of useless expense,
ought, in my opinion, to be abolished, and I give as my reasons the facts
that though that officer may visit the place, draw u'p a procès-verlal legalizing
a road or bridge, and receive from the parties concerned a fee of £5 or £6,
still the Council may, afier hearing the parties, amend the procès-verbal as
they think fit, and even disallow it altogether.

Any other tolerably well-inforned person whom the Council rmight ap-
point to visit the place in question would manage the affair as well as the
superintendent, as his report is to be revised by the Council, and such a pro-
ceeding would cost scarcely more than 10s. per visit. This would inake a
difference of £4 1os. or £5.

The inspection of the roads, required from the Superintendent, are quite
useless in the country parts; at least that which he has exercised ià
this locality has been productive of no advantage.

Srd. I do not perceive what profit or advantage the inhabitants of a locality can
derive from County Municipalities as long as there arc Parish Municipalities.
All that the County Couneil have done worthy of notice, to mny knowledge>
since the passing of the Act, is the imposition of a tax of £80 on the rate-
able property in the county, to meet the expenses of the council, as the sala-
ries and fees of the Secretary and Superintendent for the year 1856. This
was independently of another round sun which the Municipality I1ad in
hand.

The Parish Municipalities are sufficient, and are most in accordance
with the wants of the country. The mermbers of thesel councils are sup-
posed to be better informed concerning the affairs of their own parishes.
than they are about those of others. Accordingly I am of opinion that County
Municipalilies may more conveniently be dispensed with than the Parish'
Councils.

4th. I do not consider it necessary to exempt personal andi moveable property
from taxation, on the contrary, I consider it just to include it.

5th. This Municipality has been at work since the passing of the Municipal Act
of 1855. The amount levied was £18 the first year, and £12 in the ecoad

'th. By the terrm Statute labor" we understand in this ocality, the eonbinat
tion of several persons to~perform certain works in common, and such works
are generally those done on line roads and publie bridges.

Sth. The main and by-roads in this locality are kept in order as heretofore.

J. Baptiste Bouchard, Mayor of Rivière du Loup, (en bas.>

jet. My opinion of the Act in question is that it works very ill in our locality
whose is the fault ? That of the County Council and of the Superintendeut..
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I arn of opinion that the amendment to be made in order to secure the re
satisfactory working of hie Act of 1855, would be the abolition of the Coun-
ty Council and of the office of Superintendent, for the Couniy Council can-
not work without the imposition of taxes. Their expenses are 1o be levied
in all the parishes in the county, whercas if the Parish Councils were invest-
ed with ail the powers of administering the road laws, îthey might, by
means of hie inspeciors and sous-voyers bring the road law into operation
without the imposition of any rate for the purpose.

2nd. The Superintendent neyer fails to perform all the duties of bis office, and
occasionally something more, provided that the duty is gainful. i propose
that every local Counc;l should appoint a deputy in their locality ho be paid
as the inspectors of fences and ditches are, or his fees might even be taxed
by the Council, and be paid by those requiring bis services.

Srd. I am opposed to County Councils; lhey ought for the benefit of the farmers
to be abolished as well as the Superintendent.

4th. Ail the councillors should serve gratuitousiy, like the inspectors and sous-
voyers.

5th. The Municipality of our locality lias vorked since the passing of the Muni-
cipal and Road Act of 1855; up to December 1856 it worked without dis-
turbance or commotion of any kind. Since that time theparish has shewn
an opposition to its proceedings, declaring that they want no municipal law,
as they are determined not to be taxed. They cali for the old law.

6th. There lias been no taxation in our Municipality, and ihis is the reason of it.
The County Council bas made no assessment roll, and it was necessary to
ascertain in what amount we stood indebted to that body, to be able to make
up our own. It is now very difficult to do it and to levy the tax, for the
parish will rebel against it, and refuses to pay even the expenses of the place
of meeting. Accordingly we must have a law to work gratuitously, other-
wise we should be exposed to open revolt, for the inhabitants declare their
inability to pay all the taxes impending over them.

7th. By "Statute labor ' understand work done by persons who are called upon
to labor on the roads gratuitously, in places where the work is too onerous
to be done by the lan.d owners.

8th. The mode of repairing the main and by-roads in our munieipality, is that of
the old law, each land owner keeps in order bis own road according to his
obligation under the procès-verbal.

L. D. Lafontaine, Mayor of S4 Edward.

The Municipal Act works very ill in our locality. It is, in my opinion,
too complicated, and too expensive, and not at ail suited to counfry people

The office of Superintendent involves great expense, without any profit-
able result, but I am unable to shew what change is re4uired in the system.

The Municipality of our locality has been at work since the passing of
the Road Act, and we have met the expenses by means of a tax lid upon
real property, and by licenses granted to traders, shopkeepers, innkeepers, &c.

A, 1857.
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The roads have been kept in order by the land owners and the by-roads
have been given under contract or abolished.

The bridges over the rivers are of the works whieh are kept up by
"Statute labor," and the persons whose lands are drained into those rivers
are bound to perform it.

H. J. Bélanger, Warden of the llunicipality of the County of Dorchester.

lst. I am of opinion that the Municipal and Road Act is obscure in many of its
provisions, contradictory and too complicated to be made to work to advan-
tage in Lower Canada. It has worked ill in this parish, and its only effects
have been to create confusion, increase expense, and give trouble to those
whose business it is to bring it into operation. .I consider that it ought tobe
amended so as to permit the arrangement of the municipal and road affairs
on the principle of a repartition, based on the extent of real property in
municipalities where no valuation has been made, or as long as there shall
be none. This would, in my opinion, be the means of bringing the law into
favor, and of rendering it more efficient, and easy to administer.

2nd. I think that the office of Superintendent is useless, not to say injurious.

Srd. I am of opinion, that the local Councils are perfectly useless, and that the
County Councils are sufficient to meet all wants. In this, however, 1 do not
agree with the majority of the Councillors of this parish, who hold that the
local Councils are very useful, and, that if one kind is to be abolished, it
would be better to put away the County Council.

4th. It is, in my opinion, just and reasonable to include personal and moveable
property in taxing the people. I do not know what would be the best plan
o secure an uniform assessment in each County.

5th. The Municipality of our parish bas been in operation since the passing of
the Municipal Act, as successfully as it was possible, in bhe absence of an
assessment roll, and, while all care was taken to avoid taxation. There has
been no tax levied in the parish under the Act, since it was passed.

6th. There bas never been any tax imposed or levied in the parish for any purpose,
firstly, because there bas never been a valuation of the property, and next,
because the inhabitants dislike the imposition of any tax, and have always
prepared to make any sacrifice, rather than allow of any taxation.¡ The
municipal expenses bave been very light, each person performing his part of
the work required by the law gratuitously, except the Secretary-Treasurer who
receives as bis salary the fee for fyling petitions to the Council. The County
Superintendent bas for his salary the costs of hisprocès-verbaux, bis journeys
and bis carriage hire, Io the places where bis services are required.

7th. 1 do not quite understand what is meant by " Statute Labor," in this parish,
and I do not know of any work that bas ever been executed by "Statute
Labor."

8th. In summer each inhabitant keeps his section of a by-road in order ; in the
winter the by-roads are given out by contract. The roads have been always.
kept in order by the owners of the lands in front of .which they pass, both
before and since the passing of the Act.

A 1857.
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P. D. Hebert, J. P. of St. Cyprien, Napierville.

1st. The Act is a bad one; it is made to work with great difficulty, and it ought
to be reduced to a simple organization of councillors, with power to make
the By-laws which might be considered necessary by the majority of the
electors interested therein.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is ueless; his powers are frequently a trouble
to the Council, and an expense 1o the public. In certain cases the Council
might appoint one, two or three delegates to report to the Council.

Srd. We ought to have a municipality in each new electoral county.

4th. I am of opinion that the present mode of assessment is the best.

5th. The Municipality of this place has been in operation since the passing of
the Road Act of 1855, and in the year 1856 1#d. in the pound was raised.

6th and Ih7. The by-roads are kept in order by the parties concerned, by each
in proportion to the land which he owns.

M. D. Depocas, Mayor of St. Cecile.

1st. i think that the Act would work well if it were well understood, and if each
person whose duty it is to put it into operation were disposed to act in a
charitable spirit, and in the spirit of the law; but it is too expensive, requir-
ing too many officers.

I believe that.County Municipalities alone would be sufficient, getting
rid of the Local Municipalities, and iliat would accord better with the
vishes of the public : still it would be necessary to oblige officers to act

without being paid a special allowance. Accordingly the Secretary-Treasurer
might be soine one who holds a lucrative office under Government, so that it
may not be necessary to levy any tax for the purpose of paying the officers
of the Council.

2nd. No County Superintendent is necessary. Let his poWers be vested in the
Inspector in each district, to decide whether the roads are kept according to
law or not, and let each proprietor have a right to sue the Inspector for
neglect of duty. This would be better than the office of superintendent. As
to the opening of new roads, let two Inspectors be authorized Io order the
opening of a new road in the same way as they can a water course.

Srd. The parish municipalities involve too much expense, because they require
too great a number of officers.u

4th. The taxation of real estate is too expensive; it is not necessary to tax move-
able property.

5th. The Local Municipality of St. Cecile has been at work since the passing of
the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and the sum of £40 currency has
been raised by assessnent to pay the officers.

6th. No more than one assessment has been made since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855.
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7th. Ç'Statute Labor" has not been required from any person. We generally
understand by this term the work done by a person under the direction of
an officer, about land or any buildings.

8th. The mode of keeping the by-roads in repair, since the passing of the Act of
1855, has continued to be the same vs forrnerly, that is to say, the work is
given out by contract every year. The main roads have always been kept
in order, as formerly. by the owner or occupier of the land in front of which
they pass.

J. Bte. Lachapelle, Mayor of St. Francois-deÇoles.

lst. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 would work well enough in our
locality, were it not for the ambiguily often found in its provisions, occa-
sioned, perhaIs, by the jumble of parish with county munie ipalities. Accord-
ingly, the amendment which I would propose is that which would produce
greater perspicuity and brevity, for the reason that a majority of the parish
councillors, being uneducated men, cannot retain the principal, points relat-
ing te toheir duties.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished, inasmuch ashis
powers are of a nature to impede the successful working of municipal insti-
lutions. As they are not acquainted with all the localities, they are for the
most part like blind men wandering without a guide. From this cause
arises injustice and difficulty, witness our Municipality; ýand I should pro-
pose that we should have one Superintendent in each Municipality, better
inforned concerning the details of his duty.

Srd. The abolition Of County Municipalities, and the continuance of' Parish
Councils.

4th. The exemption of personal and moveable property from taxation : uniform
systen of assessment in each County, but based on the value of property.

5th. The Municipality of our place has been working since the passing cf the
Act, and assessed last year to the amount of £15.

6th. Thnre has been taxation, and we levied £15 only, which would have been
sufficient and even more than sufficient for our municipal expenses, but
behold! the County Councils, which are good, for nothing but to load us
with debis, are going te squeeze out of our little Municipality as much,
perhaps, as £30 or £40, to pay their foolish expenditure.

Ith. I understand by " Statute Labor" working for nothing, and that is a price
for which we have neyer yet succeeded in getting work done.

8th. The method of keeping the by-roads in order is this :-After an advertise-
ment at the church door of the time and place at which the road will be
adjudged lo the lowest bidder, the meeting of the parties interested takes
place for the purpose, After the adjudication, a written contract is signed
between the contractor and the Inspector, who exacts security when the per-
son is in poor circumstances. Such person is bound te keep the road in,
order til the 1st of May. His ime commences with the first fall cf snow
la his contract he binds himself to conforn to the By-laws of the Council
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whichbalow every one to make use of any tool that he maychoose, provided
the roads are kept according to the requirement of the Municipal and Road
Act of 1855.

Michel Bourbonnais, Mayor of St. Clet.

Answers with the approbation of the majority of the Counci

1st. The Council doés not work satisfactorily.

2nd. A special officer should be employed as Superintendent.

Srd. A single parish Council would be sufficient.

4th. The traders should take out licenses.

5th. The Municipality of St. Clet bas worked, and raised last year £46 13s. 6d.

6th. There bas been no "Statute Labor."

7th. We follow the old custom in repairing the roads

G. Chagnon, of St. Polycarpe.

Ist. The principle of the Act is excellent, the Act itself is too complicated This
is the reason why it will not work as it should. The principal cause of this
is the want of educated men in the Councils to carry it into operation, unless
it were made more concise and lucid. The people have never been taught
self-government.

2nd. The County Superintendent should be the soul of the council, their guiding
star ; but they will not pay; and for the money given, they get bare value.

Such an officer is absolutely necessary; without him the administration
of the road laws would not go on.

The powers of that officer should be extensive, well sustained, and his
action impeded by no obstacles; they ought also to be clearly defined and
intelligible.

He should be active, vigilant, capab1e of drawing up a procès-verbal in
a word, an educated man and possessed f Jegal knowledge.

The legislature ought to fix a salary commensuráte with the impertance
of his office.

The appointnent of a person by the Council from time t time to fill this
office would paralyse everything; and the supervision of tbe roads, a matter
of the highest importance in a civiized country, would be in the worst pos
ble condition.

Srd. The parish municipality is a crushing burthen, useless, tobe abolished as
speedily as may be. It isa fifth wheel, which seryes only to preVent the
county municipality from moving .

A.1857.
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In abolishing the parish municipalities, it would be proper to substitute
three councillors, two of whom, at least, should be educated men.

As the municipal law principally aims at the improvement of landed
property, and the welfare of land owners, it se.ems to be but just that that
class alone should bear the burthen of taxationi without taxing the rising
industry of this country.

If the law were welli exþlained, well understood, it would work well,
everything is to be expected from the education which the rising class is
receiving.

4th. As to assessment, whether of real property or of personal and moveable
property, the only way to establish a uniform system is to give the Council the
jower of making by-laws regulating the duties of the valuators, and the right

of adding to the assessment roll, or taking therefrorn, according to what may
appear to them just and reasonable.

5th. The municipality of this locality has worked very imperfectly, nothing has
been raised by way of tax under the Municipal and Road Act of 1855.

6th. There have been two assessments in this municipility : one rmade by assessors
named by the Council, which was void for want of frin;. the other by assess-
ors appointed by His Excellency, which the Council also found to be void,
because certain properties, in real estate and personal property had been
omitted, and the lav confers no power in the Council to assess such property
and insert it in the roll.

7th. The day's " Statute labour" ought to be required only from persons who have
no property, or the value of whose property is below £100, and from persons
under 21 years of age.

8th. The mode of keeping in repair the by-roads is the old fashioned one, (each
his part,) as it was before the passing of the Act ini question.

Jean Cornier, Mayor of Contrecoeour.

Ist. The opinion of the Council of this parish, with respect to the municipal and
Road Act of 1855, is, that it is productive of no advantage Io them. It
vorks but very imperfectly, and the amendment they 'would suggest is the

abolition of parish municipalities, the County Councils only to be retained,
the former involving too great an amount of expense.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent oûùght also to be abolished, and the
Council should have authority to appoint deputies to visit the roads, when
they may be required.

Srd. The present municipal organization, consisting of Counly and Parish Coun-
cils is very faulty, giving dissatisfied persons too great facility to appeal from
the parish to the County Council.

4th and 5th. The local municipality has worked, and made an ass-ssment.

6th. I do not know what work is meant by the term Statute labour," (corvée.)

7th. The by-roads have generally been kept in order by contribution in money,
from the parties interested, since the passing of the Act of 1855.
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. Archambault, Mayor of St. Louis de «on aque.

lst. In my opinion, and accordiig to tny knowledge of facts, the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855 works satisfaclorily in this locality ;. but that part of the
Act vhich relates to roads is so complicated, so much amended, confains so
many sections, and parts of sections, which have been repealed, that most of
our municipal officers find it almost unintelligible, and are in danger of being
delinquent, through neglect or error in the performance of their duties. One
conplete Act, as short as possible, and not too complicated, is very much to
be desired.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is very necessary.

But the Superintendent should be employed and paid only by those
persons who address a requisition to him, either for roads and bridges, or for
waler-courses,; his procès-verbaniibeing subject to be homologated or rejected
by the Council. In case of homologation the said superintendent should
deposit a copy of his procès -verbal in the office of the, Secretary-Treasurer of
the council of the parish in which the road, bridge, or water-course is situ-
ated.

I do not see why the superintendent should be bound to visit lall the
verbalized roads in the county. The inspectors should be considered to be
superintendents.each in his division, who being officers under the municipal
council, are subject to'be watched by them, and punished for neglect in the
performance of their duties. It surely is no burthensome task for an inspec-
tor to visit the roads in his division once in the month.

3rd. The present municipal system, of County and Parish Councils, ought, in my
opnion, to be arnended. I prefer the parish nunicipality to hold their
meetings every two months. The present County Council, might, however,
be considered as a Court of Appeal, but it happens so seldom that they re-
verse the dicisions of local Council, that there is no reason to continue them.
At any rate, they should hold their meetings at the centre of, the town,

4th. I am of opinion, that it is necessary to include personal and rmoveable pro-
perty in any assessment. And to establish uniform taxation îthroughout any
county, a valuator should be appointed in each parish in the county. which
valuator should act justly in valuing the property iii each district parish, and
furnish the Secretary-Treasurer of every parish, wiih an assessment roll.

5th. The nunicipality of our locality bas always worked since the passing of the
Act in question, and bas raised by taxation the sum of £96 for the years
1855-6.

6th. Answered abo've.

7th. By the term " Statute labour I understand the work which persons are
bound to do jointly on public roads or bridges, under a procès-verbal, or the
by-law of a local or County Conuncil. In our locality there is no "Statute
labour.

8th. By-roads are opend and kept in order, in our locality, according to law, by
all the land owners, who have applied for the road. The roads in our parisk
are, generally, raised in the middle.
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. Zép1drin~ Tassé, Mayor of St. Laurent.

lst. The municipal' 'Act does flot ýwork 'satisfactorily, partly on account, of, the'
heavy expenses which',il entails,'and of the complicated nature of the Act,î
iseif, renderi'ng it, in many cases, almost unintelligible, patlyonac count of
the 1penalties imposed by the Act on persons who resist ils provisions, there
being, in certain cases so high, that those whose duty it is 10 execute the law,
and to institute proceedings 10 that effect, are deterred from performing it, SQ
great! is the disproportion' between the' offence and ,the',penalty. Iýý would
therefore, recommend, that the expenses be diminished, and particularly that;
the amount of the penalty be left at. the discretion of the justice cf, the peace
before whomn the case is heard.

2nd. The clause obliging Counliy Councils to appoint a superintendent should be
repealed : hisý powers ýare 100o extensive, and therefore involveý to0 heavy an'
expense. Let a person be appointed in each mu-nicipali-ty, whos uyi
shall be 10 supe'rintend the opening and maijitenance of ýroads., Let such'
oIic2,r have the same powers as the superintendent now bas, under the pre-
sent Act, but 1l1et him be appointed by the loc al 'council, if they think fit, and'
if they thinkl such a person isrequired in their parish ; being free ho appoint
one or not, as they may think it expedient.,

Srd. I prefer the present plan of making the assessment to any other.,

4th. The local miinicipality has worked here since the passing of, the Ac, with-
out levying any monlies, except wvhat was necessary to mneet the expenlses of
the coulnty.

Gth. We have received enough of money frorn the grocers' licenses, to meet the,
expenses of our Council.

7th. We undersiand by the term"I Statule Labor" all public works which parties
interested thercin are bound 10 perform.

8&h. The mode of kçeeping the by-roads in order is the sanie which prevailed be-
fore the passing of the present Act.

eI

R. Si. Jacques, Mayor o] St. Denis.

lst. The Act in question in the most difficult 10 carry int effect; and, the ýleast
benefic ial that wvas ever passed. It works, in our, locality, under the in-
fluence of laxv, cr-eating a necessity for conside.rable expense,,without the,
al.tain ment 'of any end which. is needcd, anid which might be reasonab1y ex-'
pected. I should be rallier inclined Io, ask for itsimmediate repeal, than 'for
any arneudments; but consideringý that would be useless, I shahl lproceed-ý
to makie such remarks as aremost necessary.

Each Parish should execute and mai 'ntain the works belonging to it',
withoui asking aid from ,neiglibors.,ý

'2nd. No Superintendlent; a grand-vo yer in, e ach di strict.

Srd. The present municipal system, consisting of County and Parish Councils is
too cxpensive we mighlt abolish the Counîy Councils which seem perflectly"
useless. Each Par'i8h Council niight homologate the, procès-verbaux w'hich
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relate to works within their limits, and those which relate to public works
situated within their limits might be homologated by the circuit cours.

4th. The present method of valuing personal and moveable 'property bears too
heavily on the mechanic who is of(en unable to buy bread for his family.
I am of opinion that it would be better to leave to the Parish Councils the
right of taxing trades and callings as they might think fit and right.

5th. The municipality of our locality bas been at work since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855.

6th. We have raised about £48 per annum, besides the sums contributed by in-
terested parties for the maintenance of roads, bridges &c.

7th. By Statute Labor" we understand the one or more day's work which one or
several proprietors are bound to give in addition to any tax, in proportion to
the amount of their asessment; we are not in the habit of calling for " Statute
Labor."

8th. The main and by-roads in this Municipality are kept in order by the land-
owners, without the interference of the Municipality.

Joséph Duguay, Mayor of La Baie-du-Febvre.

lst. The Act is defective. It works wretchedly in this place. I arn of opinion
that it should be repealed.

2nd. Do I not approve of ihis oflice ?-No-I should recommend the appoint-
ment of a deputy by the Council for each affair wvhich the Council might
have to decide. This would enable the Council to appoint some one who is
not interested in such affair, but who resides near the place, and possesses as
much knowledge as may be possible, and be impartial, and save expense.

4th. County Municipalities.

5th. It bas worked indifferently Any tax levied for the expenses of the Counc
bas been voluntary.

6th. Because we have. not needed them.

7th. There are works done in common.,

8th. The mnaintenace af the winter roads is given out by contract, and the
expense defrayed by voluntary contributions in each section. In summer
each takes charge of his part, according to 4he extent of land which he
possesses.

R. S. Noël, Secretary-Treasure of th Municipality of the County of Lotbinièref

lst. This Act does not, in my opinion, suit the interest of the inhabitants of this
County ; it is too complicated and too expensive in the working. ft doeé
not work well here, and the inhabitants of one parish in the county (St.
Sylvestre) have hithertà refuséd to carry it inta effect, or to elect Councilors.
It would, Iihirrk, be more efficient and gie nreate ýatisfatio if it estabr
lished"CauntyCouncils only which wofd greatlydinirilsh the espenses.
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2nd. The office of County Superintendent appears to me indispensable to secure
the working of any road law, but his powiers are too limited; none but the
County Council should have power to revise his procès-verbaux. At present
they are now frequently set aside in the Parish Councils, either through the
influence of party spirit or of private interest. Several such cases have
occurred in this county.

3rd. Answered in the first.

4th. Personal and moveable property ought to be excepted frorn assessment.
Traders rhight, hovever, be taxed, or might pay for a license a surn propor-
tioned tò the extent of their trade.

5th. The County Municipaliy did not act before January, 1856, having awaited
till then the election of councillors for the Parish of St. Sylvestre, which has
n(ne to this day. No money has been raised by taxation, under the Act, by
the County Council.

6th. The inhabitants of ihis county are all opposed to direct taxation'; the
expenses have been defrayed to the present time, for the County Council, by
persons presenting petitions, fyling oppositions, &c. They are very trifling.

7th. " Statute Labor" is generally understood to mean an aid afforded by people
to each other; a tax payable in such labor, in this county, would be ill
received, and diflicult, if not impossible, to be enforced.

8th. The main and by-roads have been kept in order, in this county, since the
passing of the Act as they were before; that is to say, by all the owners of
real property.

P. Malot, Mayor of Beloeil.

1st. The Municipal Act has been in operation in our locality. It might be
received with favor if some modifications were made thereto.

2nd. It is necessary that there should be a Superintendent. His powers seem
ample enough.

3rd. The law should remain the same, appointing parish and county municipa.
lities, inaking, however, changes in both. For instance, the County Coun-
cils should only meet every six months. If, however, extraordinary meet-
ings were called for, they might assemble, and in that case, the expenses
shouild be paid by the party requiring such meeting. The Parish Councils
should remain the same, with, however, the difference that they should only
meet every three months, and have other meetings if required, upon being
called for. The Secretary-Treasurer of the Council should at the same time
be Secretary-Treasurer of Schools, and the money required. for school
purposes should be levied at the same time as the money required for the
purposes of the Council.

4th. It does not seem reasonable to tax personal property and property for manu-
facturing purposes.

5th, It has operated in our locality, and we have levied, for local expenses and
the share of the expenses of the County Council, a sum of £87, makin
one halfpenny in the pound.
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7th. "Statute Labor" is an impediment to the working of the Act and should be
abolished as being too uncertain to be levied on account of tÉe change of
residence of a certain number of persons.

Sth. The ancient, systern is ýýcontinued. Each ,person does only his own share
ofthe road. I had "been decided by the Concil hat the 1ne roads should
be,,given ontbycontract for a year, butthi 's By-law was flot'put into execu-,
ion from some want of formatity in the By-lanw.g

H. Lanci ut, Secreta-y-,7Treasurer of the Mu» icipality of t/he Coun(y of Laprairie.

Ist. The present Municipal Act which is hopelessly complicated and greaîly
contradictory in several ýof its clauses, is, in consequence very diflicuito1 be
puti mb toperation. Nevert heless, in this locality in'particular (Parish of*
Laprairie) the Local Contined. working have as yet given no ground of
serlous, or gencral complaint ýthat I know of'. Ono 'arendi-nentý however,,
among st others, shoud'be maide to the Municipal Act, that of rendering vaid
the valation of property made under its authority for the tvying of schoo
taxes.

2nd. In rny opinion the office of Superintendent ouglit oý be àbolished. This.
ofllcer, might ,be efficienily replaced by FRoad OU' inshspectors for instance,
who would be at othe osaneime under Bhe ontrol ya the publi and the
Municipati.es. This las'tio% poer would bemore prompt and expeditious.
The reason is that an Officer t10 whorn is confidedîhte supý,erintenidence, of'a'
whole countycannot possibly be at the, pr oper lime at ie plac- which. he
is requir 'ed'to visit on account of the, bad sîa:e'of repair of a road or a bridge,.
and that there are often, occasionis in which. this OLicer, being required -to be
every where, is 10o be'ibund no where.

In lieu'ofthie Superîntentient, each time il xvas necessary t0 open ?t by-_
road or erect a bridge, the ýLocal Concil might appoint a peison not inter-
ested in orý related to the part ies i n the matter in dispute, and, who should
make a, Report upon ;vhich the ý,municipal authority might afterwürds foundi
their decision.

W. With regard County Muncipalitie there is in my opinion no jus reasoir
why thvy should exist. 'i ey paralyze in manyres,,pects the action of the
Parish'Municipalities, and are without any jutst cause a source of expense
very ofen exorbitant and almosit lways useless.

Under County Manicipalities, affairs common to several localities
might be confided delegates, as thlies place at present atider the present
Municrpaliy with regard o business concerning awo or more Counties.d

4th. With regard c taxation, arn of opinion ihat it should apply personal and
moveabl property as weml as inmoveable property.

With regard to establisig a uniform mode of taxation in eadh Coun
oty, if County Municipalities are stil to continue 1exist, the caues cointain-,
ed i bete Actof Aend ment of 1856 which grant power C ay Councils
to aniend any valuation rol in a Parishappear me o be sufficient o a-
tain hat obje s t

~64
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5th. Our County Muncipality has been in operation, and the taxes levied amount-
ed in 1856 to £90 and in 1857 there was imposed but not as yet levied a
sui of £SI.

7th. With regard to "Statute Labor" it has remained a dead letter in this Coun-
ty, so much so that no steps whatever have been taken for the keeping in re-
pair of the roads.

8th. There has been no change made froin the mode in which ihe by-roads and
roadis were formerly kept in repair, with the exception, however, that the
roads have been more neglected under the present Act and remain in con-
sequence in a worse siate than before.

In short I am of opinion and confident that a good system of Parish
Municipalities protecied frorn the useless influence of County Councils.
would succeed slowly but surely with our population, and before long would
lwork well every where.

Edward Cox, Councillor of the Municipality of the Tounship of Kiigsey.
Ist. The Act will prove (f incalculable benefit to he Eastern Townships. As

yet, it has viorked passably well in this locality, although it is not fully
matured, nor its true value generally understood. The fewer amendments
made the better : adapting it to suit the prejudices and fancies of one locality
destroys its efficiency in another.

The anendment, sec. 24, page 10, by which a valuation of property is
made every three years, instead of every five years, as it originally stood, is
unjust to energetic and improving farmers, in not giving them a reasonable
time to benefit by their outlay, or exertion and intelligence, before an
increased tax is levied upon them, while it rewards the less industrious and
.retrograding farmer by the increased value placed upon his neighbor's
property ; besides taxing the Municipality generally, to the amourit of £40
or £50 every three years, instead of five years. This amendment should be
re-amended.

2nd. The Ccunty Superintendent ought to be a useful Officer.

His half-yearly inspections of roads, as fixed by the Act, should be
changed to the last week in April and first week in May-and the last;week
in October and first week in Novernber, or be subject to the orders of the
County or local Council. The periods now fixed for inspections does fnot
afford the Superintendent the opportunity of seeing where repairs are most
necessary, or make him cognizant of the negligence of inspectors, &c. Super-
intendents should not be required to be attended by overseers-the too
frequent calling out of industrious men is a serions loss to them.

Paragraph 3, sec. 21. The Superintendenit, should himself make pro-
vision for a Deputy or Deputies to parts of his County too distant or difficult
to visit, and be subject to-a fine for neglect in the fulfilment of his visits.\
His omissions fall heavily upon those who, receiving noticeý of an intexided.
visit, attend to his call, and are disappointed. The office of Superifendent-
is very generally spoken against as expensive and unnecessaty If the
selection to the office is well madeand the duties eflectually perfbrmied, suc
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an Officer is desirable to insure a uiforri construction of roads throughout
a County, and to enforce the strictest performance of duty on the part of
inspectors and overseers, who, being unremunerated, are too ready to neglect
4heir duties. If these objects are not attained, the office of Superintendent
is useless, and therefore expensive.

The Act might be made to fix the responsibility of bad roads and
nuisances upon roads, upon the Counly Superintendent The penalties,
sub-sec. 5 and 6. page 80, are fnot sufficiently definite, as regards bad
roads; if a Road Officer is the complainant, the course is clear and simple;
but it is diffcult for a Magistrate to determine who is the parly to be fined
on the complaint of an aggrieved individual. The chain of responsibility
begins wih the County Superiniencent, and ends with the owner of the
land. It is on record at ihe Magistrate Court Sherbrooke, "that a proprie-
"tor of land cannot be p)roceeded against by any person but the Road Officer.
"The first Road Officer-(the Surveyor of that day, the County Superin-
"tendent of the present)-is the party liable; then the aggrieved individual
"lost his suit." This makes a difficult chain of reference to the suflerer by
bad roads, unless as suggested, the County Superintendent is made lable to
a penalty. It is an ontrous duty, the lodging a complaint; much evil is
endured rather than be subject to the ungracious, troublesonie, possibly
expensive part of making a complaint against an unpaid Officer. This the
Road Officers are aware of, and consequently neglect their duty. A party
in this locality, owing to a bad road, and unremoved nuisance upon it, had
a narrow escape of life, and was placed to the expense of medical attendance
in consequence, but bore the grievance rather than make himself disagree-
able to a neighbor. The attention of 'the County Superintendent had beeni
called on more than one occasion to this piece of road. Such grievances
would be removed were it plainly stated that the County Superintendent,
being a paid officer, was liable for the neglect of the inspectors and over-
seers, who are unremunerated officers placed 'under him. A private party,
having cause of complaint, as regards ill-repaired, and unreasonably heavy
roads, broken bridges or culverts, or other nuisance on the road, ahould inake
his complaint, verbally or in writing, to the Mayor of the Municipality, stat-
ing time, place, and his residence, to give evidence supported as may be
required ; the Mayor should then, by himself, or assisted by a Justice of the
Peace, sumimons, by the Secretary of the Muniéipality, the County Superin-
tendent, and the complaint being maintained and proved, levy a fine of 5
upon the Superintendent, with costs.

3rd. The existing organization -of Local and Cotnty Councils is good. The
County Council, however, might be rendered more into a Court of Appeal
from the Local Couneils-meeting only half-yearly, or when called together
to decide soime natter appealed to thëm ; on such occasions the Mayors
should be reinnèrated for their attendance by the Municipality whence the
cause of appeal arises, according to distance travelled, or time of absence
from home, the party making the appeal having to pay a fee of on
applying for a revision of the decision of the ..ocal Council, and the costs,
unless the decision of the County Council is in his favor. The Courity
Council to have an annual meeting, without remuneration, to receive reports
and decide on matters in which other Townships are mutually interested.

4th. Personal and moveable property ought not to be taxed. The existing plan
of valuation is ail that can be required in the rural districts; the present
principle adords a just and equal division of the burden of taxation on the

A. 18&
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inhabitants of a Township, varying, as it does, from ls. 6d. and 1s. 8d. on
small and poor farmers, to £3, £4, and even to £9. according to the extent
and value of property. The valuation of property being made within or by
themselves,gives the less dissatisfaction. It is impossible to please all
parties. The next valuation of property in a Township will be still better
adjusted; it' is seldom the first working of a measure is free from objections.

The County Council having the power to correct ihe valuation of local
Municipalities, to adapt it to County purposes, is sufficient. , The power has
been exercised in this County, though possibly on an incorrect prineple, by
lowering the valuations of one Township, and raising that of the other,
instead of retaining the value placed upon the property in the first, and
raising thai in the other to a more reasonable proportion as to the extent and
value of property in each.

5th. The Municipality of Kingsey has been in operation since the month of July
1855-when first called together; works passably well, and may work to
greater advantage when the value of self-government and loc il improve-
ment becomes better understood. One year's assessment has been raised,
amounting to about £200, and less than £300, of which a balance will
remain, after paying about £25 to the County Council, £40 or £45 10 the
valualors, purchasing books, furniturel &c., with rent of Council L hamber,
Secretary-Treasurer's sa]ary, and building two bridges, aid further remitting
the tax on four or five individuals.

7th. Statute Labour is understood to mean the labour each unassessed man, above
18 years of age, lias to give ; also, the one day's work for each £100 value
of property. This labor should be distinctly and directly under the control
of the local Council. Parties here are under ihe impression that Statute
labor is now entirely at the control .of the Superintendent, lapsing him to the
inspectors and overseers ; but sub-sec 4, sec. 7 1, page 7 4, enables the Coun-
cil to bring it under their control by by-law or order. If it does not do so, it
should be so amended. There is no greater abuse existing under the Act
than that of Statute labour; absentee proprietors are called upon to pay their
quot in money, wlile Superintendent, Inspectors, and Overseers allow resi-
dents to inisapply their Statute labour, in many instances notgiving it at all,
and when givin)g it, placing it where they please. It is a crying abuse.
The Statute labour of a Township is sufficient to keep the main roads in'
excellent order. Nor is it just that the proprietors of the frontage on main
or principal roads, in difficult places, should, have an undue proportion o
work when that work is broken up or worn down by the public.

It might be so ordered that Inspectors of Districts, assisted by their
Overseers, report to the local Council on the first Monday in May or June
the part or parts of their main roads requiring the assistance of Statute labor
the Council to approve, correct, or amend the apportioned work.

8th. No alteration, as regards the making and repair of roads, hns been made in
this Municipality since the passing of the Act. Proprietors of land make
and keep in repair the front roads'; by-roads are made and repaired by the
proprietors (or occupiers) of the lots of land named in the procès-verbal of the
road.
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Daniel Maciarlane, Mayor of the Township of Elgin, C. E.

lst. The Act is too complicated and not easily understood, and sometimes even
contradictory; it also gives far too ruch power to some parties, viz., by allow-
ing Councils to borrow money without the approbation ofthe people, and also
to County Superintenderits, which has prevented its working satisfactorily
in this Municipality and caused part of the law to be nullified, by laying
aside the County Superiniendent and also the monthly visits, and reports on
Roais by the Inspector of Roads as of no use but a needless expenditure of
the people's money.

2nd. Should County Superintendents exercise all the powers and perform all the
duties of their Office required by the said law, of what use would Munici-
pal institutions be except to colleet money for the County Superintendent to
spend, and ail their jurisdiction over Roads would be to amend procés ver-
baux, consequently ihe office of County Superintendent will have to be
abolished as incompatible with Municipal institutions, or otherwise let
them. have the power of levying and collecting raies which will render them
complete County dictators, and then abolish Municipal institutions, because
the two cannot exist together, free institutions and despotic power.

$rd. County Councils are not of much use except for the appointment of Superin-
tendent and fixing his fees, after that he is not in any way responsible to
them for his actions or maladministrations. Should County business arise
or appeals from Local Councils be made, let the Mayors of Local Councils
in the County be convened to transact such business, or hear such appeals,
but to have no further jurisdiction.

4th. From the fluctuating nature of personal property it would not be easy getting
anything like a just valuation of it, something near an equal assessment of
real estate may be had, consequently in country places, real estate, and if
thought necessary, professional incomes are all that could consistently be
assessed for the purposes of direct taxation.

5th. Before the passing of this Act the roads in this Municipality were made and
repaired by the joint labour of the inhabitarïts according to the valuation,
and since this Act came in force it has been in operation, with the exception
above naned ; an amount for making and repairing roads was laid and paid
in labcur at the rate of two days upon £100 value; but the law was modi-
fied so as not to exact the same amount of labour for a fraction of £100 as
for the whole ; that portion of the law was considered unjust. The surn of
£69 lis 4d., or 3s. upon the £100, upon £46,379, being the total amount
of assessed value of real property and annual income, was laid last year for
the payment of old debts, bridges, and County purposes due by the Munici-
pality; and this year a rate of 4s. on the £100, or £92 15s. id. for bridges,
County purposes, and other local expenditure. That incurred for County
purposes was needlessly done.

6th. Answered by the preceding.

7th. Statute labour is understood to be a poll tax of one day's labour on the road.
by all healthy males from 18 to 601 years of age, who contribute in no other
way to the repairing of roads within the Municipality.

8th. Alil roads, highways, and by-àads, are rriade and kept in repair by joint
labour as above, with the addition of a few days statut labour as interpreted.

A. 1857.



20 Victori. Appendix (No. 30.) A 1857,

There is another part of the law inadmissible, to wit. that portion which
calls f.r the road maker to ditclh the farmers' lands ; by leaving out County
counci Is and County Superintendeni's vith these portions amended they would
become workableý; if the above portions are not amended they will as at
present be nullified if posýible.

With regard to County bridges, County Councils and Superintendent have
been boih laid aside, by the Loe 1 Councils arranging meetings and1îhereby,
getting the work moie efficiently done and cheaper.

Enock Baker, Mayor of Danville

Ist. I would say, ihat as wè have worked it, it bas given as general satisfaction as
could be expected of the different classes of people settled in the Township.
We have had no trouble of any consequence, have coilected all of our assess-
ment, and closed uy the husiness of dhe year coiplete, wih as little trouble as
could be expected of any conimunity.

2nd. I would say, it is my opinion, that we could dispense with that office entirely,
we have in our Municipality, made. a By-law for opening, making, preserving,.
maintaining, repairing, altering, and annulling roads and bridges, in the local
Municipality of the Township of Shipton, which, we believed, we had a right
to do under the authority of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, which works,
well with us. We have made all roads public highways, except private roadÈ:
which onlv accommodate one or two individuals. I am. of the opinion, that the
10th section of our Road Act should be amended, so as to allow some overseers
of Districts a larger assessment than the majority vill allow. It is frequenly
the case, that some overseers wish to raise in their qistricts, more than the
others require, which should be allowed to them when their roads need extra
works to miake them good.

3rd. As to the present organization into Local and County Councils, it is my opinion
that the (ounty Council might be dispensed wih altogether ;. in doing that, iÏ
would be necessary that each Municipal Council be obliged to meet another
Municipality, in meeting .or assisting to make any leading road through the
country where the public commerce requires it.

4th. It is iny opinion that personal and moveable property should be included in
the assessment roll, to obtain a more equal assessment through the countryfor
the reason that tliere are rnany people of wealth, whose property consists f
motiey on speculation or floating capital,. who now pay little or no tax for the
support of roads and bridges, and other imunicipil expenses, while the others
whose pro)erty is all in real estate have to pay a. large tax on it, as nuch to
the benefit of the other as to himself, and, perhaps, his lanqds are mortgaged to
the moneyed capitalists:for the pityrnent of his lan.ds, and, it is alSo' my opinion
that if the county should be kept up that the County Council should appoint
the valiators to take the assessnent through the whole county, to get an eqühla
valuation. But if the county council is abolished, each town can manage thieir'
own, as there will be no county tax to pay.

5th. It has been in operation since the passing of the said Act of 1855; the asse4 s
ment last year was four mils on the .ollar, of the assessment roll for casfr
expenses of the municipality, county, apd the building and repairs of bridg
an% five mil on the dollar, for making and repairing highways.
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6th. Needs no answer.

7th. Whai do we understand by statute labour? We nener were accustonied to
any such labour, and we have not done any thing with it.

Sih. I cannot tell, without a great deal of trou)le, how many )y-roads and high-
ways there are in this municipality, there have been six laid out ancd established
since this present council has been organised ; suffice it to say, there are as many
as the public require, and in very good conclition for the age of the country;
there are in this municipality three Inspectors' divisions, and thirty-six over-
seers of districts.

Mayor of Brompton.
lst. The Municipal and Road Act does not work to the satisfaction of the locality

2nd. We have no need of a Couty Superintendent it makes an expense without
any benefit; our road officers can do his work as -well as he can.

Brd. The organization of local and county municipalities is satisfactory.

4th. I think that personal and moveable property should not be assessed.

5th. The municipality in this locality has been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act, and the amouint levied anually, is, one hundred and
thirty-three thousand dollars.

6th. By statute labour, I understand, that an additional sum of one dollar on every
hundred pounds and one dollar ,n every man eight¢en years of age, that has
not any rateable property, 'may be levied by the County Superintendernt.

7th. The highways in this locality, have beei kept inl repair by assessments on rate-
able property and the by-roads. by those benefitted by them.

I would recommend that the statute labour be done away,-it is e
grievance to the locality. I would also recomiend that we have no County
Superintendent; I think, that it would be more satisfactory, if the County Coun-
cil be donc away,-I would recoimend that the Town Council sit once in three
months, in place of every nonth.

G. S. H. Browne, of Kingsey.
lst. The Act appears, on the whole, to work satisfactorily: as much so as any

Act can be expected to do in so short a time.

2nd. The duties of the office of Superintendent appear to be beyond the power of
of one person to perform. Thereshould be an officer of this description to each
Township, who shouild be entirely under the control of the Council.

Srd. The County Municipalities do not appear desirable, except for purPoses of
appeal.

4th. Such propety ought to be exeluded froin assessment.

A. 1857
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5th. The amount levied is between £200 and £300.

6th. The term "Statute labor" is applied to work which is required'from every
freeholder, over and above that iequired by law on his own frontage, and the
amount is one day to every £100 assessed.

8th. By each person keeping his own frontage in repair, and on the by-roads by
the parties entered in the proccs-verbal. In the first case, however, the work
has fallen heavi'y on many parties, owing to the nature of the ground; and
the proper application of Statute labor, under the direction of the Council,
would appear to be the proper remedy.

John Taylor, Mayor of St. Pofycarpe.
1st. It does not work satisfactorily; the inhabitants are in favor of a Coanty

Council, and the Local Councils abolished.

2nd. The office of Superintendent should be abolished.

Srd. ýThere should: be only a County Council, composed of three Councillors
elected in each Parisn, as formerly.

4th. In assessment roils the personal property should be inciiuded.

Sth. lis been in op eration since the M1uni 'cipal Act of 1855 came into force;
amount of tax levied is £8f1, by a farthing in the Pound.

6th. Raised funds by taxation.

7th. 'By ,Statute labor, 1 understand. workç to be performed when there is no procês-
verlbal enforced. This working mnust be ordered to be done by'a'by.law te
that effect.

8th. Highways kept in rep air as fornierly by each Proprietor or occu pant.

(Y&istopher E. Wurtele, Mayor (f the Municîpality of the Towonships of Windsor

lst., The Act works satisfactori]y in this Mut'iicipality.

2nd .The County Superintendent has tee mnuch, power. Aý road established by
him, the Council Mnay â.mend or homolgate, but cannot annul.' My opinion
is, that the Iaying out of roadsý sho'uld be Ieft te, the'Road Inspector, under
by-law of the CounciL The office of Superintendentis expensive andbotised
required.'

Srd. Local or Township Municipalities are better adapted. to, the wants of the'
Townships,-, ýand can be made to ýwork to better advantage ,than County,
Councils. The prt.sent Couinty Council'is useless and expensive. If it i
thought necessary there should be a Couny Couneil for appeal from Loca
Coneil, I would sul gelst, that any person ihing to appeal should, withi
a certain time, notiy the Secretary-preasurer of the Local Coneil, and he
notify the Mayors o meet is ithin eigt days by the County Town, ath thd
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Secretary-Treasurer of the County Town act as Secretary to the County
Counci to be paid by the parties failing in the appeal ; this would saveithe
expense of a County Secretary-Treasurer, and also the expense of the Mayors
meeting four times a year. All that is now done by the Couniy Secretary-
Treasurer should be done by the Secretary-Treasurer ofeach Local Council;
and the Local Councils managing their own affairs, would, in my opinlion,
give universal satisfaction.

4th I think it would be inexpedient to include personal and moveable property
in the Assessment Roll; for local purposes, assessment on real estate is just
and equitable.

5th. This Municipality has been in operation since the passing of the Lower
Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855

The amount of Taxes levied in 1855... .... £289 19 41
do do do 1856........ 337 7 8

6th. A Valuation Roll has been made under the provisions of the Lower Canada
Municipal and Road Act of 1855.

7th- Statute labor, we understand to mean extra work ordered by and under the
control of the Counity Superintendent.

8th. The by-roads and highways in this Municipality have been made and kep t
in repair by assessment on the Valuation Roll. This Municipality has been
divided, by by-law of the Council, into road districts, and each district
makes and repairs its own roads, except what is terrned public work, such
as building of bridges over eighteen feet long, &c. &c., which is done by the
whole Municipality.

C. B. Cleveland, Mayor of the Township of Cleveland.

Ist. With a few alterations the Act will work well.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished and the necessary
powers given to the Inspectors, with provision for acting with the Inspectors
ofother Townships intrusted in the same question.

3rd. The township orgatizations are perfect; the County Council should be abolished
as useless and expensive.

4th. Real estate only should be taxed, with oie ,day's Statute labor on those not
otherwise taxed.

Sth. Yes.-The total amount levied by taxation for roads, county and all other
purposes, was 9 mills per $1 of valuation.

6th. Answered by 5.

7th. What we fornerly considered Statute labor was so many days' work done for
each land, according to its extent or frontage.

Sth. Solely by monies raised for the purpose by tax, at 5 mills per $1, ineluded
in5th.
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Re-solutions of Muicipal Council oJ County of Ottawa.
Resolved. That the proper working of the Municipal Law in the County of Ottawa

has been greatly impeded by the failure on the part of several of the local
Municipalities therein to collect their assessrients, and their consequent default
ifn paying over to this Council their proportion of the munies for County
purposes.-Carried.

And on motion of G. W. Careron, seconded by C. Major it was

Resolved. That it appears to this Council that some of the local Municipalities have
availed themiselves of all the powers afforded them by law, to collect the sums
due under their àssessment rolls, but that owing to the unwillingness and
opposition of rnany of the inhabitants, purchasers could not be found either at
the sale of moveables under distress warrants, or at the annual sale of lands by
the County Secretary-Treasurer, and as a consequence of these and other diffi-
culties such Municipalities as well as the County Municipality, iri lieu of
augmenting their funds have increased their liabilites to the considerable
amount of the expenses incurred in endeavoring to effect these sales.

That in the opinion of this Council it is a matter of urgent importance
that this deficiency of the Municipal law be remedied as soon as possible, either
by authorising the postpoinment of all sales under the Municipal law or other-
wise, and that iminediate advantage be taken of the present sitting of Parlia-
ment to obtain adequate Legisiative enactments in this behall.

That in the opinion of this Council a triennial valuation roll is insufficient
to meet the wants of the Municipalities, that it would be more beneficial to
their interests were the local. Councils authorised by law (without altering the
triennial roll) to make annually a supplementary roll to coniprise properties
previously ornitted and to meet ihe cases of new settlement or businesses
established in the previous year.

William Farewell, Mayor of Warwick.
1 st.The Municipal and Road Act of 1855, in some respects, works very well,

but it requires several amendments to make it applicable to this section of
the country.

In the first place, the appointment of the Assessors by the Local Council
works very had in several respects; .after the election of seven Councillors
and Secretary-Treasurer, and in most Townships there are five School
Commissioners, leaving, in a new Township, a very poor opportunity to
select three fit and proper persons to fill the office of Assessors'; besides, they
are parties more or less interested for themselves and for their friends, and
great injustice has been done in this respect. Therefore, to reredy this evil,
I would recmrnmend the appointment by the County Council of three Asses-
sors to :assess the whole County, and also to allow the County Council to
select one member from any local Council to be Assessor for the time heing,
and to allow him a reasonable compensation for his labor during the time
he is employed in making such Assessment RoIl separately for each local
Municipal Council, and taking the'Assessors from three distinct sections of
the County, so that there shall be no combined interest between the three
Assessors so appointed.
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1nd. I would recornmmend to do away with the office of County Superintendent
altogether, and allow the Inspectors to lay out al roads, and see to the build-
ing and repairing of all bridges in their local Municipality, under the direc-
tion of the local Council. My reasons for this amendment is, to do away with
a large and needless expe nse both to the local and County Councils.

Srd. in answer to this question, I would beg to say, that the local and County
Councils would work very well, with some few amendments.

4th. lu answer to this, I give it as my opinion that all personal and moveable
property should be assessed, wilh the real estate and landed property, and
iable for, taxes, so that it shall bear its proportion of the public burthens of

the Municipality.

5th. In answer to this, I would inform, that the Municipality of Warwick was
properly organized at the time the said Municipal Act of 1855 came in force,
and has been in working order ever since.

6th. In answer to this, I would inform, that we have levied a rate of one penny
to the pound on our Assessment Roll lor the repairs of bridges and for Muni-
cipal purposes, and one day to the hundred pounds Statute labor for the
building and repairs of roads in this Municipality. But for the present year
we have a by-law in force to. the effect that we have to asspme, ail the roads
under the control of the Council, and make and repair all our roads and
bridges by assessment and Statute labor.

7th. As very few of our roads are laid out on either range or side lines, therefore
it is very hard to define them as either. Our section of country is very unev-
and hilly, and many of the roads follow rivers and vallies, therefore it makes
it quite difficuIt to define them; and furîbermore, there is great injustice done
to tie poor settlers in new sections of country, and also to wild 'land pro-
prietors.

8th. Answered by the 6th question and answer, but would further beg to remark
that the system of frontage and road is not adapted to this section of country,
as very few of our roads are laid out on either range or side-lines ; therefore
it is very hard to define them as either. Our section of country is very
uneven and hilly, and many of the roads follow rivers and vales, therefore
it makes it quite difficult to define then, and lurthermore, there is great
injustice done to the poor settlers in new sections of country, and also to wild
land proprietors.

Alexander Gorrie, Secretary-Treasurer of the M1iicipalily of Cleveland.
1t. Being almost a stranger here, and to the working of former Municipal Acts,

previous to August, 1855, I an unable to give the best opinion, comparing
it with them. I think, however, that it is pretty generally acceptable'; this
I gather from four Councillors, &c. Some amendments are very necessary,
as submîtted hereafter.

2nd. Our Mayor, a gentleman who has spent nearly fifiy years in this place, has
filled ail the various Municipal offices at various times, and is more compe-
tent than any one I know to judge in those matters, says, that the County
Council and the office of County Superintendent shouid be abolished, as

A. 1857.
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superfluous and expensive ; that a Road Inspector or some such officer should
have the Superintendent's powers as to opening roads. In case of roads
extending in different Townships, I suppose a delegation would be necessary
from each.

I am aware that the proces-verbaux made here by the Superintendent
are quite faulty, and whenever our tax system is abolished so that the pro-
ces-verbaux will be worked upon, trouble will necessarilyarise in their inter-
prelation and application. Doubtless it is different elsewhere; ail dependa
<n the man.

I am also aware that the visits of the Superintendent and Inspectors, in
fact all regular visits ordered by the Act, have been neglected. It would
Le difficult for any one person to pass over every road in the County. The
Superintendent's Reports are, however, made to the County Council, of which
I have no knowledge.

The tax required from us last year by the County Council was 1 mill
per $1 of valuation; our Township tax was 3 mills more, beside 5 mills for
roads-making 9 raills per $1 levied here. This year the County requires
a half mill ; our Township tax will be inposed next meeting, and I expect
it will be li or 2 mills, besides the road tax. The County reqaires thus
about one-fourth of our whole general tax.

Srd. 1 think the present organization of Township Municipalities quite good. My
rernarks as to the County organizations precede.

4th. Our Mayor is of the opinion, in which I join, that the business tax should be
abolished; I think especially so for road purposes. The amount raised by it
altogether is small, i part of the whole. It is difficuit to estinate cor-
rectly, and is continually liable to fluctuation; some beginning afier the Roll
is made, who cannot be included ; some giving up business, of whom it
cannot be asked. Sorne are taxed here four times more than others in pro-
portion to iheir business.

Were there no County Councils the values of real estate would be set
down by the valuators mruch nearer the trutti. Each lownship fears being
higher than others in its contribution for county purposes. With us,
imnproved property is set down considerably under the real value; while wild
land generally held by absentees, &c., is at its full value. I know of no
plan that would equalize the valuations throughout a county but by having
the same valuators for the whole.

5th. Our Township Municipality, and the whole of the Municipalities in this
County have been in active operation since the introduction of the Act in,
August, 1855.

We levied last year 4 mills per $1 (including the County tax of I mill,)
for general purposes; and 4 mills per $i for roads. Besides this we got 85
for a cireus tax, and $17.50 ets. for taverns from the Revenue Inspector. It
has ail been paid.

Say Town and County taxes............ $773
" Roads.......................... 967

About $50 out of the general tax has been also granted in aid for roads.
The general tax was, and still is unpopular. For road purposes more would

A. 1857.



20 Victorie. Appendix (No. 30.).

willingly be paid. The tax for the present year is not yet laid on, bu will
be in a lew weeks. It will be about 2 milns per $1 for general and County
purposes (instead of 4 milis as last year.) For roads it is proposed to levy in
the village section 1 cent, in four other sections j cent, and in the others,
about 24 sections, 1 cent; which will probably give $1400 for roads against
8967 last year. (See renarks Io Query 81h, which apply here in respect to the
unequal raling for roads)

7th. I have never been able to arrive at the, meaning of the term "Statute labor."
All road work is by some called so. I think the tern should be abolished.

8th. The roads and bridges in this Municipality have been made and maintained
since the introduction of the Act in 1855, solely by a money tax. Conse-
quently the individual obligations for roads have been suspended; the same
devolving on the municipality.

The tax is however payable, optionally, in labor. It is alriost wholly
worked out, the exceptions being absentees. A very fewwho have properties
in different parts, and a part of the road tax on businesses which are paid in
cash.

This systeim had worked for several yearsýIpreviously under the old
County Councils.

Its principal advantages are, the more exact, eaisy, equitable and less
expensive collection from absenlees, than work would be done for them
under procès-verbaux. and the discretionary power held by the Council of
allocating yearly, with any required alteration, the amount or value of tax
to be paid or worked in each section.

(See Query 5th, page 4.) A disadvantage under which we labored last
year, and previously, was the taxing of the whole township at the same rate
for roads. It has always been understood that the tax levied ii each section
should be applied there. This has given a heavier tax than required to the
village and old sections, but a much lighter one than uecessary to:new
sections, in alrnost al] of which new roads have to be made ; while in the
older ones the annual repairs only are necessary.

It would, I think, be impolitic and unjust that the older sections which
have made their roads (or in their purchases of the lands have paid for their
value) and now need only to maintain them, should be obliged to furnish the
greater part of the means for opening the new roads backward, where the
lands have been sold cheap on account.of the imperfection in the roads, &c.
It is against the spirit of all our road laws, which enact that roads leading
forward shall be made by the concessions in rear. It would totally reverse
it, and villages if compelled to it will seek separate organizatiCns. Besides
this every man now wants a ne w road, as he does not contribute any more
to it than the most distant person in the township; and the number*of new
roads demanded and, opened arc considerable.

Under these circumstances it is proposed by us to levy an equal rate for
roads, say I cent in villages, , cent in the old thoroughfares, and 1 cent in
new localities. The latter are quite willing to bear as heavy a tax, as the
share at f cent, if imposed equally, would be insufficient for them.

It is, however, doubtful if the road taxes can be imposed eqiually. I
think they can by the means of a special tax allowed by the Act. I, how-

A. 1857,
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ever conceive, to make surer and simpler work, that the Local Councils
become absolute power, to impose any amount of road tax unequally in
different sections; (if not the new roadswill not be made for a great number
of years;) payable either in money or labor, and commutable either way at
the discretion of the Council.

I would respectfully subnit the following draft of an amendment on this
head.

"During the existence in any local Municipaliiy of any by-law providing
for the making and maintaining of roads and bridges solely by monies, the
Council of such Municipality may by by-law order the tax therefor to be
paid either in money or in libor, or partly in either, and after anyý time to be
fixed by it, to be exigible in either the one or the other, and to be thus paid
or worked at any time, and to any officer i may direct, and to order the
same to be applied io sumimner roads solely, or to both winter and summer
roads, and to make any separate provision by money tax, labor or otherwise
for maintaining winter roads, and for taking down and replacing the fences,
and to impose such tax, taxes or labor in rates, varying according to the
requirements of the different roads in the several roacd sections in the Muni-
cipality."

The item of one day's " Statute labor" per £100 of value, imposed by
the Act has been disregarded by us ; it is both unnecessary and unpopular.
The one day's labor payable by those not otherwise i axed is reasonable ; but
it cannotbe demanded unless the other is payable also. This should be
remedied.

In regard to the service of accounts I would submit:

Al services are ordered to be by original and copy, exhibiting the former,
retaining it and leaving the copy, both to be dated on the day of service.
This is very inconvenient, it shold be sufficient if proof of the service and
date were made.

It should also be sufficient if the name of the proprietor at the time of
the valuation roll, or any known owner or occupant since then is given and
served on any actual occupant. Owners and occupants frequently change,
sometimes after the accounts are served, and a warrant in a wrong name ex-
poses then to heavy damages. I have had accounts to serve on several
different persons andat different times. One service should be sufficient, there
could be no possibility of ignorance on the party levied upon, as absentees
are not liable to warrants. AIl municipalities should have power to vary
their forms according to circumstances.

The Mayor should have power to issue warrants, as simply for road
dues as for the other taxes on the oath of the road officer, without going
th rough the formality, loss of time, and expense of a judgment before a Justioe
of the Peace.

Nothing is more unpopular than a distress warrant, in some places a few
would raise a rebellion. Persons will willingly pay much heavier expenses
for other methods as the selling of the lands, to which there is no demur, yet
it is the on!y effectual method of enforcing payment, unless the law would
authorize to sell the lands, with the previous process.of a warrant.

In connexion with the selling of Iands I beg to say that I fear case-wil
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arise in which by collusion of a mortgage or with a third person honest mort-
gagèes may be deprived of their claims, so of dwners, so of minors, and
so of married women, &c.

I would mention the proposed School Bill of Mr. Somerville, by which
each district is to demand a certain amount to be levied on it by the Council.
The school districts are of varying values, the amount required will have to
be calculated to almost impossible fractions per $1. The extra work for the
Council Clerk will be worth $100 ; it is intended for a saving but will be an
expense. The Municipality should be rated equally for schools as hitherto,
and from a common fund the poor districts are advantaged instead of losing,
as they would under the Bill. , To a certain amount in the gross Io be levied
with the general tax there would be no objection if it was one item in the
acco un ts.

G. Atkinson, of Durham.

ist i am of opinion that the Municipal and Road Act 1855, was intended to meet
the wants of the people of Lowei Canada, but being complicated, voluminous
and difficuilt to understand, it could nlot therefore be expected to work satisfàc-
torily. The people here. nevertheless subnited to it on account of its being
a step towards Elective institutions, and the management of out local affairs.

2nd. My opinion of the office of County superintendent is, that it is as uselesse-s
it was uncalled for at the time the Act in question becamne law. That the
powers vested in him, as well as ii tie Couity Couneils, should have been in
thé local Councils, thereby saving a great amount of unnecessary expense.

3rd, I think the present organizatior of local Councils is good, and as regards
Courty municipalities, I must confess I never could conceive the purpose for
which they were established, unless to obstruct the working of lôcal Couneils,
and to incur unneccessary expenses.

4th. I think it would not be expedient at present, to include personal and movable
property in the assessment rolls, my plan to cause an equal assessment through-
out each County would be, to have one valuator chosen from each township or
parish, and that a majority of them should concur, as to the value of ail rateable
property in such County.

5th. The municipality in this locality bas been in operation ever since the passing
of the Municipal and Road Act, 1855, but I cannot say the amount raised,
anually by taxation, in virtue of the provisions of that Act.

6th. The terrn " Statute labour,." is in this locality, (I believe) understood to:mean
a certain quantity of labour, to be performed by residents of major age, but
not having rateable property in the local municipality where they reside, butf
am- not aware of any labour having as yetV been dune under that tërni iW this
local municipality.

8th. The by-roads and highways in this'locality, with one exception, have been
made, and kept in rather bad repair, by joint labour, eaàh proprietor oroccu-
pier contributing in accordance with the superficial extent of the land, which
,he may own or occupy, according to procèsY.erbal1 made preparatoryto tlie
passing of the Municipal and Road Act 1855.

A. 18.57.
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1 think the present Municipal and Road Act of 1855, is very deficient rela-
tive to the fencing of by-roads, a thing Iarmers are generally interested in and
whicl should be pointed out in the clearest manner.

I am also opposed to Secretary-Treasurers of local muunicipalitims acting as
Clerks to Magistrates in cases brought in the name of the municipality, as it is
in many cases inconvenient, in consequence of Secretary-Treasurer living a
long distance froi the Magistrates as well as frorm the prosecutors.

I would recommend the immediate abolition of the office of County Super-
intendent, and, also the County Councils, and to pass a law giving Township s
or Paish Councils, full power and authority to manage their local affairs, with-
out the intervention of any 'oter party, and,

That in future no Justices of the Peace should be appointed by the execu-
tive, without first being approved by at least a majority of the Municipal Couîn-
cillors, elected and in office at the time and in the Township or Parish where
any such appointment is required to be made, or upon the recommendation of
the member representing the Cointy in which such Township or Parish is situ-
ate, and where the appointnrt may be required to be made.

Sol omon Lyster, of Durham.

Imt. I think the system of managing.the aff tirs in eaceh local Municipality should
be intrusted to the peoble therein, through lheir representatives, duly elected
as Couneillors, agreeably to the present Act.

2nd. Relative to the office of County Superintendent, my opinion is that the
County Superintendent's office, as it nov is, should be abolished, and the
duties for which- it was formed, I think, can be performed in a more satis-
factory and in a cheaper manner by a person or persons appointed by the.
local Council, to be paid for services rendered by the parties for whom such
services would be performed, at a price fixed per diem by the CouUcil,
whose Officers they should be, possessing the power to remove such Officers
for incompetence or neglect of duty, as the case may be.

Srd. I do not feel competent to say niuch, but I arr of the opinion that County S
Councils are not productive of gocd commensurate with the attendant
expense under the present organization.

4th. My opinion, is, that to include personal or moveable property in the Assess-
ment RZoll would be premature at present, and would, I think, cause very
general discontent. As to an equalizalion of the assessments, the present
arnended At provides a means, probably as good as I can suggest.

5th. I can say that our Municipality has been in operation actively since the Act
carne in force. As to the amount uf money levied annually, I could not pre-
cisely say, not having suficient data by me on which to found a report.

6th. The money necessary to defray the expenses of the Municipality has been
raised by taxation on real estate, according to Valua ion Rolf.

7th. We consider ail the labor specified in the 71st section of thie Municipal and
Road Act as "Statute labor,' and none other.
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8th. The by-roads and highways in our locality have been kept in repair in
accordance with the proces-verbal in legal existence at the time the Municipal
and Road Act was passed; but in some instances the procès-verbaux were
found to be invalid, and in such cases the Council have endeavored to legal-
ize them, by causing the Superintendent to make new ones, for which the
parties interested paid according to assessment by Valuation Roll; and
were likewise liable for the road work specified in such procès-verbal.

James Botham, Secretary-Treasurer of Godmanchester.
lst. The people of Godmanchester are favorable to the working of Municipal

institutions, and have done their best to work the present law, but its pro-
visions are so lengthy and intricate, that they despair of ever understanding
them.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is generally considered an unneces-
sary incumbrance, as interfering with the free action of the local Councils.
Whatever be the acts or neglects of the Superintendcnt, there is no penalty;
lie cannot be touched.

3rd. It is the pretty general feeling that the County Councils might be dispensed
with, and that money would be saved.

4th. There does not appear at present any necessity for including personal and
moveable property in the Assessment Rolls; the County is not prepared
for it.

To make an equal valuation throughout the whole of each County could
only be done by employing one set of valuators.

5th, The Municipality of Godmanchester has been in operation since the Act
came into force. Only one rate has been laid, which amounted to £212.

6th. Answered in No. 5.

7th. What is meant by Statute labor appears clearly enough, but in Godmanches.
ter it has only been required from the persons mentioned in the 2nd article"
of the 71st section.

8th. The by-roads in Godmanchester have been made and kept in repair under
the by-law No. 77, herewith submitted ; the front roads according to the law
of 1796, and the by-law No. 78, herewith submitted.

Remarks,
It appears to be the general opinion here that no patching of the present

law can do it any good; the whole would require to be re-written, and much
condensed.

The Councillors for Godmanchester would prefer the 8 Vic., cap. 40,
with some amendments and further provisions.

L. J. Lacoste, Mayor of the Village of Boucherville.
ist. I am of opinion that the Act in question is too complicated to be put into

operation with advantage. This Act has not operated in a satisfactory
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manner in any locality, on account of its not being well understood by the
parties whose duty it is to put it into execution, and the want of sufficient
power in the Act to force the municipal Councils·to execute or cause to be
executed by their officers either the law itself or their own By-laws, without
which power I do not think it will' be possible shortly to cause either the Act
in question to operate well or any other Act which might be substituted 1in its
stead. To render the Act or any other Act which might be substituted effec-
tive, I think that it would be necessary:

1st. To render every municipal Council responsible for executing and
maintaining ail publie works within the limits of their municipality and with-
out the municipality if it is under their charge, although the said works should
have to be done and kept in repair: by certain proprietors:or holders of Jands in
the nunicipality, in the same manner, as they become liable for all the works
they undertake by virtue of the 51st section of the Act aforementioned, and
also for their acts and negligence, and also for ail the acts and negligence of
their officers towards the inhabitants of the municipality, and even towards
the inhabitants without the limits of the municipality, who have an interest
therein, and to grant to these inhabitants the right of prosecuting any municipal
Council for anydefault or negligence in their duties, and for any default or
negligence on the part of their officers in the execution of their duties, and to
obtain any fine or penalty required by this Act, without, however having re-
course to the Council against their officers in default, and to these latteragainst
the parties in default obliged to road and other public labour, or charged with
any other duty, to cause all damages fines and costs to be reimbursed to them.

2nd. To declare what shall be the width of the winter roads so as to have
more unifiormity in the roads.

3rd. To.change ~the quorum of the County Council in matters of appeal
from Local Parish Councils in the County, in which there are but four parishes
and four parish mayors, who alone have a riht to sit in their cases, according
to the amendment of 1855, to the aforesaid Act.

4th. The County of Chambly is in this position. There are four
mayors of parishes and four mayors of villages ; the quorum of this Couucil
should be five and in case of appeal, as above mentioned, the four mayors of
parishes cannot act ; it is for this reason that a change is required.

2nd. My opinion with regard to the office of County Superiritendent is, that
this office might be filled by the Road Inspector in each local municipality
vith more advantage to the inhabitants and less expense. H-oweverin certain

difficuIlt or complicated cases, in which, on account of the Inspector. being
personally interested, it would be more suitable that the Local Council
should be authorized to appoint a person more qualified, in the same manner as
it would be proper that the Local Council should be.authorized to appointa
qualified person to fill the office when the interests of two or more Parishes
are at stake. I consider that th( powers of this office are of a nature to
promote the good working of municipal institutions.

3rd. My opinion is that Local or Parish municipalities are absolutely necessary
to enable the inhabitants to enjoy municipal institutions and more calculated
to instruct them and cause them ýto learn the .system of managing their
own, busine9s. With regard. to County municipalities, c onsider that their
only use is to operate when two or more Parishes happen' to have common
interestsand works to settle amongst themselves. This might be performéd
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with less expense by delegates who should only act when circumstances
required.

4th. I think it would be more equitable to include personal and moveable
property in the assessment. The only difficulty Would be that of aséertaining
its real value. The plan which seems to me most feasible in ordr to eitablish a
systei of uniform taxation in each County wofild be for eacfh Local municipality
to procure extracts or notes of every ground rent within its limits during the two
or three years preceding the making of the valuation to assist the valuators
appointed in the different Local municipalities of the Counties who should be
held to work and make the valuation jointly in each municipality.

5th and 6th. The municipality of the Village of Boucherville has worked. It has
not, however, as yet levied any thing by taxation, as it has only been in opera-
tion since the first of January last.

7th. By " Statute Labor" I understand the work of an individual with his tools,
carts or horses to any work whstever according to a determined upon ,propor-
tion.

8th. The old mode as yet, that is by shares; I thiuk, however, that the system of
taxation would be preferable, chiefiy for the by-roads, and less expensive.

François X. Boissonnault, St. Michel-Archange.
ist. The Act in question is very unpopular with the people, and should be entirely

repealed;-it works very badly in our municipality. I shall not suggest any
amendment to render it more satisfactory, for I find it already obscure and
confused enough.

2nd. I would aboIish the office of County Superintendent, and replace it by each
Secretary-Treasurer of a Local municipality, who might f11 this office without
so much expense being incurred.

3rd. I would have only one County Council, as Parish and County Councils involve
a great deal of expense, and the people have not education enough to cause
the, present municipal systern to work.

4th. My advice would be to include personal and moveable property in the assess-
ment.

5th. The municipality in my locality has been in operation since the passing of
the Act but has done as much harm as good; it has levied annually the
surn of sixty pounds currency, and that by taxations required by the said
Act.

6th. I do, not understand the word "Statute Labor" in the manner explained in the
Act ini question, and do not see what works the law alludes to by that term.

7th. The manner of keepingý the-by-roads in repair in oùr municipality is by giving
them eut by contract to the lowest bidder, and paying the expenses by monies
raised by taxation, and thermanner of keeping the roads in repair, is the same
as formeriy, that is, each proprietor keeps his front road in repair.

I amn of opinion, and it is the general opinion iu rny locality, that there
should be no Council, either:Parish or County, and if it is impossible to do with-
out a Council, I would have a:CountyCòuncil alone.
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J. Ble. Houle, Mayor of St. Aimé.

lst. We only require one Council and that a local one. With regard to its
expenses, if we were permitted to grant licenses to merchants and traderk,
we should have no occasion to levy taxes; and instead of having t6 pay a
Secretary-Treas'rer twenty pounds, we should have his services for two-
thirds less.

2nd. Far from being of service to us, it is hurtful, and we would greatly desire to
have the law relating to Inspectors and sous-voyers as formerly, that any
individual should have the right to prosecute the Inspectors or sous-vofyers
before a Justice of the Peace. With regard to the changing of the roads we
should like to have two disinterested persons, and cause them to visit the
premises.

3rd. We should refer to have but one Couniiil, and that a Parish Council.

4th. With regard to being bound to taxation, the present mode appears to us to be
uniform where there are no licenses to be given.

5th. The municipality in our locality bas always been in operation and still operates
at the present moment. We have levied annually by taxation in virtue of the
said Act, forty-seven pounds ten shillings and sixpence currency for last year,
and for the current year we shall levy twenty-eight pounds currency.

6th. Answered by the preceding answer.

7th. We understand by the word "Statute Labor" the assistance of several citizens,
and it is very necessary to keep up and repair the bridges.

8th. Our system of keeping the by-roads in repair is the same as it bas always been.

Jacques Morin, Ma:yor of St. Arsene, County of Témiscouata.

lst. The Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855 works very ill in the
locality of St. Arsène. The complicated and ambiguous state of this law
causes a great deal of trouble and annoyance to those whose duty i is to put
it into operation, and the expense of so doing is very buithensome. In my
humble opinion, this law is not on the whole applicable in that part of the
province heretofore called Lower Canada. I have not time to enumerate
ail the clauses which, in my opinion, cannot be applied here. I will restrict
myself to the forty-fourth clause which enacts that the fences by the sides of
the roads shall he taken down, from the first day of December in each year to
the first day of Apiil of the ensuing year. On the first of December the fences
are generally covered with snow, aid on the first of April of the ensuing year
they are still more so, for during the four winter months a great deal of
snow falls below Quebec, and on the first'of April the snow has seldom corm
menced to disappear.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should, in my opinion, be abolished and
replaced by a Deputy grand-voyer to be appointed by a County Council,
whose powers should also be limited by the County Council. This Deputy
might at the same time be Deputy and Secretary-Treasurer of the Countly
CJouncil.

3rd. I am of opinion that a County municipality would be sufficient and would
simplify the proceedings and expenses.,

A. I857
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4th. Taxatiân of personal and moveable property is, in my opinion, necessary.

5th. The Local municipality of St. Arséné has been in operation since the passing'
of the Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act. The sum of twenty pounds
has beén levied annually by taxation to meet the expenses of the local mun-
icipality andthere still remains to be levied our share of thel expenses of the
County Council, which will amount to about the sum of froin seven ta"eight
pounds.

6th. There has been taxation in virtue of the present municipal Act in the locality
of St. Arsene.

7th. I understand by "Statute Labor" any work done gratuitously.

8th. The mode of keeping our by-roads and roads in repair is the same as that which
was in use before the passing of the present Act, with the exception of the half
yearly visits of the superintendent which have been made, but are considered as
useless. It would really be infinitely preferable that there should be none what-
ever.

James Lefebvre, Mayor of St. Giles.
ist. The Act in question operates satisfactorily in our locality.

2nd. That the office of County Superintendent should be abolished and his powers
transferred to the Locai Council with power to the said Council to appoint a
Superintendent in each local municipality.

Srd. I approve of the present municipal organisation.

4th. Our Couneil <oes not wish for taxation.

5th. Our municipality bas been in operation since the pasing of the Act in question.

6th. I understand by "Statute Labor" work done in common upon the by.roads
and bridges, upon the vacant lands and such like.

8th. The mode of keeping our by-roads in repair is as follows,-each person keeps
his share in repair according ta the division of the said by-roads and the front
roads in front of his property.

Louis C. Dupuis, Warden of he CÇounty of Mohntmnny.
Ist. TheAct in question does not operate in a satisfactory marnner in my ,locality,

and the amendment, I should suggest would be to repeal the Act entirely.
In the first place the working of these Local Couricils has become too onerous,
the inhabitants being forced to support their respective Councils in each Parish
or Township.

2nd. I am of opinion that the office of County Superintendent is one of a nature
calculated to pronote the good working of municipal institutions. 'the acts
of the Superintendeut are always submitted to the revision of the Councils.

rd. The present municipal organisation into County, municipalities would be
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favorable if a Council were-Tormed composed of two members from- each Parish
as formerly. These members should be entitled to remuneration for their loss
of time and travelling expenses. The fines, tavern licenses, and others should
be left at the disposai of the Couneils. The sixteenth section of the said Act,
which is almost impracticable, should be repealed. One Municipality in each
locality would be sufficient and would save all the expenses of Local Muni-
cipalities.

4th. I would be of opinion to exclude personal and moveable property from taxation,
and the plan which I would suggest would be to*allow the Council to deter-
mine the amount of the licenses which might be granted in each municipality
as well as the fines. This would afflord each municipality the advantage of
being able to meet their expenses without having to levy any taxes.

5th. Our municipality has been in operation since the passing of the municipal and
Road Act of 1855. The amount we have levied is one shilling per centum
making in our locality a sum of nearly sixty pounds.

6th. This question is in my opinion answered by the preceding answer.

7th. We have in our locality given no interpretation to the word "Statute Labor,»
as our valuation roll does not include these works, which are always almost
impossible.

8th. Our by.roads and roads have, since the passing of the Act, been under the su-
perintendence of the Superintendent as the chiefofficer.

J. O. Alfred Turgeon, Mayor of the Parist of Terrebonne.

Ist. My opinion as to the Act in question, or any other by means of' which without
doubt for good motives it has been endeavoured to give the people the oppor-
tunity of governing themselves, would be to ask for its complete repeal, if,
confiding in the well known intelligence of My fellow-countrymen in the pro-
gress of education which will be more developed in the next generation, as well
in the progress of agriculture from which will without doubt resuit a greater
profit which will enable that generation to be more liberal of their money,
I were not disposed to accustom them by some system to the managerneft of
their own affairs.

It is for this reason that I would prefer a simple, clear, and precise Iaw to
replace that at present in existence, and which is declared by every one to be
iinpracticable,-a law which might serve as an elementary system of self-
government, allowing it, however, more extension according to the means of
putting it into operation. This end would be easily aitained by neglecting
theory a little and consulting practice a little nore.

In the mean time, however, I would suggest as amendments to the Act in
question (which is far from operating in a satisfactory. manner in my locality
and even in our County) merely to substitute in its stead County Couneils and
these with some restrictions.

Several pretend to be in favor of a Local Council, whieh may serve as a
school in whieh the people might learn to manage their own affairs themselves.
1, however, do nlot share that opinion, when I reflect that this school is not
even frequented, and even if it were that it can only shedW that it is but a real
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taxing machine. Thus the Local Council over which I preside as mayor, with
all good will and economy, has been forced to levy for their expenses alone
during the two years which will expire on the first of July next, the sun of
fifty pounds currency, without having; done any thing else since they have been
organised except order every year the offering of a line road by contract for
its repair during the year, which was formerly as well done by the Inspectors.

It is the same thing in almost all the Parishes whilst I was president of
the municipal Connty Council established in virtue of the 10th and Il1th Vie.,
chap. 7, the annual expenses for the wlhole County did not anount to the surn of
seventy pounds. At that time, however, the Deputy grand voyer was paid by
those who required bis services.

This reason, as well as the greater facility of finding in each Parish one
qualified person than seven, induces me to lean in favor of a County Council,
if we must necessarily submit to such a system. Besides the person under its
jurisdiction should have a right of appeal, Which privilege is refused to theni
by the present law.

2nd. The office of the superiritendent is a sinecure in some localities, and a useless
and too heavy a burthen to others. The duties of Superintendent should for
the advantage of the public be performed by a grand voye to be appointed by
Government, who,- with a salary fixed by Government, and to be paid by the
municipalities of, a certain District, say all the north of the District of
Montreai, from that of Three Rivers to that of Aylmer, and his fees when he
would be required to perform duties, ýwould still more lessen the taxation.
The following are the motives for my opinion ; that independence between the
Council and the parties interested, which is requisite in such, an official is not
and cannot be found in a man forced to seek for a similar office. If he be an
intriguer, hé abuses the power lie possesses, and will always succeed in getting
himself large emoluments voted. If lie be a man who requires for lis liveli-:
hood, all the savings of his office, ie will be tempted, in order to lose nothing, to
cornit injustice.

3rd. I have above expressed my opinion on this subject.

4th. I do not think that the present mode of taxation is ujust. I should, how-
ever, like to see the Legislature fix the annual taxation at a certain rate, in
order to restrict some and stimulate others.

5th. The Municipality of the Parish of Terrebonne, has been in opevation since
the passing of this Act, and has levied, during the first year, for the keeping
in repair of a line-road, £50, apportioned over certain parts of the Parish;
and this year a similar sum for the saine purpose, besides. £50 over all the
Parish, for the exipenses of the Council.

7th. We are in the habit of understanding by " Statute labor," the obligation of
a day's work to maintain and keep in repair the public roads. It is a new
duty which is not at all required, and which can only be acceptable to indi-
viduals who are not otherwise taxed.

Sth. Before and since the passing of the Act in question, the front roads have been
maintained by the proprietors, and the by-roads are given out by contract
for a season or a year to the lowest tender, without there being any particular
mode of.keeping thei. in repair. It must, however, be renarked, that never,
at any time. before the passing of the Municipal Bill, have the roads been in.
îuch a bad state of repair.
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I must observe before terminating, that having communicated your
Circular to the local Couneil of the Parish, they have expressed their opinion
in favor of the total abolition of Municipalities, and have pronounced them-
selves in favor of the ancient system of Road Officers as established by the
Road Act of 1796.

Joseph Normandin, Mayor of St. Philippe.

(Same as H. Lanotot, of Laprairie.}

Joseph Matthien, Junior, of St. Victoire.

1st. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 has been in operation, but not in an
advantageous or sufficient manner; it has even created and occasioned diffi-
culties and law suits in this Municipality; and in my opinion this Act ought
to be repealed, and replaced by the preceding Municipal Act-hat is, by the
County Municipalities Act.

2nd. As to the Superintendent, I am of opinion that his powers should be
ainended in such a manner as to reduce and restrict them to those granted to
Deputy grand-voyers in the said County Municipalities Act.

Srd. If the Legislaiure be not decided to repeal the present Municipal Act, I am
of opinion that Local Councils should be abolished so as to allow only County
Councils to exist, as the Local Councils have produced no benefits, but, on the
contrary, have given rise to considerable useless expenditure.

4th. I am of opinion that the County Council should have the power to decide
as to the expediency and necessity of including or excluding personal and
rnoveable property in the assessment.

5th. The Municipality of St. Victoire has been in opera i n, and has levied the
sum of twenty-nine pounds currency.

6th. There bas been a taxation fixed upon.

7th. As the Municipality has not yet taken the roads under i 1 control it has not as
yet been able tr put into execution the clause referring to labor known
as " Statute Labor."

8th. The mode of keeping the by-roads and front roads in repair is that which
was in operation before the coming into force of the present law.

Charles Reaume, Mayor of Chateau Richer, and Warden of the Municipatity of
the County of Montmorency.

1st. The present Act can never operate in a salisfactory manner in this Munici-,
pality. Instead of being amended, it should be entirely replace d by anothèr
establishing onlyCounty Municipalities, because a great many Parishes can-
not secure a Secretary-Treasurer ; the expenses are too heavy, and in the
majority of cases, the Councillors are interested in what they have to decide.

A. 1857.
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If it be deemed necessary to form County Municipalities, the Council might
be composed of three members to be elected in each Parish.

2nd. The powers enjoyed by the Superintendents are not of a nature to promote
the good working of the Municipalities. They might be looked upon as
De puty grand-voyers, without the right of passing any procès-verbaux, but
only reports to be submitted to the Council, which alone should have the
power to pass the said procès-verbaux, or by-laws.

$rd. It is an expensive organization, which will never produce any good results.

4th. Personal and moveable property should be included in the assessment; the
means of establishing taxation should be left to the discretion of the Muni-
cipalities, who would fix upon thern according to their wants. The, Munici-
palities should have a right to force wholesale and retail merchants to take
out licenses, the proceeds of which would serve as a revenue to the
Municipalities.

5th. The County Municipality has abstained from working, except upon a rfew
points of little importance, and has levied no revenue whatever.

6th. There has been no taxation whatever, because it involved too much expense.
The inhabitants of this Municipality have not wished for, this sôurce .'f
revenue. The expenses have been paid out of the revenues ievied by the
former County Municipality; then of the local Municipality of Chateau
Richer, and with the private funds of the Councillors. Other Parish Munic-
palities have used the same means.

7th. By " Statute Labor " I understand the keeping in repair in common by all
the parties interested,-of a- by-road, the labor the work of which has not
been apportioned. It is different when the work has been apportioned, for
in that case each party interested performs his share, as in a front road.

8th. The manner of keeping them in repair is the same as before the passing of
this Act, and appears to me a bet'er orie; to wit, the front roads by the pro-
prietors of the Iands along which they pass ; the by-roads by the parties in
the concessions interested therein, anid m"winte by a' m'f money' levied
amongst the parties interested by the Inspectors and. sousvoerS-_ The
Municipalities should have a right to forceau jersonsrialng use of a by-roda
(as persons drawing timber or stone) to keep the said by-roads in repair,
either by statute labur or otherwise, when, those persons do fnot reside in the
Municipality.

P. S. Gendron, Secretary-Treasurer of the Municipality of the County of Ragot.

lst. The Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855, as amended, appears to
me to be sound in principle, but defective in its details. Yet, notwithstanding
its defects, it has heen the, means of bringing, about ýconsiderable progress in
the townships or parishes which are being settled. The old-settled parishes
derive more advantage froin it.

2nd. The office of County Superintendentis neeessary,. but the title of Dèputy
Grand-voyer would be more. popular. His powers and duties tre too
extended. Thèy should bë diminished and amended in the manner'lhrein-
after m'entioned, in the amendments which you have asked me to.suggest.
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3rd. The present organization into County and Parish Municipalities appears to
me to be a most wise one, and one calculated to meet in the most satisfac-
tory manner the wants of that part of the Province of Canada, notwith-
standing ail the assertions of agood number of Municipalities, who consult the
interest of the present and sacrifice that of the future.

4th. It appears to me just and reasonable to include personal and moveable pro-
perty in the assessment by taxing the revenue of the trade or profession at 12
per cent.

5th. The Municipality of the County in which I reside has been iu operation since
the passing of the Act in question, and has levied £100 currency, to liquidate
the expsnses of the Council from the 1st of July, 1855, up to the lst January,
1857, and seventy-five pounds to· liquidate the expenses of the said Council,
incurred, or to be incurred, from the first of January, 1857, to the first of
January, 1858.

7th. This section has never been put into operation ; the people pray for its aboli-
tion, and have just reasoù so to do.

8th. The front roads are made and kept in repair by each proprietor, and with
regard to the by-roads, the môde is the same as in all local Municipalities-;
sorne purchase the work necessary to'keep them in repair during the whole
year, others for the winter only, and the monies necessary to pay for the said
works are apportioned according to the value of the lands liable, to such work,
and elsewhere according to the-extent of the lots of land. The latter mode
seens to me to be the most equitable and popular.

To promote the good working of the Municipal institutions in this part
of the Provitice, it appears to. me to be of urgent importance that Your Com-
mittee, in its wisdom; should endeavour to amend the Municipal Act in such
a manner as to render it clear, concise, and, especially, as little burthensome
as possible, for if it be wanting in the latter respect, even if it were perfect in
the remainder, it will be wanting in all its details.

In answer to your first question, I will take the liberty of suggesting to
Your Comrnittee the following arnendments to the Municipal Act of 1855, in
order to render it more efficient and satisfactory:

8th Sec. That the public notices and By-laws, to be published in viitue
of the Act before cited, shall bc read for two Sundays in succession, in the
language most used in the locality, and not posted.

9th Sec. That special notices shall be given by letters, addressed and
sent by mail, or other safe means of conveyance, to the person for whom the
said notice is intended.

12th Sec., 2nd par. That the sessions of the Local Councils shall be tri-
weekly, and that extra sessions may be held, upon notice thereof, given by the
principal officer, or by two members of the Council.

18th Sec., 3rd par. That it be ordered that a Registry Office be estab-
lished in every new county, formed in accordance ýwitli the provisions of the
Parliamentary Representation: Act ; that the Registrar shall furnish, to the
satisfaction of the Council, a suitable house to keep the said office in, and a
fire-proof safe for the keeping of deeds, and that the Government do come to
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their aid in paying the expenses- of transcribing the hypothecs necessary to
be deposited in such new office thus established.

32nd Sec. Adding, at the end of the last paragraph, "and also a suffi-
cient number of syndics for the maintenance of water courses."

37th Sec., 4th and 5th par. That these two paragraphs be explained.

38th Sec. That the former Councils in existence at the time of the coming
into force of the present Act be held to deliver up ail the proces-verbaux and
other documents relating solely to the new Couuty Councils, formed from the
disorganization of the first.

44th Sec., 2nd and Srd par. That these two paragrâphs be repealed, as it
is dangerous for strangérs to travel at night over roads traced through fields.

45th Sec., 6th par. That this paragraph be repealed.

46th Sec., lst par. That there be added at the end of this paragraph the
words, " any procès-verbal made or to be made can only be annulled or changed
by another procès-verbal, made by competent authority.

47th Sec., 1st par. That this paragraph be explained.

47th Sec., 4th and 5th par. That these two paragraphs be repealed or
amended, as they impose duties which it is impossible for the Superintendent
to discharge, in the drawing up of procès-verbaux.

49th Sec., 8th par., lst line. That the words "may homologate " be
struck out, and the words I' shall homologate, amend or reject," be substituted
in lieu thereof.

50th and 51st Sec., 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th and 7thf par. That these two
sections, and the paragxaphs which follow, be reyealed, as well as all other
paragraphs which relate thereto.

55th sec., 3rd and 5th par. That these two para raphs be repealed.

57th Sec., lst and 2nd par. That these twor paragraphs be repealed.

63rd Sec., lst line. That the following words be, inserted after the. word
"may,' "by virtue of a resolution of the County Council."

64th Sec., 7th par., lst ine. That the word Superintendent" be replaced
by that of "Secretary-Treasurer."

54th Sec., lst, 2nd and 3rd par. That this section and, al t paiagraphs
be repealèd.

65th Sec., 4th par.That the moveable and iMmoveâble property of any
Railway Company be valued in the saine manner as the property ofindivi&uas,
and that the 4th paragraplh be rpealed.

66th Sec., 1st par. That the valuators be held to make the valuation of
a5sessable propcrty within the two morths immediátely followin the dy of
their appointiïnt, undï apenat of a fie df £

66th Sec., 2nd, 3rdand 4th par. That thee paragapis repealed.

A.851
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67th Sec., lst and 2nd par. That this section and these paragraphs be
repealed.

68th Sec., 2nd line. That the word "may " be replaced by the word
" shal."

68th Sec., 6th par. That this paragraph be abolished.

71st Sec., lst, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th par. That this section and its para-
graphs be repealed.

74th Sec.,14th par. That the following words be added to the end of this
paragraph: ." and the Secretary-Treasurer of the County Council may, in
virtue of a Resolution of the said Council, appoint one or more deputies for
taxes or other Municipal dues, but all the documents shall be signed by the
said Secretary."

That all Municipal Councillors shall be personally responsible for all sums
of money lawfully due by their respective Councils, as the Councillors of the
Municipalities which do not possess any immoveable property cannot be coma-
pelled by any judgment to make good such payment.

That the Councillors shall be liable to a fine of £ for every time they
shall neglect to pay any sums of money lawfully due by their Councils, or to
impose a special tax for that purpose if they have not sufficient funds to meet
alny such payment.

A. Gagnon, Mayor of Baie St. Paul.
lst. The Act in question is almost unintelligible, and I can state that it is impos-

sible to make it work in a suitable manner in this Municipality, especially since
the riots which have taken place in the Parishes of Malbaie, St. Fidèle, St.
Agnes; and St. frenée, in this county. Since that time neither the County
Council nor the majority of the Local Councils have been able to operate. I
think County Councils should be abolished, and be replaced by Local Councils,
under a clear and concise law. These Local Councils should have power, in
cases in which several Local Municipalities niai' have business common, or
which ought to be common to thel Mayors of îhe Municipalities interested,
or two amongst them, to notify and request all the Mayors in the differéent
counties to meet on a certain day and hour, at a certain place desigiated in
sucli notice, under a penalty of ten pounds currency, said penalty to be
recoverable before any one Justice of the Peace, at the suit of the Secretary-
Treasuirer of the Municipality of which the name of the Mayor shall be first
subscribed to the said' notice, and the amount of such'penalty divided in equal
parts amongst the Municipalities interested in the affair or affairà for which
such notice shall have been given. All the offices or works to be filled or done
in virtue of the decision of the ordinance of the meeting of the said Mayors
shall be apportioned amongst all the parties interested in the Municipalities
thereto held.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished, as his powers are
not of a nature to cause the Municipal institutions to work in a suitable
manner. Besides, this officer must exact very high emotaments if he wishes
to perform his duties in a suitable manner. I am: therefore of opinion that
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Local Councils should be vested with the power to appoint, in each of their
respective Municipalities, a Deputy grand-voyer, who would be taxed for all
he should do by the Council which shall have appointed him to such situation,
and who would act in any affair concerning his Municipality according to the
By-laws in existence, or in accordance with an ordinance from the Municipal
Council, for the works in which no By-law or ordinance of the said Council
was in existence ; which said office of Deputy grand-voyer might be filled at
the same time by the Secretary-Treasurer of the Municipality. I fbund my
opinion on the fact that, as the duties of the ointy Superintendent are very
varied, they necessitate, for their due execution, enormous expense, far beyond
the means of the greater parts, of the Municipalities.

3rd. I am of opinion that County Councils might be abolished without anyloss, if
power were given to the Mayors of the Municipalities to call for the assistance
of al the Mayors in the county, in case of business concerning several Muni-
cipalities, as I have stated iii my first answer. This would greatly diminish
the expenses involved by County Municipalities.

4th. In my opinion, in including personal and moveable property in the assessment,
to render the proceeding just, it would be necessary that the capitalists-should
be valued upon the rents and interest they annually receive from their capital.

5th. The Local Municipality has worked regularly enough since its 'establishment
to last spring. Since that period the Council of that Parish havenot been in
operation, on account of the riots I have alluded to above.' The :Municipality
have iot dared to levy any money to defray their expenses, as they are waiting
until the Government shall take steps against the rioters, or their chiefs and
abettors. Nothing, however, has been done as yet, and this has the effect of
encouraging insubordination, and contempt of the authorities, and causes great
inconvenience to those parties to whom the Local Municipalities are indebted.

6th. There has been no taxation iri this'Municipality, for the reason I have just
mentioned, and the expenses they have incurred have remainede unpaid.

7th. We understand here by "Statute Labor" public labor performed in 'rotation
by the persons held to do so by procès-verbaux or ordinances of Municipal
Councils, upon roads, hills, or public bridges.

8th.. The mode followed here for keepingByroads in répair is generally to offer
them by, auction to the lowest tender. . For repairing winter roads a small
portion of the work is performed by Statute Labor. The 'front roads are
maintained by the proprierors of the lands along which they pass. No-
thing has beeln changed. in these different modes of maintenance since the
passing of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, except the keeping in repair
of a road called chemin des Caps, which is done out of the revenue of a quarry
situate near the said road. Besides, no revenue has been derived from this
quarry since abo'ut four nonths, as the lese:expired six m'onths ago, and could
not be renewed,' as the County Council have not met since the month of
March, 1856.

I am ofopinion that taxation will encounter insurmountable opposition,
and that the best plan for; defraying the iexpenses of the Councils will be, to
place at their disposal the income from tayern licenses in' eacli Municipality,
and the right of taxing traders in' their localities.

A. 1857.
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J. B. Pouliot. Warden of the County Municipality of Rivière du Loup.

lst. My opinion is that this Act should be altogether repealed, and another passed,
less voluminous in formi, less complicated, and more easily understood by the
parties appoiunted to carry it into operation.

I say that it ought to be entirely repealed and another substituted, because
experience bas shown that the Acts amending it are so many fresh stumbling
blocks, and clear away no existing difficulties ; the last amended Act is a proof
of this.

2nd. The duties and powers of the Superintendent might be defined by the
Council. I see no objection, however, to their being determined by the Legis-
lature, in order to absolute uniformity throughout the Province. They might
be diminished, by abolishing the semi-annual visits, and this part of the duty
might be performed by the inspectors, who might report to him. At present
these visits are quite useless.

The Councils ought also to have authority to direct the opening of roads
without the intervention of the Superintendent, and that officer should act
only when required.

The Road Inspectors should be likewise authorised to make distribution
of the work, in the building and repairs of bridges in their respetive localities;
and, in all c.ses, the Superintendent should act, only in their absence, when
required by the Council. In order that this office may answer the end for
whiclh it was created, the Superintendent should, in the first place, be appointed
and paid by the Governmnent, and be obliged to see to the proper repair of the
ronds. under a penalty. And for this purpose, I say again, lie should be abso-
lutely independent of the Municipal Council. Besides, all the complaints
made against that officer are not intended to show that his office is useless, but
that, according to the principle of the Act in question, lie cannot be paid
without having recourse to a direct tax, and that is the measure which the
people deprecate most.

3rd. County Municipalities appear to me preferable to parish councils.

I consider that the present system of county and parish municipalities is
absolutely useless and even pernicious in many localities, where persons are not
to be found capable of carrying out its provisions. Great difficulty results from
this cause, which might be obviated by the abolition of parish municipalities.

4th. If it is desired that the people should be trained to the management of muni-
cipal affairs, al] direct taxation should be abolished, and this might be done by
authorizing the municipalities, as formerly, to grant licenses to traders and
receive the money therefor.

5th. The municipalities in this county worked very well from their first organiza-
tion to last autumxn, but since that time several of the parish municipalities
have not been able to do so, having been prevented by tumultous assemblages
of the people. No tax has yet been levied. These disorders were merely a
repetition of what had happened in other counties, and had their origin in the
inhpunity with which they had been allowed to pass. Such will ever be the
case with laws which thwart popular prejudices, and with many others, which
will remain a dead letter, if the Legislature, while enacting, does not make
provision to enforce them.
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6th. The reason why no taxes have been levied inthe municipalities in tbis county
is, that all were waiting for the example to be set.by the county itself, and that
the Secretary and Superintendent, being the only persons interested, preferred
waiting. Moreover, nearly al] the expenses incurred being for the opening and
altering of roads, &c., such expenses have been paid by the parties interested
in those matters.

7th. By " Statute Labor" we understand, generally, works that are done in com-
mon, and are not distributed, such as bridges, cutting down hils, and by-roads.
When such works are not considerable, they are performed in conimon, with-
out repartition.

8th. The method of keeping in order by-roads and public roads in this county is
the saine as formerly, and no change has been produced since the passing of
the Act.

I have now answered ail the questions addressed to me by the Cornmittee,
and shal further take the liberty to point out certain parts of the Act which
frequently give rise to difficulty, as not being sufficiently clear, or requiring to
be amended.

1. Public Notices.-There is certainly no necessity to post such docu-
ments in a public place, when there is a church, at the doôr of which they are
read, just as there is no need to give public notice in ail the municipalities in
the connty of a special session for the revision of a procès-verbal against which
an appeal is made, and which concerns only one Municipality: sec. 8 of Act,
and sec. 9 of amended Act, paragraph 2. The Council should also proceed to
hear an appeal in the session after the appeal is lodged, without being obliged
to cal] a special meeting for the purpose, issuing a great number of public and
special notices, and so incurring considerable expense.

2. The publicationri of the by-laws is liable to the sane objections as that
of public notices, (sec. 16.) The latter part of that section is not sufficiently
clear; it ought to be specified that Councils may publish their by-laws by
posting them 'within the Municipality, or by procuring them to be advertised in
a newspaper, and not that both.those means should be resorted to, as the clause
seems to imply.

8. Ilighways and by-ways.-The distinction between these is not suffi-
ciently clear. It is impossible to understand from the wording of the Act
whether the fences on by-roads are to be taken down, as well as those on the
main roads, (sec. 44.) It is likewise necessary to state by whom the fences
on the by-roads should be taken down and put up again, on both sides.

4. Report and procèes-verbal.:-These terms are not sufficiently defined,
for which reason many Superintendents head their returns, " Report and.
procès-verbal," and compel the Councils, as well as the delegates on occasions
to meet fur the purpose of taking proceedings even on reJected applications.
This causes much'needless expense. (Sec. 47, paragraphs 8 aud 4.)

5 Delegates.-It should be stated positively, whether delegates afe to be
paid or not.

6. Valuation.-The Councils should be authorised to cause valuations to
be made, and revised at any time- othèrwise acts of injustice may dcca, r gainst
which it is impossibleto provide a remedy.

A.1857.
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7. Assessment of Tradesmen, &c.--The provision in this behalf is not
suffBciently definite : in some Municipalities the annual income is valued, and
capitalized ; in others it is taken as income only, and the capital is based on
this, (sec. 70.)

8. Recovery of Penalties.-(Sec. 27 of amended Act.) This provision
should be extended to the recovery of the Superintendent's fees, and to ail
other payments under the Act.

Joseph Verrette, Mayor of SI. Albans, County of Portneif.
lst. We are desirous of an amendment relative to absentees, not obliging us to

bring the lands to sale ; but to give us the power of taking and selling wood or
stone on their lands, to provide means for keeping their roads in order, and
this without annulling the power of selling the lands.

2nd. We are of opinion that the powers of the Superintendent are calculated to
promote the successful working of the Act.

3rd. We pray that the local Councils may be abolished, and the County Councils
retained, to be composed of two members from each Parish.

4th. We find that it is necessary to include personal and moveable property in the,
AEsessment Roll.

5ih. This Municipality has worked, but with great dif5culty, as we have levied
nothing by assessmept under the Act.

6th. There bas been no assessment in our Municipality, because our constituents
are urgent in their entreaties not to be taxed ; atd we have provided for the
payment of our expenses by voluntary subscriptions.

7th. We understand by the term " Statute labor," an aid to persons who are sur-
charged in the performance of any work.

8th. We have followed the old by-laws, that is to say: we are accustormed to give
out the winter work on the by-roads to be performed by contract.

Éloi Rioux, Mayor of Trois Pistoles.
1st. My opinion in general of the Act in question is, that it is too complicated, and

the clauses in many cases very obscure, and difficult to carry into effect. The
focal Municipality of this Parish bas complied with it only so far as to appoint
Assessors, Road Officers, Inspectors of fences and ditches, and a Secretary-
Treasurer. If I were to suggest any amendments to it, they would probably
only have the effect of rendering it still more complicated and unintelligible.
I conclude, therefore, that this Act should be entirely repealed, and a shorter
one passed instead thereof in which the duties of each person appointed to
carry out its provisions should be accurately defined.

2nd. The office of County SuperintenderLt, besides being very burthensome, appears
like the fifth wheel to a carriage, that is to say, if not injurious, it is at least

A. 1857.
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useless. The duties attached to the office should be devolved on the Parish
Councils, if they are to be continued, or on the Councillors elected in each
Parish, if 'he County Co uncils only are to be retained. I found my opiiion
on the tact, that any Superintendent residing where any duty is to be perforrmed
must be better qualified to do it than a stranger.

3rd. My opinion is, that County Councils, which cause a great waste of time, should
be abolished, and Parish Councils only ratained, inasmuch as the latter must
be better acquainted with the wants of their ,locality than Coip'cillors from
other Parishes.

4th. I think personal and moveable property should be exceptcd from taxation, and
that instead thereof, traders, tavern-keepers, and temperance boarding-house
keepers should be bound to take out licenses from the Council.

,5th. The Municipality of Trois Pistoles has been in operation since the passing of
the Act, and no money has been levied yearly by assessment.

6th. Because all who have taken part in the working of the law, have doie it
gratuitously.

7th. By the term " Statute labor " in a Municipal law, we understand the public
work done by those persons jointly who are bound to do it; whether the sane
be the opening of a main road or a by-road, or the erection of a bridge and the
subsequent repair of the same.

8th. The maintenance of the by-roads in winter is given out by contract to the
lowest bidder, but the repairs of them in summer, like that of the main roads,
in both seasons, is Ieft to be done by the pioprietors, in proportion to the
extent of their respective lands.

Denis Harvey, Mayor of the Municipality of la Malbaie.
lst. We are of opinion that the present Municipal law is not in accordance yvith

the manners and customns of our people, anId witl us it does not work. The
people, tired of the continual changes, requiring the study. of laws which th'ey
do not understand, and which involve them in constant litigation, call for the
re-enactment of the old rond laws.

If, however, in the meantime, Your Committee are desirous only to amend
the present law, our advice would be to abolish the parish nincipalities, and
the oflice of County Superintendent, and to retain only the County Munici-
palities, to be conposed of two councillors from each parish or township, to
be elected every two years, and with power to appoint thei: Seretary-
Treasurer, if they think fit, to be grand-voyer, with aview to economy. This
Municipality might have the power to homologate or reject prcèsVerbaux in
a summary manner, but should have ro authority in any wise, to ley any
direct tax tolýpay their expenses, though they should be authorised to dem'and
payment for licenses to traders, both.in dry-goods and liquors. 1t is the power
of direct. taxation which has caused the failure of the présent law.,

2nd. The answer to this questionis included in the foregoin and we foun ou
opinion on the fact that i is useless to have two persons to fulfil the officesf
Segretary-Treasprer and of grad-oyer,if: a single üïdiviual pôsessès theW

qualgies required bu both. The duty, of visiting roads and ridges, of
G

A. 4S57.~
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causing them to be kepti n good repair, as also that of deciding the execution
of public works, should be ineumbent on Inspectors and sous-voyers.

3rd. We are of opinion that, under the present system, the law ýwill never work.
The people are unanimous in their opposition to it, as being too complicated
and tuo expensive

4th. We are of opinion that personal and moveable property should be exempted
from taxation, ând we would propose to establish a tax on real property only,
proportioned ta its value, and to be levied only when a Municipality requires
some publie work, and then only on the parish or parishes requiring such
work.

5th. It bas worked a very short time, and nothing has been raised by taxation.

6th. There bas been no taxation, because the people required the Couneillors to
impose none, being opposed to the law ; and nothing bas been raised to meet
the expenses, although the Municipality is in debt.

7th. By the term " Statute Labor "" we understand labor in the maintenance of
roads and bridges, performed by the parties interested.

8th. The by-roads have been kept'in order by statute labor of the iphabitants, who
are obliged to make use of them, and the main roads by the proprietors of' the
lands over which they pass, according to the old road laws.

John Kane, Warden, and J. Saillant, Secretary-Treasurer of the County Munici-
pality of Chicoutimi.

1st. ,The Act in question does not work satisfactorily. It works here only at a cost
Of the greatest sacrifices, and that very imperfectlyl for compliance with its
provisions, obligations and restrictions is altogether ont of the question.

The necessary améndnent is, in our opinion, the entire repeal of the lavr
and the re-cnactment of the former Parish Municipalities' Act.

2nd. We are perfectly persuaded and convinced that the office of County Superin-
tendent is injurious and prejudicial to the working of the law ; that it is a
public nuisance, and counteracts ail the advantageous resuilts of the municipal
law. The Superintendent should be succeeded by a grand-voyer, as formerly,
who should only act on requisition from the Council

3rd. We are of opinion, and we believe it is the opinion and desire of all parties,
that a County Council only would work better. In the first place, no more
than a single clerk would be requisite, and the fees paid to him, according to
a tariff established by the Couricil, would be salary enoughl, because he would
be authorized to demand therm also from persans requiring bis services.' This
means succeeded very well under the old Municipalities' Act, and even before'
Moreover, all formns and By-laws of procedure are in accordance with the pro-
visions of the law, while under the Parish Couricils there must be as many
clerks as Councils, and every clerk requires a fixed salary as high as thatof
the County Clerk; so that if £50 are sufficient for a County Clerk, and if,^an
the County, there are four Parish Councils, £200 would be required for them,
and se on with the other ofilcers. Another inconvenience is the difficulty of
procuring a clerk in most of the Parishes, 'the consequence of which is, that
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most.of the municipalhites, I mean their proceedings, are almost a nullity, for
want of form, and that for want f a qualified clerk. Accordingto our
opinion, foinded on expérience, a County Concil, composed of Councillors
froma each Parish, is more advantageons; it is easier to obtain justice froun such
a body, and, a better administration of affairs in general.

4th. With respect to the plan of assessi ent, the present method is sufficiently
correct.

5th. Our Municipality has worked, but we have levied no taxes.

6th. We have levied no taxes : 1st. To spare the inhabitants an expense which
might be oppressivé to them. 2nd. A rigorous proceeeding might' have pro-
bably driven the people into open resistance, as has been the case in other
places. ,We have proceeded as we did under the former statute, in respect of
the expenses, the Clerk being paid by those persons who required his services,
and ourselves making sacrifices.

7th. The term "Statute Labor " signifies a day's work or more contribüted by
each inhabitant to bridges or by-roads, on the requisition of the sous-voyers
and inpectors.

8th. The plan of keeping in-order the by-roads, bridges, &c., has, been the same
as before the pässing of the Act in question, by statute labor, that is to say,
each inhabitant attends on a certain day, with his tools and implements, for
the purpose of working on the road or bridoe,"&c., urider the direction of the
sous-voer.c

Léon Thibodeau, of Stanfold.

Xst. The Municipal Law in its present formi is too burthensome and too complicated
for country people, and is far from giving satisfaction. In saying that it is too
burthensome for the people, I prove it by showing that of the double munici-
pality, county and parish, one would be amply sufficient for us to support.

2nd. As to the Superintendent, if the County Council was abolished, the office of
Superintendent ought necessarily to be so too, and the Parish Councils should
be authorized to name their own Superintendents.

3rd. I should say that the County Council is the best, because it works better,
beng managed by persons of superior education. The Parish Council, as now
constituted, is ar instrument of which theinhabitants know nothing, and can
make no use.

As our County is composed of nine Parishes, while the Parish Councils
continue to exist, a good round sum must be levied on the inhabitants to pay
nine clerk. The Parish Council involves a nuch heavier loss of time, the
Councillors being obliged to meet twelve times in the year.

Louis Guillet, Mayor of. Batiscan, Warden of the,Çounty of C amplain.
1st. The Act does not work satisfactorily in the County of Champlain ; it is too

complicated, embraces too many forms, and is not generally *iked. -The
County Municipalities should be ábolished, with the office: of Superintendent,
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and each local municipality should be authorized to elect an officer in his place
The formalities of the seal, of notices, reports of Inspectors and sOuS- oyers
&c., should also be struck out of the Act.

2n1d. My opinion is, that the powers of the County Superintendent are sufficiently
extensive, but that in places where the local Municipalities resist taxation, he
cannot be remunerated, and that in such cases his appointment is a useless
one, except for the purpose of opening new roads. I found my opinion on the
failure of the Act to fulfil the intention of the Legisiature in its working.

3rd. My opinion is that the County Municipalities should be abolished, and that
each Parish should be constituted a Municipality, with the privilege of electing
an officer to represent the County Superintendent, if it is thought expedient;
otherwise, that the County Municipalities should be re-established, according
to the provisions of the 10ith and 11th Vie., cap. 7, without any local Munici-
pality.

5th. Real property only, except traders, mechanies, and professional men.

5th. The Parish Municipality of which I am Mayor, and that of the County of
Champlain, of which I am Warden, have worked only as far as was requisite
to satisfy the requirements of the law, and to save the public from suffering
inconvenience. They have as yet raised no money by taxation.

6th. There bas been no assessment, because the inhabitants detest the system. No
expense has hitherto been incurred, and in most of the Parishes the assessors
have acted and the assessment rolls have been completed gratuitously.

7th. By the term " Statute Labor " I understand manual labor performed on publie
work ordered by the municipal authorities.

Sth. The mode of keeping the by-roads and main roads in order has not been
changed since the passing of the Act in question. They are repaired in the
sane way as formerly.

Ant. Juch. Duchesnay, Warden of the County of Portneuf.
ist. I am of opinion that the Act was passed prematurely, that it is not suitable for

Lower Canada, or at least for the district of Quebee and the districts below,
In the district in which 1 reside it works only partially and imperfectly, and 1
have reason to believe that it has had the same fate in the other Parishes of the
County of Portneuf.

The principal changes required to be made in it are, in my opinion, the.
substitution of County for Parish Councils, the expenses attendant on their
perfect working being less than those involved by several Councils in one
County, and a County Council being amply sufficient for all the present wants
of the country parts.

In the adoption of any municipal law, I think, and this remark I make
with all proper deference, that it is expedient to avoid all· that might involve
the necessity of imposing taxes, while stili granting to the County Councils the
authority to impose them, if in their municipal proceedings they should think
fit to levy them.
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The agricultural class, already iabouring undergreat disadvantages in the
district to which I allude, through the Iength and severity of the winters of
Canada and the frequent failure of the crops, can exist oniy hy the exertion-of
constant labor and rigid economy. That class ought, therefore, I think to
be treated with some considèration in respect'of the imposition of taxes.

21id. An, officer is required, in my humble opinion, to, fulfil the dlities, or, a part of
the duties, now beloniging to the office of County Superintendent, Nwhether he'

e called Superintendent or by abny oter name. As to entering into details
of the functions and powers to he assigned to that oficer, the subjet requires
somewhat more' consideration than can rgive to it, in the time allowed for
answering the questions of the Coommittee.

itSee my answenr to the first qucstion.

4th. it appears to Me that it would be better, as 1 have had the honor'to eark
before, to r befer to the severa o County Seorncils, the adoption of ah measures on
this subjeet.

b5th. The Muicipalnty of the place where reside bas been in partialoperatiols
since the passing of the Municipal and Road Act of 8c5. No annual revenue
bas been raised y assessment under its provisions ; and I have reasonto believe
that this is also the case in the other Parishes of m te County of Portuf

th. The reason why there ias been no assessmentn.n the unicipality in whieh I
re4 ide, and in the other Parishes in the Conty of Portneuf, is, to the best of
my knowledgre, the unalCnous opposition of ail lle inhabitants n ny syster

thi subject.at gý-iuiots n

of taxation. Where reside the Secretary-Te asuree in partilyean
the few Municipal expenses which are unavoidabe, have been dfrayed volun-
tarily by a me .ber of the Cotncil. As to the Municipalexpenses of the other
Parishes in the County of Portneuf,, I cannot telt exactly how they are paid,
butý I believe resource is had ýto voiuntary contributions,. which, are obtained
with great (liffiCUlty.

myh. This part of the Municipal Act bas iot been put in execution this locality.
o cannot state very precisely the meaning given to theterm Statute Lanbor."

Sth. Ilcan give no information concerning the metho of keeping Up the main and
by-roads in the other Parishes of the County f Portneue, but tl this Parish
cvery propriet ru aintains the road in front of bis landt r ibst observe to the
Comniittee that we have had trouble ou this subjet, in determining the repar-
tition ofsuch worksmanning the varmous proprietors of one land some cainind
to be assessed in proportion to the area of the land, others according to their
share of the front, while others again insist that ail the shares should be equal,
without any regard to the respective dimensions of the lands.

As to the by-roads, they have been kept in order in various ways. In
winter they have occasionally been given out by the job, die parties interested
paying in proportion their frontage ; even in such cases, some would rather
have done the work than paid in money. In sumrmer, they repair them them-
selves, each generally according to his frontage. I think there are no exceptions
to this custom in this Parish.

As to the repartition of road work in general, the present law appears to
me to be of very doubtful meaiing.
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André B. Gauvreau, .Mayor of Ste. Luce.

lst. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 bas been in operation in ibis Municipal-'
ity, but not in a satisfactory manier. The Act is so complicated and difficult
to interpret, that it is almost impossible to cause it to operate. in my humble
opinion, the best thing to be done, would be to repeal it, and bring the former
County Municijalities Act into force.

2nd. I am of opinion that the office of County Stperintendent'should be abolished.
This Officer is vested by law with too great powers,'and is a burthen to each
Municipality, inasnuich as the powers which ihe law permils him' to exercise
are viewed in an unfavorable light. le might be replaced by a dépuly grand-
voyer or a Road Commissioner, as heretofore, which answered the purpose
well.

3rd. The general opinion here is, that Local Mtunieiipalities are a source of trouble,
and demoralise the people. The want of capacity on the part of the persons
whose business it is to put the law into operation; the powers of taxation con-
ferred upon the Municipalities in the times of searcity of money are partly the
cause of the trouble which exist in several Municipalities.

4th. As regards taxation, I am of opinion that it should be suppressed in ail cases,
and that, with only one County Council, the interested parties should as form-
erly make the necessary disbursenents for the measures they intend to cai-ry in
the Courity Municipalities.

5ti. The Local 'Muicipality of Ste. Luce lias been in operatión for' the rads only,
but no taxation has been levied.

6th. No assessment has been levied in this Municipality, because money is very
scarce. If any taxes had been levied, t am convinéed that serious trouble
would hàve resulted here therefrom, as in other Municipalities in *hich'taxes
were attermpted to be levied. The expenses incurred for the proeeedings of
the Municipality have been paid by a' subscription made anongst the
Councillors.

7th. We understand by the term "Statute Labor," any work perforned by the
inhabitants together, without any division of shares.

8th. The by-roads here are kept in repair by apportionnient, each inhabitant havi Z
a share of the by-road proportioned to the extent of the front of their land,,
With regard to the main roads, each inhabitant keeps the road' i front of his
iand in repair, as previons to the passing of the Mtinicipal and Road Act of
1855.

i1eti .Ylrin Mayoir of&S. Joseph1 .

lst I am of opinion that the Municipal Act s advantageous, and that it operates in
a satisfactory manner in our locality The Act, however' should be clearer
more explicit, and less expensive in cárryin-g it into effect.

2nd. As to the office of Superintendent, 1 arn of opinion thai ail bis povérs ar,å
duties should be annulled, anl that a Superintendent should be appointed by;
the Council. Hiis fees should be fixed upoIn, and be àiadè paàyble by the
parties interested, who require his servieS. fHe should orily act when petition
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are p.resented to the Council, and not to the Superintendent, praying for new
procès-verbaux, and, be requiredi to visit the premises, for the opening, the
change, or widening of all roads, or any repairs. which niigh't be required.

3rd. County Municipalities would be preferable to Parish Municipalities for the
present, as there. are stili several Parishes in whih the law doesflot operate,
and that these M'niipalities have no power to do anything.

4th. Personal and moveable property should be exempted from taxation. It can
only be useftul in cities and villages. Taxation upon real property is preferable
in the Parishes.

5th. Our Municipality has worked well since the passing of the Municipal and Road
Act of 1855. They have, however, levied no tax ini virtue of this Act. The
expenses of the Mu'nicipality have been paid out of the revenue arising from
entries of petitions, and fines, and voluntary subscription,,because taxation is
not liked.

6th. The-manner of keeping the by-roads in repair is by giving then out by shares.
The front, roads are kept in repair by each proprietor.,

Municipalityof St. Simon, County of Bagot.

Ist. The Act has iiever operated in a satisfactory manner, as public opinion in this
locality of St. Simon is opposed to it.

2nd. The opinion of the Council is that the office of Road Superintendert is a use-
less expense of the public money,; that this office might easily be replaced by
a Deputy grand-voyer to be chosen and appointed by the Council, who should
fix his salary and pay him. This change would be niore satistàctory and
advantageous.

3rd. A County Council is preferable to a Parish Council as the business might be
done with the same powers and would involve far less expenditure.

4th. The opinion of the Council is that all assesssmenat should be made, not upon
the value, but upon the length of the front of immoveable property.

5th. It has operated partly since the passing of this Act and the sums levied were
in 185& £37, 17s. Od., and'in 1857, £26 3s. 3d.

7th. " Statute Labor" is unknown in our locality.

8th. The rîost agreçabjesystem would be to follow that in use in 179R6,

B!ejamin Ouimet, Mayor of St. Ephrem d' Upton.
Ist. The Act is favourable and has operated in a most satisfactory ma nner in my

locality.

2nd. The office of County Suprintendent is perfectly useless,

3rd. According to the present Act this office involves toc mu expense. Whe
he is called upon to at as Superintendent fo the most -art, no wi'thstand ing

A17-
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the best will in the world, he cannot do justice to the persons who employ him
on account of his ignorance of the premises in which he is calted upon to
act; bis powers are far too extended.

I would tierefore suggest that the office of Superintendent shouli devolve
upon the Secretary of each Local Municipalityor'other oflicer appointed by the
Local Council, that this Superintendent ought to be under the control of the
Local Council, who would give him whatever instructions they see fit as well
as the superintendence over the Itspectors and sous-voyers fotr the perform-
ance of whose duties he should be held responsible.

We must earnestly desire to maintain Parish Councils. but consider that
County Councils are a perfect nullity.

Their expenses, which are considerable, are superfluous; such is my
opinion, that of my co frères, and that of the whole Parish.

In case of business relating to several Parishes, delegates appointed by the
Municipalities interested would be more certain to render justice to the parties
than can be possibly done by strangers and persons who are not in any way
cognizarit of the real wants of the persons claiming their services.

I can give forcible examples of the opinion which I have just pronounced.

That the decisions of the delegates should, in cases of contestation, be
subnitted, in the last instance, to the Circuit Court of the County.

4th. I am of opinion that there are no changes required in that section of the pre-
sent Act.

5th. Our Municipality bas operated since the passing of the present Act, and the
anount levied the first year was £184 5s., apportioned out as follows:

Repairs to by-roads....................£ 48 0 0
Construction of bridges.................. 93 15 0
Secretary-Treasurer, office, rent.......... .27 10 0
County Council......................... 10 0 0
County Superiniendent................... . 5 0 0

£184 5 O

In addition to the sum mentioned as having been paid to the Superin-
tendent (who resided in my Parish), the persons who employed him, paid
him besides.

The amount levied for the second year has been £38 15s., apportioned
as follows:

Secretary-Treasurer, office and rent........ £18 0 0
Keeping in repair of the by-roads....... ... 7 8 9

£25 8 9

The balance of the sum levied is in hand.

6th. Answered by the preceding answer.

7th. We have not used in my locality " Statute Labor." However, my opinion
is that statute labor should only be required of persons not held to pay the
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Mnnicipality in any other manner, and that it should be agreed' upon "That
all persons eighlteen years of age who have resided in the .Parish for at least
fifteen days previous to the order for statute labor, should be held and
obliged to perform two days statute labor at most during the year, unless the
person so called upon do produce a certificate shewing tþat he has performed
during the year his share of statute labor.in some other Parish or Township.

8th. The front roads are made and kept in repair by the proprietors of the lands
over which the road passes, according to the width of the land over which
the road passes.

Each concession or range 'makes its own by-road, and the keeping of it
in repair is left to the Municipality, who give it out by contract twice every year,
and the,payment thereof is levied upon the properties rateable according to
their valuation.

The sane way for bridges which are declared to be public on the front
road.

Municipality of the Parish of St. Jean Baptiste.
Resolved.-That it would be more advantageous to abolish County Councils, and

merely retain Parish Councils, by maliing o the Act the atnendnents neces-
sary to make itclearer and more suited to the persons whose duty it is to
carry it into effect.

Resôlved.-That we do immediately ask for the repeal of the office of County
Supei-intendent, and the granting of his powers to the Local Council.

Leandre Noiseux. Major of St. Jean Baptiste.
lst, The Act in question, as at present drawn up, does not operate in a satis-

factory manner in my localiiy. I is not efficacious, on account of the con-
tradictions in several of its sections. In my opinion this law should, in
order Io insure to the inhabitants the advantages of a good municipal system,
be niodified so as to abolish County Municipalities, because the County
Council in my Municipality does not work.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished.

3rd. The present municipal organization does not meet the wants of the inhabi-
tants of Lower Canada. It requires alteration ; County Councils should be
abolished and merely Parish CouilcIs be left. The office of County Super-
intendent should also be abolished. The Municipal Act should be modified
in al its clauses which are obscure or contradictory, so as to enable it to be
easily put into practice by the inhabitants.

4th. My opinion is that personal and moveable property in the country should be
exempted.from taxation.

5th. The Municipality in my locality bas been in operation since the passing of
the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, but have as yet levied no taxatio in
virtue of this Act.
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6th. The Municipality have not paid as yet.

7th. I understand by " Statute Labor' the laborof an individual upon the roads
at the requisition of the sous-voyer.

8th. The by-roads in my locality, and the front roads, have been kepî iu repair
as before the passing of the Act, by the old procès-verbaux.

M.: Lemonde, N. P.,.of St. Jan Baptiste.

lst. The Act in question, as at present constituted, does not work in a satisfac-
tory manner in ny locality. It is not efficient on account of the contradic-
tions in several of its clauses, being too complicated to be able to be put
into operation, as it is at. present. In ny. opinion this law should, in order
to insure to the inhabitants the advantages of a good Municipal system, be
nodified in such a manner as to abolish County Municipalties, which I look

upon as useless, as their judgments are not final, and can be cancelled by a
judgment in a court of revision. This Council alone, in my opinion, entails
more expense to the ratepayers than the Local Councils, without conferring
any advantage on the inhabitants of the different Counties.

2nd, The office of County Superintendent should be abolished, and in that case
the powers granted.to the Local Parish Councils should be made general,
and the forms and proceedings simplified, by abolishing the necessity of
making procès-verbaux for the repair and opening of roads and publie
thoroughfares, and giving to the Municipalities the power, to determine, by
their enactments and by laws, all matters having reference to local improve-
ments, or that the Secretary-Treasurer of each local Municipality should be
the Superintendent of roads and bridges in the said Municipality.

Ist. That when-works, relate to two Municipalities, these works shall
be decided or changed upon thedecision of the three Mayors of the Councils
nearest to the said work, and not'interestedtherein, with power by law to
compel them to act, under pain of fine.

2nd.. That by the obligation of leaving the procès-verbaux, plans,
specifications, &c., of each Local Council to the Secretary-Treasurer of the
County Council, the road officers of each Local Municipality find themselves
without procès-verbaux to cause the roads and bridges to be repaired, which,
in my opinion, is absurd. This is the position in which the officers find
themselves: The Superintendent is obliged to take copies of all the procès-
verbaux, plans, specifications, &c., of the Secretary-Treasurer of the County
Council, and pay for them. Who ought to pay for all this useless expense ?
Is. it the inhabitants ; ratepayers who have already paid once for these
papers ? This is hurtful, disadvantageous and harassing, and even for that
reason alone calls for a change in the law.

3rd. The present Municipal organization does not suit the inhabitants of Lower
Canada. It requires reform: as I have already stated above. Abolition of
the County Councils and retaining only the Parish Councils; abolition of the
office of County Superintendent, and modification of the Municipal law jn
all parts of it which are obscure and contradictory, in order to be more
easily put into operation by the inhabitants.
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4th. My opinion would be to exempt personal 'and moveable properly in the
country from taxation, and only tax inmoveable property ; further to allow
by the law the inhabitants ratepayers in each Local Municipalitythe power
to contribute voluniarily, within a tiie prescribed and fixed upon by law, to
pay the expenses incurred by the Counil, the, amount of suclh voluntary
contribution to take the, place in the year for which it has been made. This
might easily be put inio practice as soon as County Councils are abolished,
because each Local Council would rnerely have to provide for its owü
wants. n cases in which such contribution has not taken place, the
Council night levy a tax, as provided by this Act. By this means we would
necessarily have uniformity in each County, which up to now is almost
impossible.

5th. The Municipality in my locality has been in operation since the passing of
the Municipal and Road Act of 1855. It has levied nothing as yet in
accordance with the provisions of the said Act.

6th. The Municipality have not paid as yet, but intend to do so.

7th. I understand by "Statute Labor" the number of days which a man is
obliged to work during the year upon the roads, at the requisition of the
sous-voyer, and we understand by that term the works to be done thereupon.

8th. The by-roads in my locality are kept in repair acéording to the old procèsi
verbaux, under the superintendence of the Inspectors and sous-voyers, as
heretofore, previous to the Municipal and Road Act of 1855. The two visits
which the County Superiniendent pays to the roads each year, in my
opinion, do not improve the keeping in repair of the roads, unless it be to
charge my localit y with useless expense, to pay for his visits. It is for this
reason that I say that the office of Superintendent-should be abolisied.

F. X. Béïque, of St. Jean Baptiste.
1st. I am of opinion that if the Municipal Act were amended so as to be made

intelligible to those persons whose duty it is to cause i to operate, it would
be of great advantage.

2nd and 3rd. I should suggest to repeal County Municipalities and the office of
Superintendent, and only to preserve ithe Parish Municipalities, to whon should
be granted the saie powers as they have at present, together with those of the
Superintendent.

4tb. My opinion would be only to incudà immoveabl ProPérty in the assessment,

5th. Our parish Municipality bas. operated, but that of the County has not been in
operatiofi during one half of the time.

6th. Theré häià bëén no money leyvied by' taxation. Thehisalâtiôr rolls are ¢not
unifoim in certain Parishes in this County. Insone tradës and professions
were ässéd and ii othërs they weie not. Thi&r tre åso parishes in which

roll have not yet beti corripéted.

7th and 8th. There has been no change in the manner of keeping the by-roads and
roads in repair since the ssing of thsl At.

A1857lS
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P. Bertrand, Münicipality of Si. Mathias.
1 st. The Municipal Act of 1855 'does flot w'ork here in a satisfactory manner, be-

cau-se the Act is too complicated and not sufflciently intelligible.

2nd. -The office of County Superintendent should be ,iboGlished ; In spectors and
soits-voyers are enough to cause the roads>, bridges, &c., to 1bd kept in repair.

3rd. A 1>arish Council would be preferable, because Local Councils linow the
wants of' their parishes. Çounty Counicils should be abolished.

4th. To obtain an uniformn mode of taxation, personal and moveable property
should he exempt and only immoveable l)ropeI'ty týaxed.

5th. The Municipality in our locality bas operated in an unsatisfactory manner,
and hias defrayed its expenses by a'tax upon fei'rymen, taverti-keepers, propri-
etors of stallions, and by anl apport ion ment.

6th. Ta-xation lias been established Liere, but the proprietors have scarcely paid any
thing unless it be for repaîrs of bridges, and the Secretary-Treasurer.

7th. Statute labor is not required here ; if it were required itwould only be for
tl]e repairing of a few bridges. There is no0 work here to be done by statute
labor.

Sth. Tie front roads as welI as the side roads are kept in repair by the proprietors.
The by-roads are divided oui into shares according to the rate of their valua-,
lion.

SUGGE STIONS.

The repealing of the Act of 1855, to be replaced by a newv Municipal
Act not so volurninous and casier to interpret.

That Local Co'uncils should have the right to make ail the bv-laws
necessary to cause tbem to work in a proper maniner, either to changre a road,
bridge, &c.

Wherî any of'the couneillors of a Local 'Council are directly interested
in the passig of a by-law, &c., su'ch Council should have the'right; to'requiro
the assistance of other councillors from a neighbouring, parish ini order to pasi
the'said by-law.

Mr. Goddu.
lst. The Municipal Act woffld corne to work if a qualification of capacity rather

than a qualification ln money were requirod from the councillors.

20d. MWy opinion is, that County Councils with the Superiintendent. ýare rathierý an
impedirnent' to' the good lworking out of the law thati an improvement, on
accoutit of the expenses which a County Countcil involves, and that out -of

Sseven Mayors assernbled together, there is only the Hayor of the locality
concerned in the -matier wvhichhe submnits ýto the Council who k(nows theý
wants of bis locality, and thusithe remaining, Mayors often -sanction the by-law
out of courtesy and withont bé,ing aclquaitited withi the facts'of the case.

4th. My opinion is, that the taxes imposed on property shonld only be val ued ueon,
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the land itself and not.upon the buildings and improvements made upon the
said land hecause in that case if, my neighbour be indolent or a man without
industry I have to pay for him.

5th. The Municipal Council was established in 1855, and has levied an annual tax
of twenty-eight pounds currency.

7th. The days of statute labour were very badly enployed.

8th. The roads, by-roads, and bridges have been kept in repair as before all Mun-
icipal Laws.

H. P. Paré, Sec.-Tres. of the Municipality of the C>unty of Richelieu.
Ist. The Act is too complicated and tgo burthensome in its details to be able

to be made useful and to work wigt advantage and usefulness. It should
be simplified in order to render'it clearer and more intelligible. I am of
opinion that all public notices and by-laws should only be stuck up at the
church doors in the Municipalities, and that the Governor should allow the
publication of these notices and by-laws in French only, or in English only, or
in both the French and English languages according to the request to bè
made.

2nd. I am of opinion that the office of Superintendent can assist in the good work-
ing of the Municipal institutions. Nevertheless, his powers relative to procès-
vei baux should be diminished in such a manner as to allow the councils to
homologate or discharge these procès-verbaux.

3rd. The present organisation into Parish and County Municip9lities is proper
and calculated to accustom the population in the country to conduct their own,
business.

4th. It is right to include personal and moveable property in the assessment. T ain
of opinion that the County Council should appoint three valuators to make the
valuation in the whole Couniy. This would be the means of obtaining amore
uniform and correct valuation.,

The Municipality in our County has been in operation since the -passing
cf the Municipal and Road Act of 1855,and has levied during last year a sum
of one hundred pounds currency paid by the different Municipalities of the
County, each according to their quota, from four pounds eighteen shillings and
eight-pence half-penùy currency to twenty-two pounds eight shillings and
eight pence three farthings, according to the amount of their taxation.

The differert Local Municipalities of the County of Richelieu have not
put into eeètioithat part of the Act.which relates. to " Statute Labor."

The rmhnner of keeping the by-roads in repair is by selling them to the
lowest and last bidder ; but this is only done in winter. In sumner the
proprietors keepthem in repair, either in common, or by eachperson doing
their own share. The roads are kept in repair by the owners of thelands
bordering thereon.
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0. A. Clement, Secretary-Treasurer of the Mllunicipality of the County of
Charlevoix.

lst. I am of opinion that the Act in question ought to be amended.. It worked in
a satisfactory manner in our County for nearly a year, commencing from the
rnonth of July, 1855, to the month'of June, 1856. About the latter time, as
riots took place in several Parishes of this County on account of the Munici-
pal law, the putting into force of the law, as well wi;h relation to Local
Councils as to County Councils, was suspended.

2nd. I am of opinion that every merchant a should be held to pay an annual
license, the amount of which should be determined each year by the County
Coincil, to form a fund for each M1unicipality. This would render general
taxation unnecessary, without, however, abolishing the right of taxation
when necessý1ry, when the amount of the licenses was not sufficient to cover
the municipal expenses ; in this case, however, the stock of each merchant
should be exenpted from the general taxation, as he has to pay a license.

3rd. I think that the office of County Superintendent is a fit one ; his powers are
of a nature to pronote the working of the" Municipal institutions in an
advantageous manner. However, in order to obtain all the benefits we
require, the Superintendent should be appointed by His Excellency the
Governor General, and paid by the Government; then, that the Superin-
tendent appoint a deputy in each Parish or Township, to be paid by him, and
whose salary should be regulated in the Municipal Act, and each deputy
slIould obey the orders of the County Superintendent. I found my opinion
on the following reasons :-Being appointed by the Council choice is often
made of a person not qualified to discharge the duties of the office ; and
further, the fact of his being paid by whoever claims his services, causes every
one. o neglect to claim then so as to prevent expense. It would be far other-
wise were he paid by Governrnentl. He would be more exact in performing
his duties, and in case of negligence, others who take an interest in the
public welfare, wvould cause him to perform them. The presence of a deputy.
in each Parish would be sufficient for the present purposes. I an of opinion
that the County Superintendent ought to be a person chosen from the County.

Srd. I am of opinion that the present Municipal organization into County and
Parish Municipalities is very gc.)od.

4th. My opinion is, to include in the general taxation the amount of capital used
by capitalists, and the remainder as I have mentioned in the first answer.

5th. The Municipality in our locality bas been in operation, as I have mentioned
above. The Local Courncil have levied no moneys, for the reason mrentioned
in my first answer. The County Council, however, have levied a sum of
£3, being one year's rent of the toli-gate erected on the road des Caps, in this
County; since it has ceased to work, there bas been no sum levied.

6th. The expenses of the Local Councils have not yet been paid.

7th. We understand in our Muaicipality by.- the expression "Statute Labor," a
certain number of days that each proprietor and laborer works in compliance
with the order of a sous-voyer on a public road or public bridge.

8th. The manner of keeping the by-roads in repair during the winter is to give
them outto a Contractor, who is paid by a certain nurber of the inhabitants,
according to the tenor of a procýs-verbal made by the Local Council. In
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summer they are kept in repair by the proprietors of the lands in front of
which these roads pass.

E. Robillard, Mayor of Pointe Claire.
1st. This law, when it is understood, will greatly contribute to accelerate the

march of progress in our localities, by inaparting to the parties whose duty it
is Io make the improvements that are necessary, a degree of activity which,
up to the present uie, -bas been much to be desired.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is absolutely necessary, which unfor-
tunately the Municipalities have great reluctance to admit, so that this offi-
cer no where finds sufficient rermuneration to place him in a position to fulfil
with care and exactitude the nunmerous duties of hisoffice. When the
Superintendent is named, it would' be wise, for the present, to allow each
Municipality to pay him in proportion to the services 1 be performed by
him, according to a tariff to be regulated by them.

Srd. It is unfortunate that the section of the Act which relates to the Municipal
organization into County and Parish Municipalities, lias not been understood.
Meetings of the Mayors of Counties have been held at different intervals, and
have but very rarely produced satisfactory results.

4th. With regard to taxation upon property, it is an insupportable burthen, and
one which cannot but be prejudicial to the professions of no natter what
nature, because they are all unremunerative and barely supply those who
exercise them as a means of subsistence It would be desirable that some
change should be made in the clause which provides for the appointment0f
three valuators in each Municipality. It would be beneficial to the Counties
if a number of valuators, more or less great, according to the extent of the
County, were chosen in the different Municipalities to value the whole
County. As the expenses incurred for the expenses of the Concil are paid
in accordance with the valuation rnade by the valuators, frauds and errors
often ensue which it would be easy to prevent by the change in question.

5th. The working of the Municipal Act in our Municipality since the passing of
the Act bas been so good, that it leaves nothing to be desired.

6th. We have had taxations in our Municipality.

7th. In conformity with the provisions of the Act, we draw the stàtute labor in
money, that is to say, the value of a day's labor which every person who has
no property is obliged to furnish to the Municipality. Hereve imposeipon
all a tax offive shillings, whicfhexempts every one from statute labor.

Sth. We canriot say enough iri 'favor of the Act which ive
power to force each proprietor to macadamize thât portion of the road which
passes ini front ohis property. It has operated, since the puting into force
of the Act, a ompléte change in our roads whichrnowpresent al thesafety
cleanliness and comfort of stieéts in a city.

A. 1857.
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Tous. Daigneau, of Longueui.

1st. The Act is not clearly enough explained to put it into operation with succe>ss,
because it requires particular study before being even able to understand it;
and by the want of power in the Act to force Municipal Councils to carry out
the law eitlier by their own officers or their own by-laws, I think it impossible
for the law to operate properly before a certain length of time.

To render the present or any other law more effective, every Municipal
Council should be held responsible for the executing and keeping in repair of
all the public works in their Municipality, and eveh the works outside of the
limits of the Municipality if they be under their controi, although thOse works
are to be performed and kept in repair by the proprietors or occupants of the
lands in the Municipality, in the same manner as the Council becomes respon.
sible for the works ihey may undertake in virtue of the 51st section of the
Act before cited, as also of ail the acts and negligence of their duties as well
as on the part of their officers towards the inhabitants of the Municipality.

Every Municipal Council should also be liable to be sued for every fault
as well as negligence of their duties and those of their officers, and be liable
to ail the fines and damages infilicted by this Act. Recourse, however,
should be allowed to be had to this Council against any of its officers in de-
fault, and to the latter, against any individual who is bnund to road or any
other labor, the right of Iorcing themn to refund any disbursement they may
have had to make.

To regulate the width of the winter roads in order to have them of an
uniform width, to change the quorum of the County Council in the Cou]nties
in which there are but four parishes, as the law at present requires that there
should bc five Parish Mayors to forrm a quorum, and there are but four who
have a right to sit in appeal at Local Councils.

2nd. I an of opinion that it would be more advantageous to the inhabitants and
less expensive to give this office to a person residing in each Local Municipal-
ity. -Iowever, in certain difficult cases, or in cases of personal interest, it
would be expedient that the County Council should have the power to appoint
a qualificd person to fulfil the office tor that purpose, especially wlen there is
question of the interests of two or more parishes.

3rd. With regard to Local or Parish Municipalities, I am of opinion that the
establishing of them is a great advantage in every respect, instead of County
Municipalities; there are fbw cases w'hich relate to the interests of two parishes,
otherwise the duty may be performed with less expense by employing delegates
only in certain circunstances.

4th. I am of opinion that it is necessary to include personal and moveable property
in the assessment.

5th. The Municipality of the Parish of Longueuil has been in operation and is at
present in operation. They have not as yet levied any taxation.

6th. They are waiting until the County Council proceeds to the taxation so as to
make but one collection.

7th. By Statute Labor I understand the labor of an individual with his tools or his
cart and horse at different works upon any property.
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8th. The old system as yet. However, the system of taxation ought to be pre-
ferable for the by-roads, because it is less expensive.

S. F. McMalon, Mayor of Ste. Rose.
Ist. The Act in question has the incontestable merit of re-uniting in one statute all

the Municipal and Road laws in force before its coming into force It is, how-
ever, rnuch to be regretted that this lavi is so distant, by its phraseology and
general arrangement, from the laws heretofore in force. This has completely
bewildered the former Municipal Councillors, to whoin the style and arrange-
ment of the old law had become fanuliar. Even the nomenclature of the
public reads which weresmst generally used is changed, thus the words by-
roais and main roads (routes et chemina) are there used for the words conces-
sion and side roads (éhemin de base et de montées) which were formeri in
use, and it is otten difficult to distinguish whether the word road is therein to
signify every public road as wel as side roads and concession roads, or merely
concession roads. When the word road is meant to signify every public road,
this epithet should at least be added to it and be called public road. Another
expression which gives rise to several interprelations, is the word concession
(coneession.) In our country-places this word is always used to signify the
concession road. To say that a person is going to the neighbouring concession
(concession) means, generally speaking, that he is going to the concession road
of' that c;>ncession, so that when the present Act states that the by-roads or
side roads (montées) shali be made from a front or old concession, I considej
that it would be clearer to say from the trait carré of such concession, for I
think such is the intention of the law, and then there would be no doubt.

A law made for the people, which is to be put into force and interpreted
by them can never be too simple in its style, too clear in its exipressions and
appellations, nor too exempt frorn complication throughout and in its general
arrangement. Now, every one agrees that this law is wanting in almost ali
these qualities. L am of opinion that it would be better entirely to repeal the
present A t than to make further arnendnients to it. By this means the new
law would have the merit, of which I speak in the first place, of re-uniting al[
the Municipal and Road Laws in one statule. I an of opinion that every time
that the Legislature makes considerable amendments to a law like the present
one, it would be better to repeal it altogether and make a new law in its stead,
and thus many searches, many difficulties, and .ven many errors would be
avoi led. 1 might cite ari erroneous judgment given by a very cnlightened
judge, and who adnitted his error on an analogous occasion, in a question in
which the arniendments to an old law seemed to enact exactly the. contrary to
the law amended, whilst it was not the case.

It is to be hoped that this new law, the fruit of your assiduous labors and
mature and wise deliberations, assisted by experience founded upon the expe-
rience of all the Mayors, will be clearer in its style, less complicated altogether,
and especially less expensive than the one which at present is in force.

I must tell you in the first place, that in our locality we have shewn the
best will in the world to cause it to operate. We have, it is true, often been
in the dark on account ôf not understanding it sufficiently, but have always
put it into operationi whether rilh or wrong. We baáve diminished the ex-
penses as much às plossible; we have also v oided, when we have been able,
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having the notices served in the manner required by law, because, in that case,
we should have been bound in justice to pay the person who had served the
notice and had made returns thereof certified on oath. In our parishes notices
can ahvays be served either by a written notice from the Secretaryor bynotice
given at the Church door, or by a viva voce notice by a Councillor or any
other Municipal officer, and their verbal affirnation should be sufficient evi-
dence of the signification of such notice. The onily.occasion in which it
appears to me that a notice with a return under oath to be filed in the records
of the Council should be necessary, is when it is necessary to notify a debtor
in delàult that if, within a given tirne he does not discharge his debs to the
Municipality, the Council will proceed against him by saisie. I would there-
fore suggest that the Act be amended to that effect.

J would also take the liberty of suggesting the necessity of augnenting
the number of Counity Corneillors, and of providing that besides the Mayor of
each locality the majority of the members of every Local Council should appoint
one arîongst themselves to be also County Councillor. In our County there
are but four local municipalities, and in consequence only four County Council-
lors. Now, as three form a quorum, it follows that the management of the
business of the whole County sometimes falls into the hands of a very small
number.

If the County Superintendents are to be left on the same footing as they
are at present, which I am far from approving of, for reasons I wil explain
hereafier, I am of opinion that the law should limit the maximum of fees of
these officers to so much per day during the time they are employed, and so
muicli per hundred words for every deed drawn up by themn, to be paid by the
Municipality when it is for then that they have worked, or by those of the
petitioners or those of the parties interested w'hom the Concil shall decide
upon, when they shall have acted upon the requisition of private individuals.
I arn also of opinion that Supcrintentients should be deprived of the right of
sitting with the County Delegates. These delegates should siumply Choose- one
of their number to sit as President. If the Superintendent were to sit he would
be in a measure both judge and client. A question imight arise as to the
regularity of bis proceedings, and in case of equal division there is no doubt
that he would be strongly inclined to give his casting vote in his own favor.
hie sanie case is also unavoidable if the question relaies to the regulating of bi

.own fees.

There is a defect in the clause of the Act relating to procès-verbaux. If'
the inhabitants of a locality separated from a neighbouring Counrty by a stream
require a public road on the ]and of this County to be enabled to enter it, they
cannot obtain it according to the present law, because, according to law they
'can only nake application to the Superintendent of their own County, and that
officer has no jurisdiction to act in any other County than his own. This
instance occurred in the Parish of St. Raphaël (Ile-Bizard,) and the Honorable
Memuber for Jacquies Cartier is aware of the circunstance. The inhabitants
Of this Parish which is only separated from the County of Lavai by a narrow
branch of the Ottawa, cannot enter into the County by a public road except
by crossing the same river twice and travelling a distance of about a league
through the Island of Montreal.

I arn of opinion that Councils should have the right of granting licenses
direct ly to persons applying for them without the intermediation of the Revenue
Inspectors, providing always, that Inspectors shall not have the right to grant
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them in cases where any By-law of the Council prevents their so doing, This
mode, in my opinion, would save a great deal of trouble.

In the 9th paragraph of the XLIst sect'on, relating to the description of
public roads, I arm of opinion that it should specify that roads leading to toil
bridges and ferries shtuld also be included. i know a proprietor of a bridge
w'ho wishes to avail himself of this paragraph to iree himsef from the obligation
ofkeeping his road i repair.

Where there are no procès-verbanz or By-laws for the construction and
keeping in repair of the roads, thiis law enacts that they shall be made and kept
in repair by the proprietors in proportion to the size of the front of their lots,
Now, experience shews that this is the most tnjust. systemn possible. There is
often a great irregularity or disproportion in the front of ulhe lands. Of two
lots of the same .superficies, one may have a front of ten arpents, whilst the
other nay have one of only one or two arpents. Even supposing both lands to
equal in superficies and front, one mn ay have an excellent so1, the proprietor
of which is wealthy, and the other may be barren or nearly so and its proprietor
very poor. The most equitable mode without doubt would be that by appor-
tionient as well with respect to money as to labor, &c., based upon the value
of the prop3rty. By this system every person would contribute to the public
.good according to his means, without taking into consideration that it would
save imuch complication and the trouble of making apportionments sometimes
upon the frontof the properties.

The two chapters or sections which have for titles, the one "Powers and
Duties of Road Officers," and the other " Road Works," comprise what is Most
esseritial fo>r the keeping in repair of the roads., Unfortunately they are two
of the nost complicated sections, the Most difficulit to interpret correctly and
to put into practice advantageously. One of the principal objects the Munici-
pal Act skould have in view ought to be the keeping in repair of the roads.
To attain this object a law never can be too clear, too easy to interpret and
especially too free from terras of two meanings and ambiguities, and these are
preciscly some of the points in which the present law is most wanting in every
respect. I mean those relating to visits and Reports of Superintendents, the visits
and Rteports of Inspectors, of sous-voyers, &C. Evenl supposing all these visits
and.all these Reports to be made according to lav (which I do not believe to
take place in ary one locality) matters are not a whit more advanced. There
requires still to be notices given to the parties interested, by the sous-voyers.
Reports are made by the sous-voyers to the Inspectors, as to the obedi-
cnce or disobedience of the parties interested before the parties so
neglectful or disobpdient can be .prosecuted, and it is a very fortu-
nate thing indeed if they are not discharged on account of sonie want of
fornality in the action. The diffrculty which the Road Officers experience in
drawing their actions in form causes them to be afraid to prosecute, and if this
state of things continues we shal before long see the state of our roads sensibly
deteriorated. I would therefore venture to suggest that Superintendents should
for the future be only compelled to visit roads and report upon their state
when they receive orders from the Council so to do; that Inspectors and sous-
voyers be freed from the obligation of making reports, of taking notes, of giving
notices, &c. &c.; but that they be strictly compelled to have the roads kept
in repair according to the By-laws of the Councils and the procès-verbaux.
That for that purpose they should have full power, at all times, and
without previous notice given, to cause parties neglecting so Lu do Lo pay
fines, or else, at their option, to cause the parts of the ronds in bad order
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to be repaired by manual labor, the renuneration for which to be fixed
by law at so much per hour ; that every such money should be recoverable, as
a fine, with costs against the person in defanit, before a Justice of the Peace
in the Municipality, and upon the evidence on oath of thé Road Officer bring-
ing the said action. That in any case in which the keeping in repair of a
public road is giverr out by contract, then the Inspector or sous-voyer, instead
of prosecuting the contractor in defiult, should only have the trouble of fyling
any such account for salary for labor, sworn to before a Justice of the Peae
into the hands of the Secretary-Treasurer Of the Council, who would pay him
as soon as possible, and deduct the armount from the price of the contract.

I am of opinion that nothing can be more just than to allow by law to
Inspectors and sous-vzoyers of roads, in the sanie manner as to inspectors of
ditches and fences, an indemnity ofsixpence per hour for the time they lose
in carrying on any suit for fines or salaries, for manual labor, as well as for the
superintendence of the works of such labor, said indemnity to be payable by
the party or parties in default, and recoverable in the same manner as suits for
fines or salaries, and proved by the oath of the plaintiff.

What induces me to make this suggestion is that there is no public duty
more burthensome than that of Inspector and sous-voyer of roads, These
officers, besides a considerable loss of time, are continually between two fires
of abuse and curses. Abuse and curses from the unfortunate travellers who
happen to break their vehicles or hurt their sides in cahots or ruts; abuse and
curses from the parties in default, whon they are threatening to sue and forcing
to do their duty.

But if on the one hand I am desirous of having officers eneonraged to do
their duty, on the other hand, i would desire also that, in case of their negleet-
ing to acquit themselves of their duty, they should always be liable, for the
future, to be prosecuted by any traveller before a Justice of the Peace, and in,
the most summary manner possible, allowing him, however, recourse against
the party or parties who, by his or their negligence to repair the road, inight
have given rise to such suit.

I am convinced that simple and summary means as I have just shewn
would have more beneficial effects in keepying the public roads in repair than
the complicated rneans prescribed in the clauses in question.

As it is very dificult and even impossible for the valuators to estimate
correctly the animal value of callings, trades, professions, &c., as prescribed
by the 70th section of the Act, and that there are men ia all trades and pro-
fessions who conceal the value of their property from the valuators, I am of
opinion that it would be more just., more simple and more equitable to fix by
law a maximum and minimum tax to be levied on each of these callings, with
power to the Council to exempt from the tax whomsoever they think fit.

The 10th and 11th paragraphs of the 74th section shoüld, in my opinion,
be modified in such a manner that everything therein prescribed might e per-
formed by the local authorities, and not those of the County, except in a case
in which a land to be sold is situated partly in one local Mtinicipality and part-
ly in another. There wouId be less confusion, and everythirg would be done
as well.

Another difficulty, which appears to me to be perfectly useless, is the
obligation which each Couricil is under of proving to the Governor iù CoaLe
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that it is sufficient to publish the By-laws, resolutions, &c. in one language
only. Would it not be more simple and as good to allow each Council the
right of determining that point by a By-law, to be, published in the usual
muanner.

2nd. The office of Coounty Superintendent is necessary when there is question of
opening new roads or making new bridges, in order to examine the parties
thereon, make out tte prodcs-verbauz necessary, and report thereon to every
Council or Board of Delegates under whose jurisdiction he acts. Superinten-
dents nay also be of great use in being sent to the premises where the work is
to be (one, by the Council, or called thereto by the parties interested, on each
occasion there is of changing old roads or bridges, to hear the parties, make
out or alter the procès-verbaux to such effect and report thereon to the Council
or Board of Delegates, as tie case may be. With the exception of this " the
office is very unpopular, and justly so. One of two things ; either the Super-
intendent should only make the number of visits and reports on their state
rcquired by law, that is to say two every year, or he should make a greater
number. In the first place he gives orders to the Inspectors, who probably
nay not at ail or may cause them to be executed in an improper manner with-

ont him knowing it, as he does not return during that season, and the Council
mnust in all cases pay hin for his lost lime, bis reports, expenses for serving
notices upori Inspectors, public.notices, &c., and ail this without there result-
ing therefroni the slightest apparent improvement, so that the people get indig-
nant, andjustly reason against this wanton expense. In the second case le
might very well succeed in having the roads kept in better repair, but then
the Council would have to proportion his expenses to his labors. I know one
Cmnty in whici his fees are fixed at three hundred pounds per annum, a sum
alnost sufficient to defray the expenses of keeping the roads in the County in
repair during the entire seaGon, and in this case the people are stili louder in
their complaimts against this wastef<l extravagance.

I am therefore of opinion t4hat il would be better to confine the powers of
the Superintendent withi the bounds i have mentioned above, and to modify
the law in such a manner as f'urther to encourage Inspectors and sous-voyers to
discharge their duties faithfully, and facilitate as much as possible the meaus of
their doing so.

3rd. I consider the present Municipal organization into County and Parish Muni-
cipalities as the best that can be. It is the one which is the most approved
of hy the great najority of the inhabitants. If Parish Councils had always
been ii existence, we should at present see a greater nuniber of persons
capable of managing the Municipal business. 'he farmers, by being pre-
sent at the sittings of these Councils, [earn to appreciate the use of Municipa4
institutions, and take an interest in the management of their own affairs.
These are the schools in which our worthy farmers learn to take an interest
in affairs with regard to which, for want of practice, they have up to the pre-
sent tinme bren but too apathetie. They will gradually learn the necessity of
improvenents, and the advantage of sometimes naking sabrifices for them.
It would be in vain to make progress and considerable improvements, so
long as the rate-payers do not understand the necessity thereof; it will
not succeed. It is by means of Local Councils, by discussing there the
necessity of thein before every one, that it will be unders!ood. It is by
practice in the management of Municipal aflirs that we corne to understand
that inprovernent in the public roads, by facilitating the carrying of goods and
general tratfie, contribute to the general good and prosperity, and in conse-
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quence to the benefit and prosperity of private individuals, and I an persuaded
that if the old Parish Municipal law had been allowed to remain in force, by
amending it so as to meet the wants of th. country, we should at the present
day see more progress than there is. The .inhabitants of each Parish are
better aware of the wants of their ,ocality than strangers. It is therefore
better that they should have them settled by nembers of their own body than
by strangers, who very often understand nothing about them, as may happen
in a County Council, because there each locality is only represented by a
small minorily. In the old County Councils L have frequently seen the busi-
ness of ihe Parish settled in a totally different manner from vhat the Coun-
ci lors of this Parish would have wished for. Very oftin indeed hie great
majority of the Couneillors voted in the most sincere imanner u)on questions
which it was impossible for them to appreciate rightly, as they did not know
ihe locality interested, so that they could commit, and did sometimes com-
mit, with the best intention in theworld to do the 'contrary, very great
injustices. Now a like anomaly can never occur in Local Conncils. ,It is
true that the Parishes in a County rcquired a ittle lesser sum of nioney to
defray in common the expenses of one Council than each to pay the expenses
of their own. However, this slight surplus of experise is, in ny opinion, well
compensated for by the advantages I have enumerated above, without taking
into eoiisideration ihat the taxes upon trades, commerce, professions, &c.,
are, in my opinion, more than amply suffi-ient to defray the surplus expense.
Besides, it frequently happened that, as the fond was a common one, several lo-
calities used to contri bute more than they do at present for the defraying of their
expenses, and that to pay the cosi of law suits brought on for affairs concern-
ing ot her localities.. 'ihus the Munici pal Council of the County of Terre bonne
at the present lime lias presented our County Council with an account for £126,
as being our quota <f the debt of lhe old Municipality, whilst the Parishes in
our County have always furnished a great deal more than their quota to pay
the current expenses of the old Council. The debt in quustion arises from
Ihe cost of law suits which did not in any way concern our localities.

I am therefore of opinion that the abolition of Parish Councils would be
rendering a very poor service to the country.

Let the defects of the present law be renedied, let the carrying out of it
be remedied and facilitated, let it be rendered less expensive, and everything
will work well.

In order to render it less expensive, I would suggest Ihat the fes of
Secretary-Treasurers should be fixed at so much per cent. upon the monies
to be levied, as was the custonm with School Commissioners; Jet the number
of sessions be limited, and let the powers and privileges of County Councils
be restricted within the most limited bounds possible. I do not see the
necessity of the action of these Councils, except in business concerning
several local Municipalties, and in cases of appeal against ihe proceedings of a
Local Couneil; and I would observe that in a decision from any such appeal,
ihe Councillor or Couneillors of the locality whence the appeal comes,
should be incompelent to vote, because to be an impartial judge a person
must not have expressed an opinion beforehand on the aflàir in dispute, and
that they would be expected to have donc so. . Let he County Council levy
the expenses incurred by every appeal frorn the appellants, if the ty-lav of
the Local Council be confirmed, and only from the locality in which the
arpeal arises, in case the said by-law be reversed, and the expenses foi
affairs conceruing several localities, merely from the localities interested
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Let the maximum rate of fees of Secretary-Treasurers of County Councils be
established by law at so much per session and so much perhundred words
written by them for all matters therein alluded to.

If I manifest such a desire that the salaries should be regulated bylaw
as much as possible, it is because I am aware that there is a great deal of
abuse carried on in this respect, and a great deal of discontent prevailing.
By modifying the law as I suggest, County Councils would entail but little
expenditure'; even that of the Local Councils would be less, and everything,
I am certain, would be benefitted thereby.

4th. As, generally, in the country, there are generally the poor class of people
who are not landed proprietors, I should be averse to taxing them ; it would
suffice to tax trades, &C. Up to the present time, we have been unable to
ascertain any uniforn mode of apportioning an equitable taxation through-
out the County, and this, because the valuators of the different localiiies do
not equally well perforrn their duties. One Parish may be assessed ar about
its true value, whilst the neighbouring one, the land of which is as good and
and as large in extent, may be so at much under its value. Thence it
follows, that the one pays its legitimate quota, and the other less. - The
means which appears to me the best to eut short such injustice would be
that the County ouncillors be authorised, without reference to local valua-
lions, to fix a mean value per acre of the lands in each locality. In that

case, knowing the number of arpents contain d in each and evcry locality,
and thus the average general value of the whole County, they might order
each locality to contribute to the apportionnent of the County, each in pro-
portion to as value compared with the general value. I am of opinion that
by this systern neither localities nor private individuals would suffer any
injustice.

5th. About £120, as well for the expenses of the Coûncils as to keep the roads
in repair.

7th. The idea of Statute Labor is well enough in theory but cannot be put into
practice, except when the majority of the partie, interested call for it. I
.think that it should only be made binding under this circumstance.

îth. The'front roads are kept in repair by the proprietors of the lands thereone
according to the manner prescribed by the by-law of the Council. The
keeping in repair of the concession roads for the winteris given out by con-
tract. According to a by-law of the old Couniy Council which we have
kept in force, when the majority of the persons whose duty it is to keep the
side or concession roads in repair prefer to do so themselves, in summer,
they are apportioned ont into shares, and each proprietor to keep the share of
road and fencing opportioned to him according to the value of his property,
in repair. These apportionments are read out at the Church door and then
deposited for the space of eight days with the Inspector of the District,
whose duty it is to give communication thereof, during this time, to all par-
ties interested ; and upon the requisitioti of three parties interested to appear
before a Justice of the Peace to cause them to be homologated, in default of
which they are homologated ips, facto, and remain in force as long as the
majority of the parties do not ask for a new one. I amr of opinion that it
would be desirable that the law should grant any person who should irrprove
n a marked manner his shares of the road< and fences, the right of pre-

serving every such share so ixproved as long as he kept it in good repair,
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notwithstanding any new apportionment. Ttis would be a good m11ede of
encouraging improverents.

In conclusion, I recommend moreover, that full authority should be
granted to the road officers to employ day labor in repairing the paris which
are ill kept, without being bound to give previous notice Io parues in default.
People would soon be zealous in their duty, and even satisfied, for it is with
this as with other duties. persons are pleased when they have got tairqugh it.

Benjamin Trudeau, Ayor, and P. A. Lassale, of St. Michel d"Yamcsska.

Ist. The Act works pretty well in this parish. I propose that the regular meeting
of the Council should be quarterly. This would be sufficient for the ordinary
affairs of a Municipality, and a special meeting rnigot be convoked, if any
iirgent affair should require it. -I think it is expedient that ai public bridges
and by-roads in a Municipalitv should be made and maintained altogether by
means of a general assessment of the whole parish, ancd be made obiigatory
by law.

2»d. I arn of opinion that the office of Superintendent should be abolished,' I
think that the ordinary road officers are sufficient to superinitend the repairs of
the roads, and that the opening or changing of roads, by-roads and bridges,
might be provided for by the appointment of an inhabitant of the parish or a
member of the committee to visit the place and report to the Council if
necessary.

3rd. I think that County Municipalities are of no use and involve great expense.
and that Parish Municipalities alone would meet the wants of the country.

4th. I am of opinion that moveable property should be exempt from taxation. i
offer no nlan for the establishment of a uniform system of assessment in each
County, as I am opposed to the system of County Councils.

5th. The Act bas heen working in this 1 arish since it was passed. The Couneil
ha in the two years ending on Ist July next, by general assessment, raised
£50 to pay the secretary and the assessors, and tbe surmi of £125 hy various
special assessments for the maintenance and opening of by-roads in the Mun-
icipality.

71h. S attue Labor has never been exacted in this Municipality since the passing
of the Act.

8th. The by-roads have been given out by contract to the lowest tender, and the
price paid by an assessment on the persons bound to performn labor thereon.
Every proprietor has kept in order the road on his front.

Joseph Caron, of St. Denis, C'ounty of Kawouraska.

Ist. It works very il], and has already caused serious disorders irn rural localities.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is nearly seless for the successful working of
the Municipal law. The office rnight he as well and more economically filled
by the inspectors of the places where his services night be required.
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31d. The County Council organized as heretofore would wQrk much better than all
the Parish Courncils together with the present Coupty Council; giving to the
County Council authority to fix a tariff for ail petitions, pppositions, hornolo
gations of procèsrverbaux, and documents without distinction, to enable them
to pay the Secretary-Treasurer employed by the Council ; if the Council should
consider it more economical to combine the two offices of secretary-treasurer
and deputy grand-voyer, granting him a certain vearlv sum as a salary for the
double duty. 'The inspectors would not be required to concern themselves
about prnjected roads, and I shquld prepare to render the law less hurthen-
some, by converting the proceeds of tavern and traders' licenses into a
council fund. By this means direct taxation, which is always displeasing
to the people, would be got rid oF.

5th. The sum of £25 has been raised yearly by this Municipality in virtue of the
Municipal Act.6thý~vitu ofe theipjt a md

6th. The Municipality had made an assessment to the above amnnt,

7th. No Istatute labor" has yet been required. We understapd generally by that
term, al work required in aid of a person who, in the opinion of a road officer
has more than his due share of work to perform on a main or by-road, through
some peculiarity in the nature of his holding. It also includes in my opinion
ail work done in common, or capitation, whether for a road or a bridge.

Sth. The roads have been kept in order, as heretofore, by the owners of lands
abutting thereon, and the by-roads by those who are supposed to need the
use of them, and we are of opinion that it should be so, unless the majority of
the iiihabitants desire to give thern onu by contract. Last year they were so
given, but the parish did not approve of the plan. This year they were snot
so given, and all were satisfied.

Louis Ben'. De La Grave, Mlayor of St. Pierre Rivière-du-Sud, County of
Mion tmagny.

lst. It would be better to have only one County Council, the ParishCouncildoes
,not work satisfactorily in our locality.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is calculated to promote the successful
working of municipal institutions, and the powers of that offBeer should be
neither increased nor diminished, otherwise than in respect of his two afn-
nual visits, widch duty should belorg to the roa d officers.

3rd. It is right to include personal and moveable property in the assessment.

4th. The Municipalify of our locality has been in operation since the pasqing of
the Road Act in 1855, and the arnount raised by assessmenç is £50 los. 9d.
notwithstanding great opposition in the parish.

Sth. 1 un erstand by "Statte Labor" all kinds of work done on roads.

6th. The mode of k i order the main-roads and by-roads is that of ese
doing his part.
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George Sylvain, Mayor of Ste. Cécile du Bic.
lst. The Act in question bas worked well since last July, and I consider that

nothing is necessary but the substitution of Parish for County Superinten-
dents, as that would save much of the expense of travel.

2nd. I think that Parish Councils are convenient, and more beneficial to the sevèràl
parishes than County Councils could be. The only objection which I can
find is that the expenses are greater, inasmuch as there must be a Secretary
and a place of sitting for each municipality, while for County Councils,
one clerk serves for ail.

3rd. I consider that it would be no injustice to include personal and moveable pro.
perty in the assessment, and the proper way would be a v'alun;ti.n of the
cffects, and a statement furnished by the proprietor of his personals.

4th. This municipality has been in operation since the passing of the Act, and
£10 has been raised by voluntary subscription for the payment ot the clerk.

àth. No "Statute Labor" has yet been done here, and we understand by the
term all difficult and expensive work performed by a certain number of inhabi-
tatus about roads, bridges, &c.

Gfh. The muethod of keeping in order the by-roads in winter is by asFessment. In
summer, each proprietor keeps his own allotment in order, according to the
extent of his land. This method is of long standing, and if not the best,
is most satisfactory to the inhabitants.

Aug. Gauthier, Mayor oJ St. Luc.

1st; The Act in question is too ambigunous, and not sufficiently clear and ex-
plained. Matters are arranged in it without order or system. It is very
difficult to remedy this. It does not work satisfactorily in this locality, the
main cause of which failire is the difficulty of understanding the law, and
the various neanings affixed to it. Another cause is the great expense at-
ten-hit on its working. Ishould approve of any amendment tending to cor-
recet the above impertections.

ud. I think that thiere should be no Superintendent, and that the inspectors of each
locality should, under orders fron the Council, perforn the dutics assigned to
him ; the eroluments being paid by the Council.

3rd. I arn of opinion that it is desirable to abolish the parish mnunicipalities.

4th, I think that personal and moveable properly ought to be exempt from taxation.
In order to establish a uniform method of assessmeni in each county, the same
assessors should be appointed for the whole county, instead of appointing one
for each parish as now done.

th. The Municipal institution in this place bas worked pretty well since the pas-
sing of the Act of 1855. The amount raised annually by assessnent,;has
been £172 16s 8d.

6th. We have had an assessment in our locality.

7th. In my municipality the term "Statute Labor" signifies the annuil contribu-
tion to aniy public work.
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8th. Until this spring we have kept our roads in repair by giving ther out by
contract, but as ihis mode has been found defective and. expensive, we have
resumed the ancient system.

J els)ph Savard, Mkayor of St.' Ambroise.

lst. Our municipal iiy wvorls well enough.

2nd., The opinion rif ihe'parish is that the Sùperintendent ougrht toi be replaced by
a deputy grand-vo 'yer, who should have the powers of the Superintendent
and be app'ointed eliher by the Councilor the Parish.

SIrd. Our' opinion of the presenit organization is that we only require a Parish
Coungil.

4th. We have no objection to including personal eand moveable property i the
assessmnent.

5th. We have levied îio taxation, and our Municipality bas worked regularly.

oth. The revenues of our Council are derivéd froni the entrance fee on Petitions
and, Lice'nses. ,This fund has sufflced *to pay our expenses.

Tth. By the, expression 14Statute Labor"I we understand, any public work, either
for bridges or roads, which is very expensive.

8th. The mode of kçeeping our roads in repair in winter is by giving them out
contract at auction.

Franc. Gagnier, Mayor of Ste. Martine.

lst. County and Parish "Municipalities are too expensive, and I arn of opinion that
it would be better only to have 'Parish Municipalities i accordance with the
old Municipal law. whe Municipal laws do not work very wel here.

tnd. There is no occa-ion for the office of Superintendent of roads and bridges, as
it involves considerable experis',. Each Local Council Imight appoint a'
Depuy Grand-Voyer oi'delegate two of its me bers to act s Superin-
tonde nts.

Std. Oay opinion as, to the municipal orga nisaton as taat present is'that
it involves a great deal or' expense, and does not produce any advantage to
the County.

4th. Wy opinion would be to exclude personal and moveable property from taxa-
tion, h would be better to establisit an uniform mode of taxation on iI)novo-
able property in each locafliy.

5th. The Municipality des not work well, and has levied nothingas et.

6th. We reviednoney last year from the merchants and taverf-keepers to efray
oar expenses.

7th. By "h Statute Labor" e uunerstand the assistance to be given tocertain.
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persons who have roads too experisive to keep i repair, either because th
road to be repaired by them is of greater extent than that of those who do not
possess as nuch land as they, or because their road slopes, or the lands are
too low in swampy places. In these cases it is customary to have statute
labor performed bV those persons who make the greatest use of the roads.

8tb. Each proprietor has kept the road in front of his land in repair, and this is the
system which we prefer.

Muniçipality of St. Benoit.
At the meeting of this municipali:y were present several Councillors and

Mayors of the Village of St. Benoit, the Parishes of St. Benoit, St. Scholastique
St. Eustache, St. Joseph, St. Hermas, who adopted the followitig resolutions
as their opinion:

That we wish for continuation of Parish Councils and the abolishment of
Courity Councils.

That we wish for the abolishment of the office of County Superiitendent
as the powers of this officer are too extensive and the fulfilment of duties a,,
pertaining to the office involve tou nuch expenditure, and that an officer vested
wnh powers sirnilar to those with which the Deputy grand-voyer was vested
in accordance with the provisions of the 25th clause of the Act 1Oth and 11 th
Vic., chap. 7, be appointed in his stead, as the duties of the Deputygrand-voyer
as exacted by the said Act 10th and 110h Vic., chap. 7, are of a nature to give
satisfaction to the parties, as has been the case in our County at least.

That each Local Council has levied from ten to twenty-two pouilds ten
shillings exclusive of the quota to be levied in accordance with the order of
the County Council in the assessment levied by this lat!er Council, which
amounts to the surn of two hundred and seventy-four pounds.

That that portion of the law which relates to the Statute Labor has never
been put into operation, and that this meeting is unaninous in declaring that
the section relating thereto should be repealed.

That the front roads are kept in repair by each proprietor or tenant whose
land borders thereon, and with respect to the by-roads, that the works are given
out by contract to the lowest bidder, and the froprietors of the landed estate,
held in virtue of the procès-verbaux relating to the said by-roads, to do the work
upon theri, are taxed a-cording to the extent of frontage of their property, as
was the custon under 36 George 111.

That every public notice and By-law of a Council shoul be published in
the French and English languages, in one place only iii each Local Municipality.

Should there, however, be, in such Local Municipality, or in the Local
Municipality adjoining thereto, a Church or Chapel, frequented by any denom-
inatiGn professing a religion different to that of the majority of the inhabitants
of such municipality, then, that every such public notice and By-law he pibý-
lished at the door of the said Church or Chapel, in the language of the majority
of the inhabitants attending any such Church or Chapel.

That in the event of County Councils only being maintained, each Parish
in which there is no Village municipality be authorized to elect three mem-
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bers for the County Council, and that where there already exists a Village
municipality in such Parish, such Parish municipality do elect one member
and the Parish two.

That it would be desirable that no special meeting of a Council should
take place without public notice of such meeting, asi ell as of the business to
be submitied to the Council at the said meeting, being previously given at the
places fixed upon by law.

Municipality of Sault-au-Reclêt.

lst. The municipality works well.

2nd. This Council is of opinion that the offire of County Superintendent should be
abolished, and that an officer, vested with the powers granted Io the heretofore
Deputy graiid-voyers, in accordance with the twenty-fifth section of thé Act,
10th and 11th Vict, chap. 7, be appointed to fill this office,.as the duties of
Deputy grand-vôypes as by the said 10Ith and llth Vl6tq afe of a rature to
give satisfactionñ t the parties interested.

3rd. That County Councils should be abolished, as Parish Councils are sufficient,
rnd evè opératë better in carrying out the pro**isiôtïs of the Act.

4th. That taxation upon personal and moveable property should be a olIhed,as
that upon immoveable property should be sufficient.

th. This municipality has been in operation from 25th July, 1855, to the present
day.

6th. The money levied from licenses granted to grocérs and carters has been suffi-
cient, or nearly so, to meet the wants of this loeàlity.

7th. We understand by "Statute Labor" ail works done in common on the by-roads
or line roads, as wel as to bridges common to several proprietors.

Sih. The front roads are kept in repair by the proprietors of lands upon them, and
the side or line roads by means of apportion ment.

Municipality of Old L*ètté.

The Council are of opinion that the Parish and Cóúnty Councils conjoint-
ly, äs donhstituted by the Municipal ârii Road Act of 1865, do not work in an
advantageoús and satisfactory m anner for the public, and they have to suggest
that the local Council is the only one which can Work with advanitage, if it
were enabledto appoint one of its own officers, such as the Secretary of the
Local Council for example, to be Deputy Superintendent of Roads in the
Municipality, with the same powers as are enjoyed by the present Deputy
Superintendents of County Municipalities.

The Council is further of opinion, that in case the Legislature should not
establish the Parish Council as above suggested, the County Counei ,onI
should exist, instead of the County and Parish Councils, as at present, n;s-
mnuch as they work badly, lead to great expense, andafford ,no satisfaction to
the publie.
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With respect to assessient, it has always been raised voluntarily, and I
consider that tLe best system to adopt.

The expenses of the Local Council have always been raised by voluntary
subscription, for no one likes taxes.

Municipality of St. Antoine de la Riviére du Loup.
lst. The Act in question needs amendment.

2nd. The powers of the Superintendent are calculated to prornote the well-working
of Municipal institutions, his acts being subject to revision.

Srd. We require no Parish Municipalities, because the County Municipalities are
sufficient.

4th. The present system.

5th. The Municipality in our locality has worked well, since the passing of the
Act, and it will shortly raise the sum of £33 currency for its expenses since
its institution.

7th. By the expression "corvée " we understand ail the persons bound to perform
statute labor, in virtue of the 71st clause of the Act, but we have not put it
in force in our Municipality.

8th. Our mode of maintaining the roads in our neighbourhood is by adopting the
ancient custom.

Municipality of Kakouna.

Ist. The opinion of the Council is that the Act should be amended so as to render
the law less costly to the parties interested, Its principle is acknowledged to
be good. It works very well here, but the Council does not sit regularly,
owing to the dearth of business. The Parish Counicils ought to be abolished.

2nd, The office of Superintendent ought to be retained ; his powers are calculated
to pronote the prosperity of the County ; he is, so to speak, the only road
officer always re'ady and prompt to act. His powers ought to be extended so
as to authorize him to sue for and collect the amount of any apportionnent
fixed by him in the execution of his duties. The actions, both for his salary
and for the recovery of the costs of any bridges or roads, &c., ought to be
brought befbre any Justice of the Peace for the County, in case of amendment
of tie law, his powers ought to be so continued as to enable himn to terminate
ail business lie may have begun.

The Councils work slowly, but the office of the Superintendent is of great
service.

3rd. Parish Councils ought to be abolished, and County Councils and the office of
Superintendent ought to be retained.

4th. Personal property ought to be excluded from assessment, and the right of
licensing traders and professional men substituted for it. This would suffice
to meet the expenses of the Council without recourse being lad te direct
taxation.
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5th. Our Municipality has not always worked, for we have but little business. We
have not yet raised any arnount in virtue of the Municipal Act. The Secre-
tary-Treasurer has (lone part of the work gratis, and has trusted to the Council
for the bt lance. A collection of about six or seven pounds has. to be made
this month to meet all the expenses of the Council since it commenced to act.

6th. This question is answered in the foregoing answer.

7th. We understand by "corvée" the labour to be done in com mon, such as
repairs in and about the hills and other difficult places, too burthensome to be
left to the charge of one persan. This is always under the management of
the Superintendent.

8th. The present mode of main aining4he by-roads in our Municipality is by a
division into shares of the labor in the section obliged thereto, by procès-verbal,
This is the nost popular system, and is well liked. With respect to front
roads, each one keeps in repair the road in front of his lot.

Municipality of the Parish of Vi8itation, Coufnty of Champlain.

lot. The Act in question does not work in a satisfactory manner in our munici-
pality, for severat reasons, more particularily because it is too complicated,
aid in a great many cases requires useless formalities. The manner of giving
publie and special notice, when they are required, which provides that the
party giving them shall deliver a certificate under oath, is altogether without
advantage, and is disapproved of by the people, who do not like to sce an oath
made use of with sa littile reserve. The part of the Act relating to roads and
bridges does not conduce to the public benefit, and al parties preter the old
Road Act, 36 'Geo. III., chap. 9. Ail prefer also the old County Municipalities
Act, 10 and iý Vict. chap. 7.

2nd. We are of opinion that the powers of the County Superintendert are calcu-
lated to promote the well-working of Municipal institutions, and we consider
this officer necessary for the County municipalities.

$rd. We are of opinion that County municipalities would be sufficient, and that
there would be no need for local municipalities.

4th. We are of opinion that personal and moveable property ought to continue to
be included in the assessment.

5th. The municipality in our locality has worked since the passing of the Munici-
pal and lload Act of 1855, with respect ta Our various local requirements,
but no amount has, been raised yearly by assessrment in virtue of that Act.

6th. There have been no assessnents in Our local municipality, because it was not
thought proper ta subjeect the people to a systern of taxation to which they are
with reason gravely opposed ; the funds necessary to pay Municipal expenses
have been furnished by the Municipal Councillors, and they have themselves
paid their own expenses. 'But these Municipal expenses only amount to a
smali sum.

7th. There is no work done by "corvée" in Our municipality.

8th. Since the passing of the Act in question the mode of keeping in repair the
by-roads and front roads in our Municipality bas not been changed, and we
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have kept them in repair as provided by the old Road Act, 36 Geo. III. cap.
9, and the people generally are opposed to having thern kept in repair by
pecuniary contributions.

MunicipaluIy of S. lavie.

ist. The present Municipal Act is defective, from the fact that it is very burthen-
some for the agricultural class, which generally speaking is poor. This Council
has been compelled to order the abandonment of several by-roads very useful
to the public, the making and maintaining of which would have ruined several
of the inhabitants of this locality in carrying out the present law.

This Council deploring the many defects in the Act in question, suggests
its entire repeal, and requires that the Act 10 and 12 Vic. should be substitut-
ed wiih the following amendnents:

That instead of a County Council there should be established in each
parish, which should be conposed of seve w members, and should have power
to sit monthlv, and the qualification of the members of which would be the
same as that required by the present Act. That a Deputy grand-voyer should
be appointed in each Municipality, whose duties should extend to makinîg in-
spections of the main roads and by-roads when required, and by this rneans
giving every possible latitude to the Council to enable them to direct and act
without the assistance of the Deputy grand-voyer, so as to relieve the poorer
classes.

2nd. In suggesting the repeal of the present Act, the opinion of this Council is
given, with respect to the office of County Superintendent and those of his
deputies, which are perfectly useless and very expensive to the public.

The Local Council is itself able to decide with respect to the wants of
the locality and appoint arbitrators, if they deem themselves not sufficiently
instructed with respect to any of the questions and applications made to
them.

3rd. As above stated the Municipal organization into parishes is of great advantage,
but the County Councils are perfectly useless'; let every person who deems
himself aggrieved by the Council of his Parish be entitled to appeal therefrotm
to any Court havingjurisdiction in the district, and let no judgment rendered
to that effect be reversed but with the consent of the majority of the parties
interested.

4th. No personal or uniform assessment. Let each locality levy its own rates as
may be required for its wants.

5th. The Municipality of St. Flavie has worked since the passing of the Act of
1855, and no sum of money bas been raised.

6th. There has been no assessment in our Municipality, in consequence of the
grave opposition of ail the inhabitant. The expenses of this Council have
been met with by the revenues derived from the filing of the petitions, oppo-
sitions and homologations of procès4verbaue.

7th. Tais Council understaids by " cort'ée " one or more day's labor giêen bv onedof
more interested parties or inhabitants of the locality to the by-roads and
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public wo"ks, giving one day's labour for every hundred pounds or fraction of
that sum, according to the estinated value of the property.

8th. All the by-roads of the Parish of St. Flavie are maintained in conformity with
the old road law, with the 'exception of one, which is kept in repair 'by assess-
ment hy a certain number ot lie inhabitants of the Parish, the said by-road being
indispensable.

If the law now in force is not amended let it be so modified as to facili-
tate its ititei.pretation.

Let it be more clearly and precisely amended with respect to assessment
and the recovery ofthe surns ofmoney expended by the road officers charged
with the naking and maintaining of the public roads and bridges.

Murricipality of St. Gertrude.
9st. The Municipal and Road Act ought to be amended so as to innke it work

more easily, without all the present machinery, and without it being neces-
sary to levy direct taxes upon the agricultural population.

2nd. The Parish Couneils should be abolished, and the County Councils retained.

8rd. The office of County Superintendent is productive of no benefit and ought to
be abolished, and repïaced by a grand-voyer, appoiuted, when required, by
the County Council.

4th. Direct taxes on the agricultural class should be abolished, and replaced by
the revenue to be derived from licenses granted to merchants and traders.

5th. The mode of giving public and special notice should be changed so as to
render the law more easy and less costly to the parties interested.

Municipality of St. Antoine.

lst. The opinion of the Council is that the Act in question is too long and com-
plicated, and productive of too great expense to be put into operation in our
locality, and nakes its repeal desirable.

Ind. The office of County Superintendent ought to be abolished.

3rd. The present Municipal County and Parish organization ought to be amended
by substituting Parish Municipalities, so as to avoid the taxes which are so
disapproved of by the farmers.

4th. The exclusion of personal and moveable property from assessment.

5th. The Municipality of this Parish has been in operation, and has levied by
assessment, for the requirements of the Parish, a sum of £18 .5s. curreny,,
which has been paid voluntarily for the year 1856. For the year 1857 there
bas been raised, for the requirements of the Parish, the sum of £9 l0s.
CUrrency. The share to be paid by this Parish towards the expenses of the
County Council is £37 Ss. currency, for the years 1856 and 1857 out of a
sum of £300, the useless expenses of the County Council.
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7th. We understand by "Statute Labpr," any aid to persons who are overcharged
on certain works.

%h. Our way of keeping the by-roads and front roads in repair is that whif
was in operation before the passing of the Act, without taxes,

Remiark,
A Parish Municipality, composed of seven members, obliged to meet

only annually, with special sessions for the requiremnents of the Parish,
with the right of taxing as the Parish may require, and of receiving the
amounts paid for ferry licenses in the locality. A Parish Council which
would work with the least possible expense is what would best suit this
Parish.

Municipality of St. Joseph de la Point Levi.
lst. The Council are of opinion that the Act in question has hitherto worked

very well.

2Ed. The Council is of opinion that it would be more advantageous and lesseP
the expense if no County Superintendent were appointed, and a deputy
appointed in his place for each Local Council.

3rd. The Council is of opinion that the Local Councils should be continued as
they now exist, in each Parish.

4th. The Council is of opinion that local assessnents should only be made upon
real property and buildings, and that personal and moveable property should
be exempted.

5th. The Municipality in this Parish has worked very weli since the passing of
the Act in question hitherto, and the amount raised in 1856 was £25 is., for
all the expenses of the Municipality.

6th. The valuation of the properties has been made in the Municipality of this
Parish in conformity with the Act in question.

7th The Council is of opinion that by "corvées" is understood the persons
obliged to work at the bridges and water-courses.

Charles Laporte, Mayor of St. Ambro e-de-Kildare.
1st. That the law to establish Parish Councils be repealed, and that ther County

Council, as it existed before the passing of the Municipal and Road Act of
1855, should be revived. It is more than sufficient to meet all the require-
ments of the County, without any Superintendent.

cd. That a deputy grand-voyer, to be paid by thosq requiring his services
should replace the Superintendent.

$rd, The organization of Parish MunicipaIities is very defective, inasmuch as
it is productive of great loss of time, makeg. it necçssryy, to pay a Secretary
Treasu-er for doing nothing, and does no goodwhater
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5th. The Municipality of my locality has worked since the passing of the law of
1855.

6th. A rate of about thirteen pence has been raised by assessment upon the lands
accord'ing to their value. This sum has been raised to pay the Secretary-
Treasurer, and other expen'es of the Council. We have made no improve-
ment whatever in our parish.

8th. The roads are maintained by the owners of the lands and lots.

Municipality of St. Ambroise.
This Council is of opinion that the Municipal and Road Act of 1855

should be repealed, and the municipal and road laws, as they existed before
the passing of that law, should be revived, they being for the present quite
adequate for all the requirements of this Province.

This Council sees neither the advantage of, nor the necessity for, re-
establishing Local Municipalities, on the contrary it considers them hurtful,
inasmuch as they do not offer a sufficiently disinterested body to do justice
to the people, and only serve to create confusion in their districts by Jocal
and personal motives, and to excite discontent among their inhabitants.

The experience of the past, 'when thesa Municipalities used to exist,
has enabled us to judge of 1 heir injurions effect, and the satisfaction exhibited
in numerous parishes at the tirne of their abolition should suffice to convince
the Legislature that re-introduction was not desirable.

The increase in the number of Councillors presents further disadvan-
tages, from the difficulty of finding suitable persons to fill the office, a cir-
cunstance which might often lead to the choice of persons not qualified to
see the law propérly carried out, and render the publie liable to injury in its
dearest interests; lastly, all these separate Municipalities increase, without
any equivalent advantage, the expenses of the Counties, whilst they would
be served by one Council only.

It would take too long to enumerate the reasons which induce this
Couneil to disapprove of that part of the Act relating 1o roads,; it will suffice
to express itsregret at the changes made in the laws formerly in force in this
Province, which:were weIl known and understood, and which, if they had
been strictly carried out, would have answered all the purposes for which
they were passed.

This Municipality will willingly join the County Council in demanding
the repQ'al of the present Municipal and Road Act, and the revival of the
Acts .by that Act repeaied.

The visit of a County Superintendent is utterly unnecessary in our
Municipality, satisfied as \we are with our Inspectors and sous-voyers, and
being persuaded that the latter alone suffice for the management of the
roads, and that the sums spent for that purpose are uselessly thrown away,



20 Victori æ. Appendix (No. 30.) A. 1857.

Municipalily of St. Charles.

Ist. This Council is unaninously of opinion that the Councils would work much
better if there were no local Councils, and were only County Councils com
posed of three Councillors from each Parish.

'2nd. That the powers of the County Superintendent are calculated to diminish
and feitur the powers of the Council; ho ought to receive bis powers from
the Council and not"otherwise, and instead of being called Sujerintendent,
be should be called grand-voyer.

3rd. The County Municipalities Pre preferable as regards economy and disinter-
estedness to the Parish Municipalities.

4th. Personal and moveable property ought to be excluded and exempt from
assessment, and real property only should be subject to assessment, including
alsothe professions.

5th. The Local and County Muuicipalities have worked, the sum of £15 having
been raised hy voluntary contribution, in the Parish of Charlesbourgh, together
with a tax, imposed by the Council, of fifteen shillings upon the filing of
every Petition presented t.0 the Council, which has produced a sum of
£21 16s. 7d., for the year 1856, which has been sufficient to meet the expenses
of our Council.

6th. There has been no assessment in our Municipalitv, because the contributors
do not like the system of taxation. We have raised the funds necessary
to meet the expenses of our Council by voluntary contributions, and all the
contributors have signified to us that they would rather raise the requisite
sum by voluntary contributions, than by a tax according to law.

zth. The expression " corvée " means any work which is declared a public work,
upon the roads or by-roads by procès-verbal or by-law, either hy oli or new
procès-veibaux or by-laws, such as the opening of a new by-road, to its en-
tire coimpletion, after which the labor for the maintenance of such by-road is
apportioned according to the extent of land owned by each one upon such
by-road; the making and maintaining a bridge declared to be a public bridge.
Tiese works are ordinarily done by corvée; sometimes they are given out by
contract, and each person pays his proportion in money, according to an
apportionment made between all the parties interested ; certain parts of the
by-roads are sometimes kept in repair by corvée such as a hill or the
bridging of a by-road over swampy land.

ý8th. The mode of keeping the roads in repair in our Municipality is the same as
before the Act of 1855, that is to say, that the work of repairing the roads
should be apportioned among the parties interested in the said by-roads
according to the extent oft he land possessed by each one of the parties upon
the said by-roads. In winter tle keeping in order of the by-roads is giyen
out on contract by proclamation to avoid the system of corvée which is always
a loss of time.

The Municipal Council suggests that the clause of the said Act should
he amended with respect to public notice it being absolutely useless to post
up fbr seven days before the day of proceeding upon such notice, but it would ba
sufficient, and the notice would have been as public, if a copy of it were
posted up at the same time as it is read and published, provided always thatit
be a Sunday or holiday, and that there be three clear days before the day fixed
for any such public meeting, or for the adoption of such measure.



20 Victoriæ. Appendix (No. 30.)

The Council considers this Act too complicated in its whole working,
which prevents its being carried into effect with advantage. Amerdments
for the purpose of simplifying it are desired by this Municipality.

Municipality of St. Charles, County of Bellechasse.

lst. The Lower Canada Municipality and Ïload Act of 1855 has hitherto worked
in a satisfactory maniier in our locality.

2nd. The powers of the County Superintendent ought to be diminished and changed.
He ought to be discharged from the necessity of making an inspect on of the
by-roads and roads in winter, inasmuch as the time fixed by the Lower Canada
Municipal and Road Act for the performanee of that inspection, is in the
mostrigorous and trying season, and ai a time when frequent and prolonged
storms certainly render it impossible to form any Opinion of the good or bad
state of the roads. The County Superintendent should only make visits
when required so to do, and the costs and fees for such visits ought to be paid
by the Parishes requiring him.

3rd. The abolition of Parish Councils for the maintenance of County Munici-
palities.

4th. The exclusion of moveable property from assessment, it being only necessary
to include real property uniformiy in each entire County.

5th. This Municipality of the Parish of St. Charles has worlked since the passing
of the Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and has not, however,
raised any money by assessinent in virtue of that Act.

Qth. The necessary funds for defraying the expenses of the Municipality have been
raised by voluntary contributions, by the generosity of a good mnany citizans
of the Municipalily, who preferred that expedient to the cost and expense
attendant on the collection of such an anount.

7th. By the expression I Statute Labor " we understand the gratuitous labor con-
tributed by each person to the repairs of a bridge, road, building, &c.

8th. The mode of keeping in order the high-roads and by-roads in our locality, is
the ancient method in use before the passing of the Municipal and Road Act
of Lower Canada of 1855; every proprietor keeping in order the road in front
of his ]and, .and bis part of any by-road, by his own personal labor. The by-
roads.only are let out in winter to the lowest bidder, and the contract price is
paid in shares by the proprietors of lands, each in proportion to the extent of
bis holding.

Municipality of the Parish of Three Rivers.

Ist. The Act in question does not work in a satisfactory manner. The amend-
Ments which we propose are County Councils, and the abolition of Local
Municipalities.

2nd. Ii the event of the establishment of County-Councils only, we propose that a
grand-voyer should be appointed instead of a Superintendeni, the powers of
the latter being too extensive.

A. 1857.
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Srd. We propose that the County Councils should be composed of three Council-
Iors from each Parish, inasmuch as* this County is composed of new settle-
ments, from which the means of communication are difficult, and the-numberof
three from each Parish would render it more easy to obtain a quorum at the
meetings of the County Council.

4th. We propose that the property formerly included on the assessment roll, before
the passing ofthe Act of 1855, should be so still.

5th. Our Local Municipality has been working since the Municipal Act of 1855
was passed, but with difficulty. The anount raised by assessment, for th
year 1856, was £36.

6th. This question is answered in the preceding answer,

7th. We bave not had recourse to " Statute Labor." The works have been done
by assessment.

*Sth. The main and by-roads have been kept in order, in accordance with the
procès-verbaux.

Municipality f the Parish of Bouchervie.

1st. The Act is a good and useful one ; but its provisions are difficult to be carried
out. If ail ambiguity were removed, and the Act made clear and perspicuous,
it might then be carried out to advantage.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is perfectly useless, often burdensome.
The powers of that (officer would be more efficient and mte economical in
the hands of a road Inspector, or of delegates where the interests of two o
more parishes are concerned.

qrd. The County Couricils might be abolished, and it would be better to abolish
them. They might be very advantageously superseded by delegates, who
might hold their meetings in the different Parishes in which they night be
called to act, without other expense than the present cost of the Parish Coun-
cils as now existing; and by this means much of the expense now caused by
the County Councils would be avoided.

4th. The assessment of per. onal and moveable property might be just, but it
would be very much disliked by the country people, and very difficult to be
established.

With respect to the means of rendering the assessment uniform in the
several Counties: the only certain method is to cause the valuation to be
made by one or two persons chosen for the purpose in each Parish in the
County. Three persons might act jointly throughout the County, taking as
the basis of their valuation the last transactions which should have taken
place in each Parish.

5th. Yes ; the amount raised by taxation to the 1st January, 1857, is £50 Os. Sd.

7th. By " Statute Labor " we understand the work which a person is obliged
furnish gratuitously, together with tools, carriages, horses, &c

8th. The same method as formerly.
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Resotùtiöns of the M3un icipl Couincil of St. M'lanie.
Resolved: That this Council havs learned with satisfaction that one of

members of the honorable the Legisiative Assembly has, in the present
:session, brought in a bill to repeal that part of the Municipal and Road Aèt
of 1855 which creates Local Municipalities.

That this Council âre still of opiniôn that the latter description of
Municipalities, is useless, causes unnecessary expense, and complicates
znatters unprofitably, which might be better managed by County Munici-
palities.

Pierre Roy, Mayor of St. Marguérite de Blairfndie.
Ist. In my opinion, and judging from the slight experience which I have acquired

as Mayor of the Municipal Council of the Parish of St. Marguérite of
Blairfindie, I am bound to state that this Act works very ill. This is partly
owing to the difficulty of finding suitable persons in every locality to brin1g
it into profitable operation, and to the exorbitant and ruinous expense which
it occasions, which renders it very unpopular. It is therefore; in my humble
opinion, necessary to abolish the Parish Municipalities, and to retain only
the County Municipalities, which woùld be sufficient for the management
of municipal business.

2nd. I do not perceive the necessity of retaining County Super-intendents; in my
opinion an Inspector of roads and bridges, chosen and appointed hy the
County Municipality in each Parish, and invested with certain powers, pur-
suant to regulations made by the Council, would be a proper substitute,
equally efidlent and much less expensive - as, after vis'iting roads and
bridges, he might draw up procès-verbaux, càuse them to be homologated by
iliree indifferent Justices of the Peace, in presence of the parties interested
for and against, which procès-verbaux, when once homologated, should be
'definitive to all intents and purposes.

Jean Baptiste Guichereau, Mayor of St. Fra noi, Island of Orleank.
1st. The Aet in question works pretty well in our Parish.

2nd. The ôffice of Superintendënt is, in my opinion, perectly useless, as the
road laws might be equally well observed and enforced by the Inspector and
sous-voyer, and that mode would be much less expensive to the inhabitants.

3rd. The Parish Coneils should be abolished, and there should be only one
annual rieeting of the County Connail by law, the expenses beinig paid by
the Municipality of the Connty; but whenever a meeting of such County
Council is required, and is an extraordinary meeting not required by laW,
then and in such case the Parish concerned in the By-laws passed at such
meeting should pay the expenses thereof.

4th. My opinion is that personal and moveable property should b exempt from
assessment.

Sth. The Municipal Act has always worked in the Parish of St. François sine
it was parsd. There hás been râised b- taxation, in 1855 and 185,
£12 6s. 2d' änd i 1856 and 1857 M5 s. Ld.

A. 1857.
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Gth. The amount necessary to defray our Municipal expenses bas been raised by
taxation as aforesaid.

7th. By the words "Statute Labor" I understand the aid required from many
persons for the repair of bridges and roads in our Parish.

8th. Finally, the roads and·public bridges are kept in order, in our locality, by
the own, rs of lands over which such roads pass, and. where such bridges
are situated ; but with respect to the by-road which wr have in- this Parish,
lt is kept in order in summer by ail the proprietors of the Parish, according
to a legal repartition, and in the winter the work is given out tu a cotiractor,
the cost of it being paid by the inhabitants according to agreement amnong
th emselve s.

Pierre Benoit, Mayor of Deschambautt.
Ist. The Municipal and Ropd Act of Lower Canada of 1855 does not work in a

satisfactory manner in our locality, because it ivould be necessary, in order
to carry out its provisions, to impose direct taxes on the people, and this-
would be absolutely opposed to their interests and their inclinations. It .
therefore, in rny humble opinion, of vital importance that a law should be
substituted which will work without taxation.

2nd. The powers of the Superintendent should be restricted nearly as they were
before the passing of the Act in question; that is to say, to the exarnination
of plans on requisition, and reporting to, the Council, if it be a County
Council. If it be a Parish Council the office becores entirely useless (see
the former Acts appointing Parish Municipalities.) This would produce a
great saving.

3rd. In my humble opinion the County and Local Councils multiply the number
of officers, and by this means occasion useless expense.

4th. The choice of including or exempting personal or moveable property should,
in my opinion, be left to the Councils.

5th. Our Municipality has been in operation since 1845, but has imposed na
taxation.

6th. No tax bas been imposed or assessment rmade in our Municîpality, or it
would have been in direct opposition to the wishes of the people, who have
preferred to make a small voluntary subscription for necessary purposes.

7th. We understand by the tern " Statute Labor," in this Municipality alil works
performed by t he day or part of a day, by oune or several persons, who are
entitled to no payment for their labor, but can only claira to bave an aceount
kept of it, in order that ail others who are similarly bound may be called
upon before the first are again required to work. This is explicitly defined
and explained by the law.

Sth. The by-roads are gi-ven to be kept good in winter, by publie auction, to the
lowest bidder. In summer they are kept in order by the proprietors, accord-
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ing to ihe provisions of the procès-verbaux and the repartition in force,
according to law. The main roads are kept up by the proprietors of the
lands abutting thereon.

Municipality of the Parish of Montreal.
lst. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 has worked, and still works satisfac-

torily in the Parish of Montreal.

End. The office of Superintendent ought to be altered in this respect, namely,
that each Parish Municipality should have an officer vested with the same
powers as the Superintendent, the daties of which officer should be attached
to the office of the Secretary-Treasurer. This office cannot and could nôt be
properly filled by.any other than an educated person, possessing local know-
lecdge in each Parish. I find no person (lawyers excepted) wvho could dis-
charge its duties but the Secretaries. I propose that Ihis office should be
filled in each Parish Municipality by the Secretary-Treasurer, or some other
qualified person, in ord.:r to avoid the rejection of reports made by persons
ignorant of the interests of the parties whom they represent, as they are o;f
the law.

'&d. My opinion is, that the Parish Municipalities are to be preferred to County
Municipalities, because the inhabitants of a Parish are constantly well in-
formed of all ihat passes in their Council, and can therefore make greater
municipal progress than a County Council, only a snall number of the latter
comparatively being well instructed in matters which come before them.

4th. The plan of assessrnent could be improved, if the Councils were enabled
to tax not only real property, but also traders, grocers, and handicrafis, &c.

5th. The Municipality of the Parish of Montreal has worked well under the
Municipal and ioad Act of 1855.. I transmit a statement, hereto annexed.

6th. From the Ist October, 1855, to 9th January, 1857, the Municipality of the
Parish of Montreal has been able to meet its expenses up to the date of the
assessment of 7th April, 1856, out of the tavern licenses.

7th. I understand by the term " Statute Labour," that work which a land-owner
is bound to perfom on a road distant from the land which lie occupies in. a
Municipality.

8th. The mode of keeping in order the by-roads in this Municipality, and the
roads within it, is that of each proprietor maintaining the road in front of his
farm.

Slatement of the Municipality of the Parish of Montreal.
Collection from Ist October, 1855, to 9th January, 1857,

by tax on tavern licenses......................£ 44 10 0

Assessment made 7th April, 1856, to meet the municipal
ex penses from Ist July, 1855, to Ist January, 1857,
amounting to the sum of £204 19s. 0 d.-received
thereoi........................ .... 106 12 10
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John Lemère, Mayor of William Henry.
Ist. I am of opinion that the Municipal Act is necessary, and that it will1 be pro-

ductive of the best effects in the improvement of the country. The lMunici-
pal system being once established on a permanent basis, the people will be
enabled to manage al] their local affairs in the way which is best calculated
to promote their welfare. Already they have derived much advantage from
it; and it is assuredly calculated to produce great gaod to individuals, as
well as to the common veal. The Act works satisfactorily in this locality.

2nd. The County Superintendent is, in my opinion, a necessary Officer, but as
it should be in good hands, the incumbent ought to shew that he is well
versed in the several provisions of the Municipal Act which bear upon the
sati>factory and beneficial discharge of his duties to the public. I should
propose that every pr>cès-verbal emanating from this Officer be properly
revised by the Council before coming into effect, for the ptôvisiohs of the
law dispensing with the homologation of such acts in certain cases, persons
having obligations to reprisal, are deprived of the opportunity of being
heard.

Srd. The present Municipal system, consisting of County and Parish Municipali-
ties, ought not, in my opinion, to be changed in any particular.

4th. I am of opinion that personal and moveable property should be exem pt frorin
taxation, at least for the present. In order to arrive at a uniform system of
assessment in each County, the asessors ought tô be appointed by the
County Council, taking one competent person from each locality côncerned,
whose nane should be piesented by the Local Coùncils respectiv'ely, with
power to such assessors to proceed as they thinlk best to ascertain its value,
whose report should be revised first by the Local Councils, and finally
homologated, with or without iodifications, according to circumstances, by
the County Council.

âth. The Municipality of this place has been in operation since the Municipal
and Road Act of 1855, but nothing has been raised by taxation under thè
Act.

6th. The reason why no taxation has taken place here is, that the market dues,
ferry licenses, and fines, have proved to be sufficient to defray the expenses.

!th. By the term " Statute ,abo, I understand work done in common on roads
by persons under obligation thereto, and works indicated in the 71st section
of the Municipal Act.

8th. The streets in this Municipality are kepi in order by lhe proprietors or occu-
piers of lots abutting on them. In respect of works on property not subject
to assessment, the expenses are defrayed by the Municipality out of the
rnarket dues, tavern licenses, and fines. There is a by-road extending
within and beyond the limits of this Municipality, and also a bridge, both of
which are to kept in order by parties owning or occupying lands within and
without the limits, either in rotation of labor, or by payrmeuts on commutation
therefor.

Before closing, I think it right to add to my answers the following
remarks:

1st. Councillors ought to have a literary qualification.

A. 1875e
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2nd. In towns and villages, power should be given to Inspectors of
Police to arrest all persons irfringing the Police or Municipal laws, on sight,
and to convey them in a summarvy manner before a Justice of the Peace, to
be dealt with according to law.

3rd. The power of directingthe use of snow-ploughsj rollers and scrapers,
within their jurisdiction, should be granted to County Councils.

Municipality of Ste. Julie.
The Council are of opinion that a C&unty Council would be sufficient,

and therefore recommend that Parish Councils be abolished.

In the place of the present Cou.nty Superintendent, the Council are of
opinion that a deputy grad-voyer should be appointed for each Parish, to be
paid by the persons who ermploy him, according to the tariff to be fixed by
the existing Council.

The Council are or opinion that the present system of assessment*would
be just, if the valuation were made on one uniform scale in the several
Courities.

Tha Municipality of Ste. Julie has been in operation since the estab-
lishment of the present law, and raised in the first year, to defiay the expen-
ses of the County and Parish Councils, the sum of sixty*pounds.

By the term "Statute Labor'' the Council understand a work perform-
ed in common, by several or all of the inhabitants in a place, for the improve-
ment or maintenance of a by-road, main road, bridge or other public work.

The main and by-roads, in the Municipality of Ste. Julie, have alway5
been kept in order by the proprietors, each having a share proportioned to the
extent of his land.

Meeting of the Notables of the Parish of St. Cutiibert.
lst. Resolved,-That the Parish Councils be retained.

2nd. That the right of appeal to the County Council be abolished, and that every
one who considers hirnself aggrieved by any by-law, or ordinance of the
Parish Council, may appeal to a court of competent jurisdiction.

Srd. ThAt the assessment, and all power of the Parish Council having reference to
the assessrnent roll be abolished.

4th. That the expenses of the local Councils be paid and defrayed out of the
revenue, including fines and licenses.

That all works subject to be divided by a procès-verbal or prdcs-vetbaua
to be homologated hereafter, shaIl be so divided in due proportion to the ex-
tent of land held by the person concerned.

That it is the opinion of this meeting: 1st. That the office of Courity
Superintendent, is one not likely to work weil, and that the 54th clause of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855 be repealed. 2nd. That the duty òf open-
iln g constructing, repairs and maintenance of the roads and bridges belong to
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the Local Council exclusively, which shall alone have a right to appoint road
officers, over whom the said Council shall exercise jurisdiction. 3rd. That,
for Ihe establihment, change and fixing of roads and bridges, two arbitrators
be appointed of the Parish in which the work is to be d/>ne, by the parties in-
terested, and a third in case the two cannot agree, which arbitrators should
neither be relatives nor interested, to establish and fix the said work ; and they
shall zive notice to the parties concerned previous to their visit and proeed-
ding, and shall draw up their procès-verbal of the proceedings which should
be homolgated, amended, or rejected by the said Council, who shal in such
miatters act in place and stead of the Superintendent.

That it is the opinion of this meeting that the 2nd paragraph of the 63rd
section, and the 9th paragraph of the 44th section ot the Act cited, shuuld be
repealed, and that the winter roads should be kept of no greater width than
that of a sleigh carriage (in consideration of the drifting of the' snow in
country places,) and that at distances of an arpent and a half in a main road,
and of four arpeits in by-roads and main-roads a siding six feet wide by thirty-
five feet in length should be made, the two extremities of which should be
marked with three balises tweive feet high, planted perpendicularly, so as to
show from a distance the places intended to favor the meeting of carriages
which places should be as well levelled and kept in order as the roads thern.
selves. These the Inspector should have power to place at greater or smaller
distances, and the snow drifts should be shovelled to the width of eight feet,
and cahots and slides should be cut down and. levelled as soon as they are
formed, and that as to the dpening, construction, repairs and maintenance of
roads and bridges, this should be done in conformity with the 36ih George II,
c. 9, and the recovery of fines should be cleared of all ambiguity, and the
fines themselves be applied to payment of the expenses of the Council.

That in case of taxation real property only should be liable.

The meeting is unanimously of opinion that the Municipal and Road
Act of 1855 should be repealed, seeing that it cannot work in the country
parts on account of its ambiguity, and the great expense which it would in-
volve, if it were carried out. They suggest that Parish Councils would be
preferable to County Couneils, if the above were included in the Act reorgan-
ising the Councils.

Municipality of the Parish of St. Leon.
1st. The Act in question works satisfactorily in this locality.

2nd. We should wish for some amendments relative to the office of County Super-
intendent. His powers should be modified, and for the most part repealed.
We should wish every local Council to have a Superintendent who could be
clerk of the Council. The County Council should also have its Superinten-
tendent, who could be Clerk ofthe Council, for all matters brought before the
County Council, or of which the County Council can alone take cognizance.
We consider it would be much less expensive to ratepayers of local munici-
palities, to have a Superintendent in their localities, to be paid on a scale
regulated by the local Council.

The annual visit of the County Superintendent appears perfectly useless
to us, as each local Council can very easily attend to the preservation and good
condition of the roads in its municipality.
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Srd. We wish to keep up the County and Parish Councils, believing that the
municipal business could be better managed by them. But if there were to
be only one Council we should prefer the Parish Couneil.

4th. We are of opinion that it would be better rot to include moveable property in
the assessment ; to-day a man may be well off in moveable property, to-mor-
row he may be worth nothing, a thousand reverses may reduce his moveable
property to nothing.

5th. The nunicipality of this locality has worked since the passing of the Aèt on
municipalities and roads, in 1855, but no monies have been levied by assess-
ment, in virtue of this Act.

6th. This Couneil has caused an assessnent roll to be prepared by its assessors, but
has not had occasion to raise any sum of noney; the revenues of the Council
fron other sources, have been sufficient to meet its expenditure.

7th. We have n statute labor in this municipality, nor is any kind of work done
by statute labor.

8th. The high-roads and by-roads in this municipality are kept up as formerly, be-
fore the passing of the Act in question, in accordance with the distribution of
work, founided on the old Road Act.

François Beaú'drie, Mayor of Pointe-aux-Trembles, District of Quebec.)
lst. The Act %N orks pretty well, nu amendment.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is satisfactory as it is.

3rd. A County Council would suffice, a Parish Council would be expensive,

4th. It is well as it is.

5th. The municipality has worked, no taxes have been levied, but ea 1an.

6th. Bacause tha increase imposed on licences has been sufficient with the loan.

7th., " Corve" means the assemblage of parties interested in a road to work at its
maintenance.

8th. In the municipality of Pointe-aux-Trembles, a part of the road is macadà.
mised, the other high-roads and by-roads are kept up by the naighbours.

Julien Grégoire, Mayor of Napierville.
1st. It works well in our locality.

2nd. I think it useless, because the Inspectors are always obliged to perform the
same duties, and on that account, I think the old system preferable to the
present one.

3rd. I consider the Parish municipality sufficient,

4tb. To include moveable and imrnoveable property in the assessment, that the
trader may contribute to the support of his country as well as the agricul
turist.

A. 1857.



20 Victorioe. Appendix (No. 30.) A 1857

5th. Yes. it bas raised in 1856, about £186 8s. 8d., and in 1857, about £11210s. Od.,
for the maintenance of roads and bridges, its own support and that of the
County Council.

6th. Matters are conducted in compliance with the law.

7th. i understand the obligation of a person to work, or to purchase the labor of
another, at the opening of a road or a bridge when he is interested in it.

8th. Higli-roads and by-roads are kept up by the proprietors or occupants of the
lands, and the uplands are sold to the highest bidder, to maintain hie road.

N. Gauthier, J. P. of Deschanbault.
lat. The Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855 is in operation in the

County of Portneuf, but does not work in a satisfactory manner. In my hum-
ble opinion, this Act should be repealed, and the Act 10th and i Ith Vict.,
cap. 7, substituted in lieu thereof, with some amendments, in order to render
it clearer and more satisfactory.

tnd. lI my opinion, the office of County Superintendent should he continued,
and ought not to be filled by the Secretary-Treasurer, as his powers are of a
nature to cause Municipal Institutions to be workei in a satísfactoiy marier.
His duties, however, should be lessened. I would suggest that this officer
should only be bound to inspect the roads upon being requested so, to-do,
either by the Council or the parties interested, and should be entitled to di-
rect and order the works necesFary for the keeping in repair of the roads,
without the Council having a right of cancelling or altering his orders. My
opinion on this subject is based upon the precedents, which have occurred to
my knowledge, having always filled the office of Secretary-Treasurer since
the establishment of murnicipalities in Lower Canada. In the first place,
Councils do not wish to tax the people, and therefore free the Superintendents
from rmaking quarterly, semi-annual, and even yearly visits, as it is so much
expense saved. As to his orders, (relating to repairs on roads,) if they were
not submitted to the authority of the Council, we should have better roads, for
the greater part of Councillors merely seek, in dhe first place, to please their
electors. If any proprietors be negligent in keeping their roads in repair,
which is a rare occurrence, the Superintendent is forced to give his orders
apportioning the work to be done on the said roads. In that case the parties
in detaultseek the intervention of the Council tohave.the work diminished, and.
this proceeding very seldom fails to have its effect.

3rd. In my humble opinion, Parish municipalities should be done away with alto-
gether. In the first place. Because the steps would diminish the expense
about {1ths. 2nd. The by-laws made by the County Council may just as
well serve for Parish Councils. 3rd. The mode of managing municipal
affairs would be uniform in all the Parishes of the County, for it is a well
known fact that certain local Councils pass very absurd by-laws.

4th. I think that the County Councils should have a right either to include orex-
clude personal property in the assessment roll,

ith. The municipality of the County of Portneuf, as well as the local municipali-
ties in the said County, have been in operation since the passing of the Muni-
cipal and Road Act of 1855, but in an unsatisfactory manner, and have
levied no amount by taxation in virLue of the provisions of the said Act.
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6th. There has been no taxation because the inhabitants refuse to conform to it,
and the few municipal expenses have been delkayed by voluntary contri-
butions.

7th. In our municipality we understand by the term "Statute Labor" the work
which is given out by the day, because the works are not divided or cannot
be ,o.

8th. Since the passing of the Act in question, and even previously, the by-roads in
our, locality have been kept in repair in accordanîce with the provisions or the
old prqcszverbaux. -In winter, however, they are given out by contract, and
the persons who weré fornerly obliged to work at them gladly pay the amount
of their services in money., The front roads are always kept in repair as for-
merly, by the propriçtors of the lands in front of which they pass.

Joseph Jolivet, Mayor of Saint Gervais.

lst. To.thisquestion I feel it my. du.ty to answer that the Municipal Act should be
amended, or .rather, remodelled, as it should be simplified, in order to cause it
to be understood, as much as. possible, by those whose duty it is to put it into
practise. In* this locality it bas. worked in a satistctory manner, on account
of certain arrangements which the Councils bave thought it their duty to
make, in order not to excite the prejudjces which are apt to arise from too
frëquent changes in our municipal. Iawvs. Without being opposed to County
mupicipalities, I am of opinion that the. municipalities established by the 8th
Vict., cap. 4Ô, were the. most adapted to us, and that they should be estabhshed,
adding at the same time the ,powers granted by the Act ot1855, and the Act
amending the same, which are; compatible, thereto, without. omitting the
clauses .re)4ing .to. non.incorporated. villages;

2nd. The office of Connty Superintendent appears to me to be more onerous than
useful, and I woµuld, in. consequence, suggest that it should be abolished. It
appears ta me that the Secretary-Treasurer ought to be able to fulfil the. du-
ties which devolve on that officer, exceptîing, howe.ver, the semi-annual visit
to the roads which I consider a useless proceeding, as the Inspectors. and
snusvoyers.are in duty bound to.keep a strict -watch upon the keeping in re
pair of the roads and hiidges in. theirrespecti ve sections.

3rd. I have answered this question by the first, to which I refer.you. I do not deny
the utility of County Councils as a tribunal for revising the decisions of the
local Councils, too generally composed of illiterate men, but. in this case only.

4th. I am of opinion that taxation should be levied on immoveable property,
and on money loaned, and not upon persons practising liberal professions and
tradesmen, because it is a very general ting. in the country fir farmers to be
at the same time tradesnen, mechanics, carpenters, tanners, &c.

5th. The municipal Act of 1855 has operated . in a satisfactory manner in our
Parish since its coming.into operation. There has been.no taxation levied in
virtue ofthis Act.

6th. Almost every person here is opposed to taxation. The Council has made pro-
vision for its expenses by a fund arising from t1e fees upon entries of Petitions,
from the casual revenue, from fines coilected in the municipality, and from
voluntary contributions.

A. 1857,
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7th. In ibis nunieipa ity there are only the bridges which are made by " Statuae
Labor."

8th. Since the passing of the Act in question, the roads, by-roads and bridges, have
here been kept in repair according to the mode prescribed by the Act 36th of
George 11.

Municipal Council of St. Gregoire.
The present Municipal Act is so defective that it should he amended, and

replaced by a new municipal law, more in harmony with the wants of our

We should like to retain Parish and County Councils. Parish Coulncils
should have very amfle powers. County Councils, composed of the Mayors
of each Parish, should only be a court of appeal from the decisions 'Of the
Local Municipalities, and should only meet when an appeal is made from the
decisions of the Local Municipalities.

The person or persons who appeal to the County Council should be held
to pay ail the expenses of notices, travelling, &c., caused by such meeting,
and if the said appeal be maintained the costs should be paid by the other
party. The decision of such County Council should be final and not appeal-
able. The Secretary-Treasurer of the cheflieu of the Local Municipality in
which the said Couinty Council shall rneet should be the Clerk of the County
Council, and be allowed a certain sum for each sitting, to be paid him by the
party losing the case. Each Local Municipality should have the right to enter
in a register ail the roads in a Local Municipality, together with the names of
the persons who are or should be held to keep themi in repair, and each entry
of the said roads should be considered to be a public Act, of the existence of
such road, and bc of the same force as a procès-verbal of the existence of the
said road.

Each Local Municipality ought only to have to keep in repair the roads
in their Municipality. Extracts from these registers should Le delivered to
any person requiring them, and be considered authentic before any Court of
Justice. It should bc lawful for any person whatever to examine these regis-
ters at the Secretary's office. No Superintendent should be appointed. His
duties respecting the opening of a road might be performed by one of the
members of the Municipality, to be selected by the Council, by an indepen-
dent person of the County, to be appointed by the County Council or the
Governor. The Council, on receiving the report of the mernber, should make
out a procès-verbal and have it homologated.

The Inspector should have the superintendence of al] the roads in the
Municipality, and the sous-voyers should be under bis control, with instrue-
tions to the latter to obey his orders under pain of penalty.

Ail travellers should have a right to prosecute the Inspector before a
Justice of the Peace, wlien the roads are in bad repair. The sous-voyer,
after giving public notice at the church door as to the day, hour and place at
which the works on the roads are to be done, should' have a right, in case of
refusal or negligence on the part of any one to execute their -orders, to cause
the amount of work to be donc by such party in default to be performed, and
to recover the amount thereof before a Magistrate, with costs to the soüs
voyer. It should be the duty of the sous-voyer, when there is questin' of
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opening a road, nking or repairing a bridge, or any other considerable work, to
give notice thereof at the church door and call a meeting of the parties interested
in the said work. The said sous-voyer should be the President of such meet-
ing, and everything that is decided by the majority of the parties at such
meeting should be valid in law. The sous-voyer should be entitled to cause
the parties, whose duty it is to keep the road -opposite their ]and in repair, to
take down the fences aiong the line of the road before the failing of the snow,
and to re-build them whenever it is necessary ; to make snow ploughs at the
common expense, and to work them in like manner; to make winter roads
through any lands for the advantage of the Municipality. Any individdal
obstructing any road in any manner whatsoever, should be compelled, upon
being prosecuted before a Magistrate by any traveller or road officer, to
remove such obstruction at the cost of such party in default. Bach person
having a share in the roads should be held responsible for any damages
occurring in his quota of the road. Each Local Gouncil should have a right
to pass any by-law for the loan of any sum of money upon the Consolidated
Fund of the Province, for public improvements in the Municipality. Such
by-law should only be read at the church door of the Municipality during two
Sundays, and notice should at the same time be given, that within fifteen days
from the publication of the said by-law the inhabitants of the Parish shall
proceed to ballot for the said by-law. The majority of the voters present
shall decide concerning the said by-law, and if a poll be demanded, by at least
three proprietors, that it be held only on that day; and if the said By-law be
adopted that the Council should have a right to address themselves to the
proper authorities to have the said by-law carried out. The election of Coun-
cillors, as also of road officers, should take place every two years, in the month
of Juty. When there are public works relating to more than one Parish there
should be. a meeting of the Councils of the Parishes interested, at the place
where there is the greatest nuinber of the parties interested. The Cotincil
should have a right to levy at any time of the year any taxation for Municipal
purposes. Valuation of property should take place every five years, from the
15th June to the 15th July. Collection of the taxes should be made by the
Secretary, after twenty days notice at the church door, and at the expiration
thereof seizure be made, without further notice, of the goods and chattels of
the party in default, and if there be n'ot goods and chattels sufflicient, then,
within three weeks from the date of the taxation falling due, after public
notice thereof given in the newspapers in both languages, the immoveable
property of the said party in default should be sol. Notices should be pub-
lished in the language most in use in the Municipality. Any action brought
before any Magistrate in virtue of this Act shall be decided in a summary
manner, without appeal therefrom, and even by certiorari.

J. C. Bachand, Mayor of Si. Pie.
My opinion concerning the Mpnicipal Act is, that it is very defective,

because it is bpyond the reach of the comprehension of those whose duty it
is to carry it out. It even contains arnbiguities to lawyers, so much so,: that
we obtain different opinions from those men ïo whom we address ourselves.
Hence the uncertainty in which are placed those parties who have to carry it
out. It follows that it is not put into force at all. .This is the case in our
parish, and in a great many tnore, I imagine. There are a great many brid ges
out of repair here on account of another defect in the Municipal Act, the
expenses to Which are obliged those who fall under its operation. Th ose
bridges have to be repaired and we are waiting.

A. 18
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Notwithstanding that the Municipal Act has been partly in operation
here, that is to say, that the Council has been organised, a taxation levied,
two or three procès-verbaux homologated, the operating of the Act has not
been satisfactory, and will be less so when the next taxation is imposed, 1
defray the expenses of our County Council.

The office of Superintendent should be abolished; it is wished that that
officer should be continually kept for the roads. However, as the expenses
are already too great it is scarcely possible to increase them without exciting
a general cry of indignation. Indeed, what is a semi-annual visit to the
roads? The Superintendent announces publicly that on a certain, day, on a
certain hour he will visit a certain section, a certain district ; the roads are
repaired in the mean time, it may easily be understood ; the day after his visit
snow or rain falls, and the inhabitants wait until the next visit of the Super-
intendent, six months, to repair them! This visit, however, involves another
thing. The Superintendent is well paid for his visit, and the parties who have
to pay do not like this.

My opinion concerning the Municipal organisation into County and
Parish Municipalities is that the organisation is defective, especially since, by
the Act of Amendment, it is allowed to appeal to County Councils all the by-
laws made by Parish Councils. A Parish Council is without doubt better
fitted to judge of a question taking place in their own parish, on account of
the personal knowledge they have of the question on hand than a County
Council. As a general thesis we would say, that a County Council is better
organised as regards legal capacity. This thesis,however, is liable to so many
exceptions that, in the majority of cases, common good sense has the advan-
tage. I will hereafter state my opinion with regard to the Municipal organi-
sation such as I understand it, and as it could be put into practice with
advantage to the rate-payers.

With respect to the necessity of including or excluding personal and
moveable property in the taxation, I must confess that my opinion is not
decided on that question. I am, nevertheless, of opinion, that it is wise to
allow the systen to remain so that every one may contribute to the Municipal
lfund and leave no cause of reproach to the farmer or owner of real estate.

As I said at the commencement, the Municipality here has been in oper-
ation without our drawing the profit from it we expected to do. We levied
the first year a sum of £51. With regard to the second year, tbis Council has
not thought fit to submit to the by-law of the County Council, alleging that
there is some informality in the by-law, and we are waiting.

With regard to the expenses of the Local Council, this Council having
up to the present merely to provide for the remuneration of my services as
Secretary-Treasurer, and as there is almost no business at the Conneil I
have reduced my fees, in expectation of something better.

We have not made use of Statute Labor in this Municipality. No one
has made any allusion to it, so that the definition of this term will be explained
atsome future time.

Since the coming into force of the Municipal Act, the by-roads and other
roads have been kept in repair as formerly, that is to say, each person keeps
the.road in front of his property in repair, and has bis share of the by-roadâ,
apportioned, with a few exceptions ; for, example, one of th, by-roads iig ou
Municipality has been given out by contract for the, winter, accordinglufo
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arrangement entered nto between the parties interested. Proprietors living
outside a Parish do not themselveë keep their share of th' by.roads, or even
front roads, in repair, but give them out by contract to those parties who
reside the nearest 'to these roads.

A good Municipal organisation, is necessary. With that the people will
instruct themselves; it is by means of this organisation that the future gener-
ation will put into practice the elermentary instruction they are receiving at
present; it is by mixing it up with their business, by transacting it themselves,
that they will profit by this instruction, not only with regard to the publie
good but also relative to private transactions. 'T? he present generation wil1
not believe such to be the case ; they would live as, they have lived. Never-
theless, certain parties amongst them, especially those who come into contact
with any one who undertands anything about business, think gotherwise.
Theirnumber, however, is but small. The: legislator must nt retreat if he
does not wish all the efforts which have been rmade up to the present time to
become null. The present generation, however, have as much good will as is
necessary to carry out a good Municipal governnent. The thing they do not
comprehend is that they would wish to live as they have lived, that is to say,
that to open or close a new road they would go at great expense to seek for a
grand-voyer at some very distant centre, whose fees would be in proportion
to the distance. It is nevertheless not altogether that, because above ali
things, they say, economry is preferable. This is very natural. I myself am
desirous of having a Municipal system at a cheap rate. With respect to the
revenues I might say otherwise, for as Secretary and Treasurer of all the
public business of this Parish I have a share in them. HI-owever, leaving the
personal question aside, I would wish for a less expensive local government
than the one we have at present. As regards the good working out oflalocal
government i do not see that the question of money is the rnost impprtant.
There should be also economy in men, and this certainly is not the least
important. When the mass of the population will better understand their
duties, what they require, what is profitable for them; when they are better
fitted to take proper charge of their own affairs-then, we might create a
greater number of offices whilst at present it is better to restrict them-not
that it should be doue to the detriment of the present system,, for that would
be retrograde legislation; it would be better to preserve this system, defective
though it may be. Nevertheless, if I say that it is necessary to lessen the
number of Parish employees, it is because I consider it a system which is most
in harmony with the wants of the people, and which would best tie'et the
wants of the majority. With regard to the minority they will soon cone to
understand their own interests and then the object will havebeen attained.

Every person of experience is wellaware of what is necessar to a peo-
ple for their own advancement, and with this knowledge of the cause, the
Legislature have not hesitated to use' coercion in passing laws relating to
education. Nevertheless, at the present tine and irW consequence oftheir
igrorance, a large number are opposed to the benefits of education, notwith-
standing the palpable proofs there ai' to tie contrary, but 'on accotit of their
good 'disposition submit'to the yoke 'Which has been imposed on tdh 'for'their
interests. It is therefore to those who know how to decidl b by nt oyer-
stepping the limits of a wise legislation

The people have sovereign' pow'er it is said; theyave the ri ht to
impose on themselves the laws which suit 'then best Ai power should corne
from them, it is true ; but eúëry socièty; every body politicdéventhe'tivës of a
wild oountry, have 'their ciêf, hofrne muist obey,"aid th~e pebpl&e bound
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Io support the yoke of their sovereignty. In fact, the people choose their lowri:
legisiators; 10 the m'they'confide -the right-of. rnah-ing for themr the Iaws best
calculated for their advancemne.nt ; ana, ihese ]aws they are bound' o10 carry out,'
even if îhey be contrary to their views, if they Le -adyantageous to0 them; if

flo, îey reright in denandirig that' they he eilher modified, or repealed, ir6
whole or in ýpart, as the -case rnay be. But would the people -be justifled in
dernianding the repealof the lEducationý Iawsý? Certainly. not. lý IOwerver,.' if
thie reign of extinguishers were si iii in force, we- should ýsee opposition siriflar
to, that which bas been m-ade to, tLe putting into'execution of-thi.i law.

On these grounds.I affirm thatIthe administration of ail local affairs should
be left Wn the bands of the people of each locality, by means of'a decentializa-
lion,ý as rational aspossible. ,For ibis purpose I would hù mbly'suggest te,
your Committee ,the ,following grounds and the, principal amendmnents which
are necessary to be made bo ojrý Municipal system

1Ist'. County, Councils should Le a*bolished:. 'Counly Councils do flot pro-
duce any real advantage, and are onerous offices. The questions which aYe,
there settled might be regulaled quite as well in a Parish Council, on account
of the reasons 1 have just mentioned. Legisiators have indirectly acknow-
Iedged the justice of this argcument, by grant.ing. Parish Councils- certaini
powers Io be executed by them in case of t.he -County Coupcils neglectinig tel
do so; for example, grants oflmoney, or tavern licenses.

With regard o bhe, power of granting licenses,-my 1opinion is,. thaï where
there exist îI wo Counicils, it should on]y Le gyiven bo the, Parisah Councils.
The Parish or rather theý Parish Council is better able to judge whether
licenses ought to' be granted or flot in the Parish. ,There are some, Parishes,
in a County which, on account of the travel. which lakes place th'roughthein,,,
and their geographical position, require inns for the recepti.on of trave1lers,ý
whilst others do not.; làr such cases, theý Counby Council is flot cornpetenlt
10 decide the question.

2nd. The office cf School Comunissioner shoiild' be abolished, and. 'ail hi@
powers and duties should L e, cxercised and performed- by the Municipal Coun-
cillors. MItnicipal Councillors are as weil, qualified to fulfil the offlice lof, Com,
missioner as they are that of Councillous., and-vice versa. Frequently bbc sa'me
person diseharges both duties. If ail these powers and duties were carried oný
by on 'e body, it would have the effect of reserviing a greater numnber of compe-
lent men in,,each- Parish, as -well as of decreasing pecuniary contributions, asý
the fees of Seecrelary-Treasurer, and, every thing would -go on as well; if not'

btedid the law contain the necessary provisions, for thisprps.Bt
these offices united into one body ,would'give a litIle more- work ïo, tb--s
members of this body, but ýthey- might easily dispose of it. The Sehool C oi.
ruissioners- ieet but seldomi; they are not aware of their duties, and do not
sufficiently'attend to the matters ùn'der -their control. TheConlosasel
County, as Parish, frçquenitly neglect 10 meet, evnwhen there is occa-sion ,for-,
themtodoso. 'Now, the law shouldi imp ose'a penalty on every Côuncillorwo
neglects bo be present at any meeting of bis'Council. Wibhout this pànlty,"-
I do not see that it can operate in a satisfactory manner., ' I mdo'reov.1er con-'aider this, clause bo be most essential. to operating in a proper marine r of the'1ý
Municipal systerzu.

3rd. The nu'mber- of Concillors should, remnain ýatý seveûff, b:ut they-shoUldý
be replaced, by rotation each year, 'two Coundillors. retiringfromw01 offoeît IIIê1:,
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expiration ýof one year, two at the expiration of two years, and three at the
expiration of three years. This systemris far preferable to that adopted by
the Municipal Act of 1855; it has the effect of preserving amongst the body of
Councillors-a nurmber of those who are initiated in the business of-the Munici-
pality, whilst those who are recently entered are studying the ;dutiës they
have to fulfil. The question of relationship should not, of course, be an
obstacle to the acting ofia Councillor, anJ inasmuch as it nay besupposed
that in many òases there is as much, if not more, pâËtiality shew'à towa-ds a
flriend as a relalion, towards the question of pe'eniary interest should only when
immediately affecting the case prevent the Councillor from acting. Thatought
to be clearly defined bylaw. I would not be disposed to admit any restriction
counting upon the sincerity of those who would be chosen. ,Thisïfreedom of
action would also have the effect of causing a more careful selection to be
made, for it often happens that a selection is made based upon personal grounds
rather ihan with an eye to the public welfare.

4th. As to the questions of two or several Parishes, they might be
decided by means of delegates, I should say to the nmber of tbree of each
Council interested, and that on the requisition of the Coun'cil of the Parish
which originated the questior. As in the case of tuncilhi-s, he délegates
should be liable to a finè fixed by law, fd in default of sucli fine, the same
thing might hap'en to' the Parise CnciIs as happened t thie first Parish
Councils: that these appointment of delegates might not beatended to and
thus become a shackle to the working ofthe syste, nd subsequently a cause
for demanding its recall.

Under the present system, the office of delegate, when two or more
Counties are interested,is vëry expensive to the delegates, avd: ruinous to those
amenable to their jurisdiction. Otie exarmple ray serve for manhyu it was
intended last year to rebuild a bridge in which the Counties of Bagot, St.
Hyacinthe, and Rouville were interested. This bridge, on account of the great
expenses incurred by legal proceedings, cost about double what it would have
cost if they had only to deal with the three interested Parishes.

The affairs of two or more Paridses being regulated by means of delegates,
see no use in a County Council. If the question arose dfl ra:ising a sum of

money in the County, either for the payment of juries, the erectionof"County
buildings, or the maintenance of gao]s or courts of law, if there were good
cause, the business could be dône by the Courcil of each :Parish. But the law
should provide ihat each Parish should pay itg proportion accoiding to its
means. For this purpose, it would onlybe necessary to name a delegate from
each Council, who should have power, together with the delegates of other
County Councils, to revise the rate of valuation in each Parish, whether by
dirninishing, increasing, or adopting the rate.

I will now pass to the principal amendrents hich the present law
requires, by appplying it to the systern I propose:

ist. Public notice wound be quite as'effectually given by reading it o'nly;
the sarne with the publication of by-Iaws ; it would be a great saving to
dispense with the poster. This "poster is useless except to a smnall nùmber in
the village.

2nd. Special notice need not be in writing when served i perso

According to vhat I have already saiditis armatter of"o'urse that what-
,eer, has reference to the County Councils in tlhe Act of 855 aid theamend-

~A. ~L857.
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ments of 1856, is set aside for the present, if it were on.ly that the powerskof
the County Councils should be exercised by the Parish Councils.

3rd. The Council sitting in public, should also have the privilege of sitting
with closed doors.

4th. The Secretary-Treasurer should comply with the law in rendering
his accounts only once a year.

The Secretary-Treasurer should only be obliged to produce the vouchers
for his disbursements, when giving his accounts to the public.

6th. The 16th part of the 15th section of the Municipal Act of 1855
should be struck out, substituting the following words: "To make, as the
Council may think fit, as well for the whole Municipality, as for any part of
the same, all other local by-laws which shall not be contrary to the Statute.".

7th. In place of the Superintendent, it should be at the option of every
Parish Council, even supposing the County Councils to be maintained, to
appoint, a person for drawing up procès verbaux.

8th The 53rd, 54th, and 55th clauses of the said Act, which regulate the
powers and duties of road inspectors, should be struck out, substituting a clause
authorizing the Council to regulate by by-laws, such powers and duties, and
all other clauses defining such powers, etc., should be amended in the same
manner.

9th. The 9th section of the Act of Amendment of 1856>should be repealed
the appeal should only exist by certiorari.

Municipal Councit of St. Thomas, of Pierrevile.

lst. The working of the Act bas not been satisfactory, owing to the subdivision of
County and Local Coun cils.

2nd. The office of Superintendent of Roads is useless; the Council could appoint
a deputy when necessary, as was custornary under the last Municipal Act.

3rd. The organisation into Local and County Municipalities is bad, and too
expensive; the County Council alone is preferable.

4th. The opinion of this Council is, that personal and moveable property should
be included in assessment.

5th. The Local Municipality in this Parish has worked partially, and it has raised
by assessment the amount required for its expenses.

6th. See 5th reply.

7th. The word " corvée" has no meaning here except in the relation of the landoW
ner, to the Seigneur ; however, as they are usually understood to be days' labor,
some diffilulties arise, and it is desirable that this custoin of working on roads
should be abolished.



20 Vietorio. Ap.endî (No 30.) A. 185

th. The high-roads and by-roads in this Parish are kept up as they were under
the old system of grand-voyers.

Municipal, 2ouncil of Ste. Philoméne, County of Chateauguay.

lst. The bill does fot work well in this Parish, because the great majority are
opposed to it.

2nd. It is not necessary to appoint a person as County Superintendent. The opinion
of the Council is, that the Secretary-Treasurer of each Council, or another
person be nominated by the Parish Council, to perform the duty,who would
do so at much less cost.

3rd. The Parish Council is preferred, and the abolition of the County Cotincil
is desired.

4th. It is extremely difficult to raise a tax on persoual ani moveable property.

5th. The Municipality works since the bilcrame intb operation; nd the rate is
one haif- penny in the pound currency.

6th. We have raised a half-penny in the pound, which has sufficed to meet our
expenses to the present date.

7th. We have never exacted any Statute labor.

Sth. The roads have always been kept up in accordance with the old procès-verbaux.

Antoine Plamondon, Mayor of Pointe-aux-Trembles.

Ist. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855 does not work, except in cases where
by-laws and resolutions can be passed and published without costing a farthing
to the people; Wherever theAct requires money, it does not work.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is perfectly useless ; it is one of the causes
of the ill working of the lawi because it is expensive -and dangerous and'be-
cause it cannot do justice to those interested.

The local Councils ought tohave al, the powers of Superintendents, t;hey
are much better acquainted with, the wants and differences of the people of the
locality than Superintendents who live at 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 leagues from
the- parties concerned. The byalaws and resolucions of tþe loçal councils
ouglit to be worth the procès verbaux of the Superintendents Thç office of
Superintendent shonld then be abolished at once.

One cf the twoîni icpal sh ; of tyN
never work to the advantage of the people, its office is toc list ora large
number of Parishes. Many acts of injustice may be coimitted in the County
Conneils, which could not occur in the Local Councils, be e e arisbiis
much better represented at home by 7 members, than in committee by 2 orS
membersrwhoare most frequently absentron this Council because c is' too.
far from their homes. This munipipality should beaboished it
one naintained.
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4th. The law should allow taxes to be levied on all sorts of traders alone. The
people will never endure any other.

5th. The municipality has Worked, to a certain point, wherever the Council cai act
without the intervention of the Superintendent wherever the law requires
the intervention of Superintendent, the Council does not act. It bas levied
one farthing by assessment.

6th. There bas been no assessment in my municipality, because the people have
formerly resisted it, and it would be disturbing its peace and harmony to
very littie purpose in assessing them against their will. The Secretary here
gives his services gratis ; there have been no municipal expenses.

7t. With a Local Council, the word "corvée " should be struck out of the law.
The Local Council having the power to select, by resolutions and by-laws,
the persons required to labor on municipal works. The institution of' statute
labor is useless.

Sth. The Council appoints Inspectors and sous-voyers for all the high roads and
by-ways of the Parish. These officers order the labor that is to be performed
on the roads and paths, and they are obeyed. If any difficulties arise, the
Mayor convencs the Council, who hears the parties and settles the dispute or_
disputes without its costing a farthing to any one.

T. Lemieux, Mayor of St. Isidore.

lst. The Municipal and Road Act cannot work well in all particulars, because there
is a want of sufficient and clear details, and moreover, as regards every thing
connected with road Inspection, we use the Road Acts which were repealed,
that of 1855 being insufficient.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is useful, but would Se still more so, if
this office were under the control of the local municipalitie.s or if there were
one in each locality.

3rd. The present municipal organization is preferable to all other methods.

4th. All compulsory assessments are held in detestation among us. Most certainly,
moveable and personal property should be excluded.

5th. The rnunicipality bas worked well in our locality since the passing of the Act
of 1855, there bas, however, been no taxation.

Oth. The members of the Council have paid the municipal expenses out of their
own pockets.

7th. We understand by "corvée," the labor which each of us is bound to perform
on one or several days, with spades and hoes, with or without carts and
horses.

:8th. We keep Up our by-roads in the old style, that is to say, of 36th year Geor
III, cap. 9.
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H. Cartier, Warden, and T. D. Bastien, Secretary- Treasurer of tte Munici-
pality of the County of Vaudreuil.

lst. Our opinion is, that the County is not sufficiently advanced for the working of
the Act in a useful and satisfactory manner. We cannot snggest any amend-
ments, but we take the liberty of proposing that it be repealed altogether.

2nd. We consider the office of Superintendent, as it is generally executed under
the present Act, nearly useless. We think it would be better to have no
permanent Superintendent, and that it should be left to the Council to appoint
one wherever it stood in need of his services. The parties employing him
should pay him his fees.

3rd. The Municipal Council has already petitioned several times for the abolition,
by the Legislature, of Parish Councils; it has just done so again, a few days
ago. We are of opinion that Parish Councils are -more nischievous than use-
ful In the first place, the expenses they produce are very burdënsôme, be-
sides the rent, for both County and Parish Councils, the different officers of
each of the municipalities, and pretty often aParish pays for its share, about as
much as e whole county paid under the law preceding the present one.
Again, the Parish Councils serve often only to create dissensions and local dis-
agreements. Besides which, they excite no interest among the ratepayers.
Formerly many people attended the meetings of the County Councils; now no
one is seen there, and frequently, it is rare even to find a quorum of the Coun-
cillors. In fine, we are obliged to say that the present municipal law is.very
unpopular, at least, in our County.

4th. We are of opinion that moveable and personal property should be exempt
from assessment, and that taxes should be levied on immovable property only,
according to its value. Our population is as yet so little accustomed to taxa-
tion that the more they are multiplied the more 'discontent and murmuring
will arise.

5th. The municipality in our locality has worked since the passing of the Munici-
pal and Road Act of 1855, and the amount raisèd annually by taxation in
virtue of this Act, was for the first year, for the county £66 some shillings;
for the parish £67. Second year, for the county, nothing for'the parish £75
some shillings.n

6th. There was an assessment in one municipality which has enabled us to meet
our municipal expenses.

7th. Our municipality has neyer exacted statute labor, either in labor or money.

8th. The maintenance of the road is given to the lowest bidder, by the Inspector
or sous voyer of a district, and those who are obliged to it, pay each accord-
ing to the extent of land they possess. The main roads are kept Up by the
proprietors of the land through which they pass.

lunicipality of the Parish of St. Magdeleine-de-Rigaud.

1st. The municipality and Road Act of 1855, does not work to fthe satisfaction of
the people of the Parish.

2nd. The present municipal expenses exceed by £500 cy. those of the former
County Council, which worked much better than the present one
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Srd. The salary of a superintendent is a useless expense to each Parish munici-
pality; a deputy grand-voyer, as in the former County Council, to be paid by
those who require him, would be far preferable.

4th. Abolition of Local Councils, to avoid the expense, and do away with the
munerous difficulties occasioned by the present law, and a repeal of the for-
mer County Council.

5th. Appointment of an officer by the County Council, or by the people of each
parish and township, to make a valuation of the whole county.

6th. The municipality oi this parish, since the passing of the Act of 1855, has
levied taxes to the amount of £155 cy.

7th. Since the passing of the Act, there has been no statute labour in this Parish,
the people, as under the former County Council, have kept their roads in order
by sharing the high-roads and by-roads among themselves.

Jean Moisun, Mayor, of Settrington.

lst. I am of opinion that the present Municipal law is not suited to the manners
and customs of the people, it does not work in my locality, and the people,
tired of all these changes which compel thern to study laws which they are un-

,able to comprehend, and which bring them into law suits, demand the re-
establishment of the old road inspection. Still, if, in the meantime, your com-
mittee desires only to amend the present law, I would suggest to them to
abolish Parish Municipalities, and the office of County Superintendent, and to
establish County Municipalities only, composed of two Councillors of each
Parish or eligible Township, every two years, with power to appoint a grand-
voyer, which Municipality should have the right to homologate or reject procès-
verbaux in a summery manner; and should have no power to raise taxes for
its own expenses, but should have the right to force traders to pay for licenses,
as much for selling dry goods as for selling liquors, seeing that it is the direct
taxation that has prevented the Act from working.

2nd. The answer to this question is comprised in the first, and I found my opinion
on ibis, that the power to visit roads and bridges, and cause them to be kept
in good order, as well as to carry on all public works, should be vested in the
Inspectors and sous-voyers.

3rd. I am of opinion thalt with the present organization the law will never work, the
mass of the people will not have it, it is complicated and expensive.

4th. I am of opinion that personal and moveable property should be exeipt frorn
assessment, and I suggest instead, an assessmient on real estate, in proportion
to the value of properties, and only for the Parish or Parishes which may
require it.

5th. It worked a very short time, and raised nothing by taxation.

6th. There has been no taxation, because the people have desired the Councillors
to make none, not wishing for this law, and . nothing has been raised to meet
expenses, though the Municipality is in debt.

7th. By the word corvée, we understand the labor and maintenance of roads and
bridges, performed in common by the parties whose duty it is.
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8th. The by-roads have been kept in order by the statute labor of the people, who
were obliged to have recourse to it, and the highways by each proprietor or oc-
cupant of lands along which they pass, in accordance with the old laws
of road inspection.

L. Z. Nolin, Mayor of the Village -of l'Assomption.

Ist. The A et in question works slowly and simply to supply the most pressing wants
of the locality. The people dislike this law, because it requires too much money
to make it work, without this it would move a little faster.,

2nd. The office of Superintendent is not the one which gives the greatest satisfac-
tion to the people of the county, because it is difficult to obtain the homologa-
tion of a procès-verbal, the Superintendent of a neighbouring county does not
always agree with the other, and the wardens are -not forthcorning, but the
expenses run up; it would be better to leave the homologation to the Magis-
trates, and appoint a deputy grand-voyer, in virtue of the Act 10 and il Vic.

3rd. In order to accustom the people to manage their own business, it would be
useful to leave the county and Parish Municipalities in existence.

4th. I think the present assessment answers the wants of the municipalities.

5th. The municipality has always worked well since the passing of the Act, and the
amount levied by it annually amounts to seventy-two pounds currency.

6th. There have always been assessments to meet the municipal expenses.

7th. Corvée ; this signifies labour which the Superintendent exacts from the people,
for a certain number of days for the repairs of road, as he thinks proper; but
this part of the law has not been put in force, in my locality.

8th. Since the passing of the Act, the: high-roads and by-roads have always been,
and are still, in the same condition as before the passing of the Act in question,
that is to say, without improvement.

Joseph Lemay, 'Mayor of St. Sévère.

Ist. This Act works with great difficulty i would recommend its amendment, so
as to abolish Parish Councils, and to have County Councils only.

2nd. A grand-voyer, in place of the Superintendent, whose services should be re-
munerated independently of the Council would be preferable, and this to stop
assessment on landed property, for this purpose.

Srd. To make it work requires too much money, and too many hands.

4th. I think that te establish 'a uniform assessment, it should be levied on landed
property only.

5th. Thê"municipality, in my loeality, bas worked, but without levying any assesS,
ment. The people have assessed themselves when needful.

6th. The. preceding answer.

7th. Public work, performed in common.



20 Victorioe. Appendix (No. 30) A. 15

8th. By labour, without outlay. The people, obliged to keep up the road in my
locality, are under the orders of the road Inspeçtor, who has the roads kept in
order according to law and the procès-verbaux, as-also the by-roads.

T. E. Coté, of Weedon.

st. The Act in question is difficult to understand, and I find it would be neces-
sary to make some amendments to it, that it might be more within reach of
everybody, as I perceive there are great difficulties in making it work in our
County.

2nd. That the office of Superintendent be abolished, but that there should be some
person appointed by the Council to act as Superintendent when required, for
the public works, and who should be paid only under those circuinstances.

3rd. The Municipal organisation of County and of Parish; for in these Townships
there are too many unforeseen wants to do with a County Council only.

4th. To include personal and moveable property in the assessinents, and that there
should be only three assessors named in eaci County.

5th. Our Municipality raised a suin of £50 in the inonth of January last.

7tb. We understand by the word "corvée," public labors.

8th. Our roads are made and kept in order by the proprietors; the by-roads were
rnade and are kept in order by days of Statute labor.

Narcisse Faucher, Warden of the County of Bellechasse.

1st. In principle, I consider the Municipalities a benefit to the people, calculated
to develop the material interests of the localities, and to increase civilisation,
by accustoming the citizens to public business ;, it may almost be called a
legislative body. Unfortunately the present law is.complicated, obscure, and
prolix, and sometimes incomprehensible, which tends to diminish its popularity
fbr want of its being understood. I must also add that the limited education
of a great number of its officers, causes them to be insufficiently appreciated,
and to work with difficulty in certain localities.

The County Municipalities, before the Amendment of 1856, were real
sinecures, and their powers were limited sirnply to passing by-laws for fixing
their places of meeting, building courts of justice, and gaols, a vault for the
Registrar's office, and finally, by-laws for fisheries. Fortunately the Armend-
ment of 1856 has brought some remedy to this state of things, and has dissi-
pated the ridicule which attached itself to County Municipalities.

The Municipality of St. Etienne de Beaumont, of which I am Mayor, and
the Municipality of the County of Bellechasse, of which I am Warden, work
well, as far as the difficulties of the law are concerned. I have made by-laws
for the interior economy of these Municipalities, and Ihave the satisfaction of
seeing that my fellow-citizens have done justice to mylabors, in adopting the
by-laws in question, and what is more, obeying them punctually.
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It would require considerable tirne to suggest the numerous amendments
required to th e present Municipal law, and the little time allowed me does
not admit of my discussing, so. important a subject lightly and hurrie<ly. I
will corifine myself to enumerating a few.

In the first place, in my opinion, it is absurd in principle to amend a law
every two years, before lime is given to try its working. It is much to be
regretted that: the instability of the legislator causes such continued changes in
the Iaws. Hardly is a law passed when, without giving time to test its
efficacy, it is abandoned. This is certainly fnot the way to render the Munici-
pal system popular.

Moreover, why not remodel altogether a law of this description as
amendcd, in lieu of making a separate amendmentI If you-consult the main
law, you Must then refer to thé arendment, to see that the clause is not
changed, then to the amendment of the arendnment, and sometimes even to
the arnendment of the, amendment of the amendment. It is a perfectIaby-
rinth, in which the nost intelligent lose themselves, with phrases a page long,
\vhich one must recommence when half way through, to ascertainthe meaning.
The grand object of-the legislator was doubtless, n creating the Municipalities,
to establish the interests of the agricultural classes, which are generally ill-
instructed. The best way to effect this, in my opinion, is to observe the
greatest oossible simplicity in all the details of the law. The less complication
there is in the machinery, the more direct and disposable force is there to
effect the desired object. In the same way, we can only hope to see the
Municipality produce all the benefits expected from it, when the machine is
able to work with.the least possible complication.

The Assessment Roll in a Parish is of the greatest importance ; this indi-
cates the means of the citizens, the riches and resources of a locality. It is the
barometer which regulates the measures to be taken for the building of
churches, courts of justice, gaols, markets, and finally, for. making the improve-
ments necessary and useful to the people ; it is the indication of the taxes.
Why, then, have it submitted to numberless formalities, anti oblige the Muni-
cipalities to performr-it every three.years in future,when those who are
called upon to complete it are -generally npt sufficiently educated to observe
all the formalities of, an, attorney. ad litem. . In the County of Bellechasse, I
was obliged to: return ail the assessment rolls presented tomein my capacity
of Warden (except that of Beaumont, which I had directed' myself, as Mayor
of that locality,) that they might receive the formalities required by law ; and
even. several Municipalities of this County have been obliged4to begia over:
again, and proceed with a new. as3essment roll. To judge of. other Munici-
palities by the:one I have just mentioned;,it rnay be.safely asserted that no
prosecution instituted under the greater number of the ýassessnent rolls now in
torcein Canadawould be maintained in any Curt ofiJusticei if.contested.

Why. not simply say that an assessment roll shal abe made annually,
directed by the Municipality, accordingto, a printed form supplied by the
Government, the blanks of which should be filed up by sworn assessors
according to law, such assessmentroll to bè attested bythe Assessors and the
Secretary-Treasurer, then deposited for a: reasonable time with the Secretary-
Treasurer of the Municipality, to be amended on the requisition of parties
aggrieved, and then homologated by a resolution,- of n the Municipality,
certified by the Mayor and Secretary-Treasurer, to remain inforce and affect
from the day. of homologation tilf, afresh one be issued by theIMunicipality
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The maintenance of high-roads, as well as by-road's, and ail ferries
in the Municipality, should be given out by contract to the highest bidder, paid
by the ' ate-payers in cash, according to the value of their properties as
exhibited on the assessment roll. This rule should be compulsory, instead of
optional, as at present; this would simplify business considerably, and I think
that the public and the rate-payers would benefit in every way by il. It is
true that the rich would pay more than the poor; but should not the rich
extend a hand to his poor brother, and help him? If Providence has placed
him in a better position, is it not an additional reason for his liberality? The
roads would be uniform, always in good order, and the rate-payers would avoid
a great amoûnt of difficulties which arise every day, and whenever it is neces-
sary to draw up a fresh procès-verbal, always a matter of expense to the rate-
payers. The law should also direct that ail summer roads should be raised in
the centre and drained. This clause should also be compulsory, as when once
the roads were raised, very little labor would suffice to keep them in order. I
know that the people would make a great outcry at first, but they would soon
perceive that these measures were for their benefit, and would approve of what
they at first condemned, as was the case with turnpike roads, which every one
rejected, but which they would now like to have before their doors.

To assist the Municipalities in their labors, I would recommend that the
law should oblige the Municipalities to get maps made by a sworn surveyor of
each Municipality respectively, on a uniforn scale, shewing the distances,
roads, rivers, and bridges, for the information of the Councillors and parties
concerned. In this respect, the law should not simply suggest, but order.

One of the best means in my opinion to put down the shameful vice of
drunkenness, and to favor temp-rance, would be to give to the Municipalities
the right to pass by-laws, imposing not only fines, with imprisonment in case
of non-payment, on persons selling liquor without a license, as the present
law allows it, but also the right to imprison for a limited period, on the deposi-
tion of a credible witness before a Magistrate, ail offenders against the law,
particularly those who should exhibit themselves drunk within the limits of a
Municipality. A man never gets a better warning than when he pays by his
purse and his liberty. It would no. doubt be a good rernedy, and the best
possible means to put the intemperate on their guard. The sight of his fellow-
man, met on the public street, deprived of reason, in a state of drunkenness,
and we may add, on a level with the beast, is it not a sad and frightful spec-
tacle for humanity-for a being endowed with intelligence and mind.

2nd. The office of Municipal Superintendent should be preserved, in my opinion,
now that its duties can be performed by the Secretary-Treasurer of the Muni-
cioality. -This office is indispensable to a good organisation of Municipal
system ; on him devolves the execution of the works to be performed on the
roads and bridges in the Municipality; he possesses original jurisdiction in the
matter of roads to be opened or closed, of bridges to be built, and ditches to be
made ; he directs the inspectors, visits the works, hears the.different parties, and
makes a half yearly report to the Local Councils, andan annual one tothe County
Council; he is theGeneral of an army, of which the Municipalityis the sovereign.
His duties must thus be considerable to bring to perfectionthe measures adopted
by the Municipalities, and make them work well.

Unfortunately the County Superintendents are poorly rewarded for their
services by the Municipalities, from which it follows that they neglect their
duties, and in fact they are dispensed with, for fear of having to pay them,
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which renders this important office nearly useless to the public. We are
afraid to tax for fear of becoming unpopular. This is the perpetual phantom,
the sight of which overcomes the strongest wills, and the best inclinations in
the world. Here again the law should be peremptory, and not optional, if the
desired end is to be obtained. We must not be afraid to impose moderate
taxes to obtain a better result. If a man cannot live without food, the com.
munity cannot get on without money. Man's labor must be paid; pay well
if you wish to be well served. The Municipalities will only really work well
when this principle shall be well understood; and put in practice. Then we
may expect all possible benefit from the municipality.

3rd. County and Parish municipalities have each their peculiar excellences, and
much might be said of one and the other.

The Parish municipality, it is true, has the advantage of being at the very
door of those interested in it, who understand their own wants better, by know-
ing the localities and the individuals; and we may add, that it lies within its
natural limits. It miglitalso be more popular; but there is the difficulty and
impediment of office forms to be combated, besides innumerable petty interests,
moving in a narrow circle, local divisions, intrigue and favoritism, and the
littie parishes of villages which would become null in a county municipality.

The County municipality has a more extended and. elevated frame-
work, and is therefore more independent, and less subject to loca 1 influence;
consequently, better calculated to do even handed justice, and be of universal
benefit; The multiplicity of offices and employees is avoided. There is more
uniformity in the by-laws, more economy of time, books, and expenses. The
meeting is more imposing by its nurmbers. There are to be met per-
sons with more public spirit, less prejudice and passions, and more bar-
mony in the deliberations. It is a miniature parliament, calculated to elevate
the mind, and initiate the citizen into, and accustom him to public business.
If the present system is not to be persevered in, I prefer the County munici-
palities in this respect. I do not share the opinions of my colleagues in the
County, who are favorable to Parish municipalities, and who addressed a
petition to the branches of the ,Legislature to that effect, in the month of
March, last. In fact, whther the County or Parish nunicipality be maintain-
ed, it is of the greatest inportance to allow the interested parties to cause a
revisal of the proceedings of Councils, by.a court of justice. This is a wise
and indispensable precaution, which will put the Councillors on their
guard, compelling them to introduce regularity and justice into their proceed-
ings, and which will be a guarantee against the excesses and tyranny which
are too often the peculiarizy of petty corporations. Then a·bitrary measures
will not be substituted for law, and love for the public good will get the
better of prejudice, passion, violence, intrigue, favoritism, and party spirit.

4th. I do not see, at present, the necessity for assessing personal and moveable
property. The population in -this province is mostly agricultural, and in
assessing. landed property, according to the present system, all the. citizens,
with very few exceptions, are assessed ; this sufficies for the wants of
the municipality. The present method appears to me suitable and sufficient
to meet the end:desired

5th. The local municipality of St. Etienne de Beaumont, las woiked well since the
passing of the municipal and road IActvof,1855, and the amount of taxes
imposed and raised last year by assessment, in virtue of this-Act, amounts to a
little more than £41, (a farthing in the pound,) and this un has sufficed to

A 1857.



20 Victoriæe. Appendix (No. 30) A 185

meet our expenses, not only for the current year, but for the preceeding one.
The people paid without remonstrance.

The Municipal expenses of the County of Bellechasse, for the year 1855-56,
do not exceed the sum of fifteen pounds currency, which was voluntarily sub-
scribed for, and in the name of the local municipality of this County, by the
respective Mayors of these localities.

&th. I refer to my answer to my fifth question.

7th. In our municipality, we understand by the expression "corvée," the personal
labor or supply of materials from parties who do not wish to pay money for bis
share of the work in the municipality.

Sth. The front roads are maintained by the proprietors or occupants of the lots, as
enjoined by the first paragraph of the 45th section of the municipal and Road
Act of 1855, and the by-roads are put up to public competition for a sum of
money, and paid for by the proprietors or occupants of lots in a concession to
which it leads, frorn a front concession or an older one, in proportion to the
frontage of the lots occupied by them, in accordance with 5th and 6th para-
graphs of the Act before mentioned, at the Sid section.

Alexie Millet, and Onésime Bellemare, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Guillaume,
County of Drumnond.

lst. The Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act of 1855-57, is defective, be-
cause it leaves room for dispute, in the interpretation of a very large number
of points, which a wise and enlightened legisiature should have foreseen and
cleared up, for with incomplete or faulty municipal laws, it would be much
better for the people not to have the enjoyment of municipalinstitutions, which
then produce nothing but dissatisfaction, insubordination, contempt of the law,
the legislature, and the authorities. This Act does not work in a satisfactory
manner, because it necessitates excessive expense, without any advantage or
general utility, and this displeases the people very much. The gencral meet-
ings of local Councils, should only take place every two months, with a spec-
ial meeting when needed, on a written requisition to the Mayor, setting tbrth
the reasons for the requisition, as there is so littie business to do generally.

The election of Councillors should be partial, every year a third, instead
of being general every two years, for this reason, that we are exposed every
two years, to see the Council composed entirely of new men, having no ex-
perience of municipal business. The sworn returns of notification of appoint-
ment of municipal officers, of publication of notice, &c., being no way necessary,
should only be exacted with respect to the publication of by-laws.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished, as it does not pro-
duce any improvenent here, in the maintenance of the roads, at the saine time,
causing the County an expense of £75. Every local Council should itself be
the Superintendent of roads, and of the road Inspectors in the municipality,
with power to delegate one or more of its members to go upon the spot
wherever required, for inspection or other duty which would avoid heavy ex.
penses. These delegates should make a report of their enquiry, and of their-
opinion, and this report, after adoption'by the Council, after discussion, would
serve as the basis of a by-law, or for its amendments, if it were only
amended.
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Srd. County municipalities should be abolished. and local municipalities retained,
for the better men are acquainted with the localities over which they are to
exercise their jurisdiction, so much the more will they appreciate its wants and
resources, and how much the pleasanter it is to have our petitions or our differ-
ences settled by seven suchrmen, than by a County Council, into the composi-
tion of which only one or two mernbers ofeach locality will enter, all the others,
forming the majority, being strangers. Appeals should be brought hefore he
County circuit court, and no by-law should become void for want of formality
in its preparation. There should be estabishedi a board of delegates, on
questions affecting one or more municipalities, in accordance with the 44th,
45th, and 46th clauses of the Sth Vict., ch. 40.

4th. To include moveable property in asseisment, it would be necessary in order to
insure uniformity, to 1tke the affidavit of every person making a declaration; are
not goods, sometimes, sold, removed, or hidden? Nov, as affidavitsare too often
exacted on subjects of trivial importance, it would be preferable to exclude
moveable property from assessment; basing solely on real estate, on professions
and trades. The lav should compel the assessors to value real estate, accord-
ing b tohe value of the arpent, at the time of valuation for cash, which is not
done everywhere, far fron it.

5th. The municipality has raised, by assessment, a sum of £62, foi' its share of the
expenses of the County Council, and those of the Local Council, for the years
1855-56. The method of keeping up the high-roads and bv-roads is still the
old one, but the law ought to oblige the lhspectors to give out every year the
by-roads, and other public roads of their respective divisions, by contract, to the
lowest tender, giving security for the due fulfillment of the contract, with
authority to raise the necessary funds on the proprietors or occupants of the
lands, charged by procès-verba7l, or other authority, with the maintenance of
these works, paying their proportion of the cost calculated on the valuation
contained in the last assessment roll in force for the municipality.

Louis M. Audette dit Lapointe, Mayor of the Township of Viger.

1st. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855, is prejudicial to the interest of all
our parishes, and ruinous to the new Eastern Townships ; this Act is a gen-
eral subject of complaint and of annoyance in this locality, it works only
against the wishes of the generality of the settlers who cannot comply with
it on account of the enormous expense producéd by the tracing of roads, the
costs of assessment, &à. A local council would be quite sufficient as soon
as it was invested with authority to appoint a deputy grand voyer for the
tracing out of high roads and by-roads, who might at the sarne time be
secretary to the council, and vho would be paid by those requiring his
services as deputy grand voyer, and who would receive the revenues of, the
councils for,his fees as secretary ; these fees in both cases being regulated by
a by-law of the council. A county council alone, in the absence of all local
council, would be equally effective, provided a deputy grand voyerwas ap-
pointed in each locality to inspect or lay out roads, by-roads, or bridges,
making his report to council as was done heretofore. By one of these means
great expense would be saved, provided that in the-latter case the officer
supplying the place of Superintendent, and of the Secretary ofthe Council,
were paid in the manner suggested above, so, as to avoid direct taxation,
which is the first subject of objection to the law.
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2nd. The office of Superintendent would be useless, after the suggestions I have
just made; this office, ever since this Act cane into force, bas been a sub.
ject of complaint, athough, in my opinion, the fees of this officer were
reduced sufficiently low, bis duties are too wide spread, and his annual visit
useless. In keeping up our Inspectors and. sous-voyers, we must do away
with all the costs of notices, inspection, and travel.

3rd. We should have either only a County Council or only Local Councils.

4th. It is advantageous to include personal and moveable property in the assess-
ment.

5th. The municipality of the township of Viger, bas been working since thle
Inonih of November, 1855, and the amoùnt of its expenses, is £800.

6th. An assessment roll was made in L 56, but the collection to be made to meet
the expenses is nearly impossible, on account of the illegality of the titles of
the occupants of lots in this neighbourhood, the want of moveables to seize
in the residences of the parties resisting, and the frequent absence of many
who only occupy these lands at the times of sowing and harvest. In striking
out assessment Irom the law, these serious difficulties would cease in this
locality.

7th. The carrying on avork by statute labor lias appeared to us the most in-
tolerable part of the law, and in this neighbourhood it bas never been
adopted.

8th. The by-roads have been kept in repair by voiuntary corvée, not wishing to
avail ourselves of the law for their maintenance,, feeling that the system of
dividing the shares of labor, of each proprietor, by the amount of valuation
was unjust, and odious to those of the settiers \vho have most encouraged
the settlement of the lands of the Urown, by overcoming the most difficul-
ties in opening and clearing a few acres o land, and that by the system of
alloiment of the present law, they would be obliged to open and maintain
the by-roads for the benefit of those among the neighbouring parishes, who
occupy lots only for the purpose of felling wood, having only made a very
simiall clearing, thus preventing their lands from reaching too high a value.

Fulg. Préfontaine, of Durham,

lst. The Act in question is good, and it works pretty wvell in my locality, only it
is too complicated, and too long to be easily put in force.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is quite useless, it should be abolished
as being too expensive; and the office of grand-voyer for each parish or town-
ship be substituted for it.

3rd. Tlie municipal organization of county municipalities should be abolished
and all the powers confeired on County Councils, should be transferred ta
Local Councils.

4th. The plan adopted in the Act with regard to assessment, is the best and
fairest tIat has ever been employed.

5th and 6th. The municipality bas worked, and about £500 have been raised by
taxes last year, for making roads, and for the expenses of the Council.



20 Victo-ia Appendix (No. 30.) A.857.

7th. By the word "corvée," we understand a certain riumber of days' labor to'be
given to work at the worst parts of the road, and ordered by the Superinten-
dent.

8th. The front roads are made and kept in order by the proprietors, and the by-
roads are sold, and others are divided into shares and kept in order by the
parties interested in them.

Public Meeting of the Township of Laterrière, County of Chicoutimi.

lst. We are of opinion, and certain that the municipal and Road Act of 1855,
does not work in a satisfactroy manner, we would suggest that it should be
abolished, and think tLat the former municipal Act would answer much
better.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is hurtful and prejudicial to the advan-
tages which might be derived from the municipal laws; it is generally a
public nuisance. A deputy grand-voyer, as formerly, is more suitable, leav-
ing to the Council the right to employ him when needed.

3rd. We are of opinion that the organization of County rmunicipalities is prefer-
able; in the first place, it is mucli easier to obtain justice, seeing that the
meeting of Councillors of each locality paralyses the interest of the locality,
which is but too much felt in the Parish municipalities; that with a single
Council there would be but one clerk, who can be easily reinuneraied by the
Council establishing a tariff, obliging those who require bis services to pay him
according io the tariff; this system has succeeded very well here and else-
where. Another diffieulty which arises in the Parish Councils, is the ab-
sence of qualified persons, especially a clerk, for want of whom it happens
that a great many of the proceedings of these Parish Councils, when they
come to be put in execution, are declared to be null, and stamped as such in
every court of justice. With the Parish Councils, every clerk exacts as
much as the County clerk for his services, thus: if £50 are enough to remu-
nerate the County clerk, we may conclude that this same County divided
into Parish Couucils, let us suppose eight, at the very least, the expense
would be £400, and so on.

4th. As to the present mode of assessment, we see no objection to it, and consider
it good enough.

5th. Yes, it bas worked, but in a very irmperfect manner, it bas produced no
assessment.

6th. It was impossible to raise taxes without ruining the people, newly settled in
this new municipality, we have worked by making sacrifices, and ah the
same times doing things imperfectly.

7th. The word "corvée " is understood here to mean a day's labor, or more ac-
cording to necessity, in compliance with the requisition of sous-voyers and
local Inspectors; each person brings the necessary tools; this work is often
performed in proportion to the amount of land owned by each of the parttes.

8th. The systerm of keeping up the by-roads here, both before and after the passing
of the Act in question is as follows: the by-road is divided into lots, in pro-
portion to the properties of those bound to maintain it, and each party keeps.
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up his share in winter generally the sous-voyers adjudges it to a contractor,
and the cost is paid by the parties bound to keep it in repair, in accordance
with an allotment proportioned to the frontage.

Municipal Council of St. Jacques-le-Mineur.

1st. The Act in question, as it exists at present, cannot conduce to the well being
of the people, and it bas worked very ill in our locality since it has been in
force.

2nd. That the office of County Superintendent should be abolished, and in place of
the Superintendent, one or more delegates should be appointed by each Local
Council, to nct in each of their localities respectively, such delegates should
be invested with powers similar to those of the present Superintendents,
excepting, however, the different modifications wbich the Local Councils might
think. proper to make, and on this the members of the Council should
found their opinion; this plan would be much less expensive; it would be much
easier for a delegate, as proposed above, to have the superintendence of only
one local municipality than that of five or six.

3rd. That Parish municipalities continue to exist, but that they be entirely distinct
fron County municipalities, in such a manner that the expenses 10 which each
Muiicipality is liable, be paid by each respectively.

4tb. That the systen of assessment remain as it is at present, without excluding
from it personal and moveable property.

5th, The amount collected annually by assessment, in virtue of the Act in question,
was £18 5s. 9d.

6th. In our nmunicipality we understand by the word " corvée " the power of the
the municipal Council to exact from every person baving no landed property,
labour on public works, within the limits of the municipality.

7th. Since the passing of the Act in question, the high-roads or by-roads have been
kept in order by the neighbouring proprietors, in accordance with their res-
pective procès-verbaux.

J. Paré, of St. François, Island of Orleans.

Ist. The law would vork well if there were no assessment.

2nd. I think the office of County Superintendent should be abolished, and that a
temporary deputy grand-voyer should be appointed by the Council.

3rd. I think Local Councils should be done away with, County Councils, with some
amendierits, would be sufficient.

4th. Assess mortgages, otherwise debtors are, obliged to pay for their creditors.

5th The municipality has worked since the passing of the Act in question, the
Council lias collected no tax ; the Councils. have paid the Secretaries from their
own funds, tilt tne County Council has decided to colleet all the expenses.
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7th. By the word "corvée" I understand the power of road Inspectors, to exact
labour on the roads, from the people.

Sth. Every proprietor keeps in order his front road and his shares of by-road
in summer. The by-roads are given to the lowest bidder in winter, and the
cost of keeping them in order is paid by the persons who are obliged to do
so. All fines and licenses should be leit to the Municipalities,

Zephlirin Bertrand, Warden of the Couty of Beauce, and Mayor of the Township
of Tring.

lst. The Municipal Act is much too complicated for the 'capacity of the people
who are charged with putting it in 'force ; not only the present A t, but
of ail the Municipal Acts which have been passed since 1840, not one has
worked for one rmoment to the satisfaction of men of sense who desire the
advancement of Canada. Whatever concerns road superintendence has always
been in à lamentable state in this part of the country, (la Beauce,) not
to say worse, it has arrived at such a point, that instead of opening new roads
to settle our new properties, which are numerous in these townships, the old
means of communication, which require little work to keep them in good
order, are not attended to at all; what is the consequence ? It is ibis, that
our young people are going away in shoals every year, towards the east and
in the west of the Inited States of America, to seek that, which with another
system, can be found as well here are any where else,-fortune. There is a
certain number about to leave this for the east this spring.

Wfiat is necessary is, a Municipal law, short, lear, precise, at Ihe same
tipe liberal, and which should indicate 1o the municipal authorities in the
Townships a more clear and distinct method, in a clearer style than in the
present Act, of causing the roads of the persons styled " the great proprie-
tors " to be made, these parties are generally unknown and are the scourge
and the ruin of new settlements, as it is generally difficuit to know them,
to caus(e them to make improvements.

I must say, though with regret, that the best and only amend ment to be
made in the municipal system would be its complete and immediate repeal,
for it has been introduced into Canada at least fifty years too early for the
happiness of the people which is fnot prepared, for it, which believes itself
to be ill-used, because it has been allowed to assume the management of its
own affairs; it should have begun by instructing the people (which the Brit-
ish Government, for honour's sake; should have continued to do after the
cession of the country if she had fnot desired to enslave the inhabitants by
keeping them in ignorance,) and all would have worked well; before that
it was perfectly useless; to be convinced of the truth of my statement, il will
merely be sufficient to attend a sitting of some Local or County Council in
this part of the country.

But as it is more than probable that the Legislature Vill not decide on
altei-ing the present system, and it will continue in force, for the misfortune
of the people, itwould be very necessary that.every councillor elected should
at least be capable of reading, writing and keeping accounts in a passable
manner, for how can you expect a council composed of members the best
educated of .whom are just capable of mechanically signing their naies
(there are several in la Beauce) to transact public business. , Without amend-

A. 1857.
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ment, with the best inclination in the world, the. law must always be a dead
letter in the hands of such legislators.

2nd. If the Municipal systerm is maintained the Superintendent of roads should
be retained also without any diminution of his powers :-Ist. Because the
office of Superintendent requires great practice for the person who fills it, to
do so witlh honôr to himself and advantage to the public. , There are some
persons who ii ail matters look only to the outlay of a few pence, without
taking at al] into account the benefit resulting from it. If we consider how
much more a road badly located must cost in opening and maintaining it,
without counting the trouble of those who are obliged to pass continually
over it and the disputes, the hatred, the quarrels which will result from it, the
conviction will soon arise that this office should not be surrendered at discre-
tion to the first comer as a charge of no importance; the rnisfortune of this
country is that the generality of men think thenselves fit for every employ-
ment without having stndied or practised anything. 2nd. If anything eau
facilitate the working of the municipal system it is, no doubt, that of the
office of road Superintendent filled by a man of judgnent, just, honomiable,
and impartial, in whom confidence can be reposed.

Srd. The more quickly Parish 1M1unicipalities are abolished the better, for the
simple reason that since they have been in operation there has not been to
my knowledge a single decision whichr might not have been quite as well
settled by the County Municipality. It is a uscless expense and indeed a
conflict which can onlyresult in injury to the rate-payers, besides if it becomes
necessary to decide the simplest question in the Parisb Municipalities, a cabal
is at once forrned of people without hearts or honour, without feelings or the
wish to (o well, which paralyses all action, which under the pretext of pr-
tecting the rights of the people, keeps thingsin statu quo, and by that means
keeps the people in trouble and misery.

4th. It would only be fair to include perso.al and moveable property in the
assessmen, for the party who bas but little immoveable property may have
a certain amount of noveable effects, and is often freed from paying more than
a quarter of wha. lie ought legally to contribute ; but the peop!e are not
prepared for this change, and the best plan would be not to introduce.it for
a good many years to core, till the people can appreciate its justice and
require it; tiien will bi the time to introduce it, till then its introduction
mav do more harma flian good, and tihrow back the working of the Municipal
system for many years. The only way to establish a uniform assessment in
each county. would be to cause its completion to be regulated by the County
Council (if, after flie time allowed by the law to the Parish Councils should
have elapsed the latter had not caused it to be done which is less under
the influence of the coterie of each parish, and xvhich could act with more
freedom, and to give it the pou er to revise at all times the rolls of each local
municipality. whel her collectively or partially, as soon as it shall have com-
pleted them, in such manner as they may think proper ; for it is not fair that
for one munici paliy t ihat bas not prepared its assessment ail the others should
suffer, as is tbe case now with us, being obliged to give double what we
ouglt, because it lias pleased the ricli municipalities of the lower part of the
country to cause their assessment rollsto be made, in consequence we have
not been able 1o gel ours revised vhich is far too high for those of the
neighbouring municipalities with which we are obliged to open a, new road.

5th. The Municipalit-y of TFring works tolerably, since the passing of the
present ct, and has iinposed an assessment of £16 to cover its expeuses of
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iast year, three quarters of which have been paid; it has done as much this
year. I understand by the expression corvée, assistance to be granted at the
opening or repairing certain main roads, which it would be too expensive and
and onerous for the proprietors themnselves. There lias not been a single
day of statute labor done in this municipality since the passing of the act,
although there is are rnany young men who are liable to it, and there
is no want of places to employ them, but it is with this as with every thing
else, everyt'oing is left in statu quo for fear of displeasing a few grumblers.
Since the passing of the present Municipal Act, no summer road has been
kept in order as regulated by - the law ; as to the winter roads, they have
been kept in order in the same manner as in ail the rest of La Beauen.
The county council, at its sitting in the month of December last, hava
ordered the maintenance of the Lambton road by a new procés-verbal, (the
only one it ordered); but alarmed at the great step it had just taken at its
sitting in the month of March last, it suspended the action on the said procès-
verbal, till the month of June following; for what reason, God only knows,
unless from fear of people who neither know what they say nor what they do.
in such proceedings there is enough to frighten the most intrepid, and for my
part, after having strtuggle d with my whole strength since the said act came
into operation to make it work well, and having been unable to succeed in any
respect, I have alnost determined to abandon it to its unlucky fate.

Charles, Cornier, MJayor of the Village of Plessisville,, Gountyý of Megantic.

lst. It works pretty satisfactorily ini ny locality, àùcd I think it should be maintained
toý compel the people to enter into public business, which they have neyer
attenmpted til the pa.ssing of the present act.

2nd. The office of Coutity Superintendent bas'been very useful in' this county, 'as
the 're were niany roads to open, and the cost of laying out these roads having,
been'paid b)y the parties interested, thischarge bas ci'eated no diffculty inthis,
county that 1 ar aware of.

3rd. As to the present inunicipal organization, I arn ef opinion that it would be
more benieficial to the public ecoiony lo 1suppress the county' muiinicipaIities,
and to maintainthe parisl counicils, iincreasing; their p owers.

4th. ýI think that the asscssaient ,on Iandcd property should be continued, and
that moveableý property should flot be taxed, because too mhuch difficuilty
woufld arise in the valuation.

Sth. It lias worked since the passing of the MN-unicipal and,,Road Act ot'1855.
The municipality of this village bas been assessed from 185 -5 to, 1856' for the,
suni of £1031lOs. 51d., of which £85 3s. 51id. for't1ie erection of a bridge in
the village, 'and £18 7s. for the annuai expenses of the council. For 1856-7,
the surin of £18 7s. was collected for the expenses of' the,-counCil'Ï.

7th. We understand by "lcorvée," a day's 1abour on the roads'of the municipe&ity','
by every mnaIe person above 18 years of age, and under 60, who is ota pro-
pnietor;* but tip to ýthis period we have neyer exacted it.

8th. In winter, they bave been, kept in orderat thiýe expense of th'e municipality,,
and in summer, at the expense of ea.h proprietor or occupant.

A. 1î
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Ignace Letourneau, Mayor of the Parish of 'Ste. Famille, Island of Orleans.
Louis Gagnon, Mayor of the Parish of St. Pierre, Island of Orleans.
Joseph Chabolte, Mayor of the Parish of St. Laurent, Island of Orleans.

1st. The Act in question bas worked, it is true, in our respective local municipali-
ties, but not without serious inconvenience, on account of ambiguity existingin
it, and onr opinion is, that, for the well wotking of the municipalities, an intelli-
gible law is necessary, the interpretation of which would be more clear and
distinct than that of the present one.

2nd. The office of Superintendent should be filled by the Secretary-Treasurer of
each County, as required by the Act of amendment of the Act before
quoted, which, however, could not take effect except through the orders of
suclh Council, and under its direction, when the case absolutely required its
interference as such.

Brd. Parish municipalities should, in our opinion, be abolished, seeing that the
County municipalities could alone transact the business and meet the wants of
each locality comprised within the limits of such Courity ; but we think pro-
per to suggest to your committee, that it is expedient that every Couity mu-
nicipality should have the power to appoint their delegates, for the purpose of
deciding finally all disputes arising from such decisions and laws of all munici-
pal Councils, so that when anydifficulty arose respecting a by-law or ordinance of
any municipal Council, such difficulty should be settled by the delegates of the
nearest municipality, as being considered in no wav interested in the subject
in litigation. We suggcst besides, to your committee, that the publication of
by-laws passed by ail the municipal Councils, in the manner required by the
Act above quoted, should be done away with, as this system produces consider-
able expense, and people generally pay no attention to them, so that we
think it would be just as well for the latter if there were no publication,
every one having the privilege of going to the office of such Council, and en-
quiring into its proceedings.

4th. In our opinion, it would be more expedient to exclude personal and nioveable
property fron assessment; immoveable property should alone be included.

5th The municipal Act haîs worked, it is true, in our respective Parishes, since its
passing, but to the dissatisfaction of the people ; and the aiount collected by
assessment annually, bas been as follows: In the Parish of Ste. Famille, of
1855-6, £15 ; in that of St. Pierre, from 1855 to 1856, £12; and in that of
St. Laurent, Island cf Orleans, froni 1855 to 1856,£19 ; and in the said Parish
of Ste. Famille, from 1856 te 1857, £16; in that of St. Pierre, from 1856 to
1857, £14; and finally, in that of St. Laurent, from 1856 to 1857, £18.

6th. The amounts of the above municipal expenses were raised in our respective
Parishes by assessment.

7th. By the word " corvée,>' we understand the assistance required for the main-
tenance of by-roads and by-ways in some localities, but in our , opinion no law
should exist, exacting any such service.

8tb. And finally-The system of keeping up our roads in our respective localities
has always been as follows, viz: every proprietor is bound to the care of a
share assigned to him, by a legal allotment, and as to the publie roads, every
proprietor is bound to keep in repair such roads and bridges as pass through or
opposite to his property.
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Joseph Chabot, Mayor of St. Laurent, Island of Orleans.

Having more maturely considered our interests, I find still something
wanting in the answers I returned, conjointly with Messrs. Letourneau and
Gagnon. It would, in the first place, be more heneficial to transfer the duties
of County Superintendent to the Inspector, than to the Secretary of the Coun-
cil, as we have been imprudent enougih to demand in our answers, because the
Inspector would perform the duties gratuitousry.

It vould further be desirable that the County Councit should assemble but
twice a year, with the privilege of meeting oftener, if required, for important
business. In fine, the Municipal and Road Act of*1855, as amended in 1856,
had no result, from its appearance, to this day, except to create general dis-
satisfaction, and the sound of rebellion in our neighbourhood. There remains
one more important affair which I had not exarnined with sufficient attention,
at the time of our meeting, that is the systeni of keeping up the high and by-
roads; allow me to say that the present law is not ail that we require, nothing
would be better than a new Act, based on the old Act of Geo. III.

F. Labelle, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Edouard.

lst. The local, even the County municipalities do not work well, there is no agree-
ment, no harmony, we discharge our duties with regret, and solely for the pur-
pose of putting the law in execution; with the full wish to escape from the
obligation of making the Act work. The people speak of revolting, when re-
quired to pay their assessment. The nunicipalities should have the power of
irnposimg licences on tavern keepers and traders, with power to require
from the Magistrates an account of the fines and penalties received by them,
and to compel them to do this, by pr:ceedings taken before the Warden
of the County, and this collection should be devoted to the use of the mu-
nicipalities.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is too expensive ; there are too many powers
and responsibilities attached to this charge; the municipalities should have the
power of naming some individual, temporarily to act as may be required. The
road Inspectors should be responsible for damages, and not the corporations,
except the recourse they have against the proprietors, who may have caused
damage by their negligence.

3rd. The County municipalities, with the above mentioned modifications, are pre-
ferable to the Parish municipalities, they would be less expensive, and several
counties together would answer still better, for instance, one municipality in
eaci judicial district.

4th. Immoveable property atone should be subject to assessment, so as to establish
a uniform system of assessment in each County.

5th. The nunicipality of St. Edouard works,; since the passing of the Municipal
Act of 1855, it has collected, fron that time to the present day £7.

6th. Assessments have been levied in the municipality of St. Edouard and they have
been levied on the landed properties, in accordance with the assessment roll of
the same.
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7th. We understand by the word "corvée," works performed in common by man-
ual labour.

8th. We understand by the Queen's high roads, the frontage of the property of each
individual, and every proprietor is bound to labour on the by-roads, for the
breadth of his land.

Municipal Council of Notre Dame du Grand Brûtlé.

lst. The Act as constructed has always appeared serviceable wherever it has been
brought into operation, but whether fron want of knowledge or fron ill-will, we
have always seen opposition arising to it, never in the najority ; these are the
reasons which induce us to desire, instead of a Local Council, a County Coun-
cil, in which we should be represented'by not less than two Councillors.

2ndi We appreciate the advantage of having a disinterested man invested with
sufficient power to decide our disputes, viz: a deputy grand-voyer able to
verbalise.

3rd. We desire a County Council, as more favorable to our interests.

4th. The valuation of real estate, we admit to be pref'erable to any other.

5th. The Council has always been in operation. Nothing has beeri collected from
the rate-payers up to this time, because the Council wished, as much as possi-
ble, to spare expenses of ail kinds.

6th. Also, up to this moment, the Secretary-Treasurer has not received from the
the municipality, either in whole or in part, the salary usually given to these
employés ; the succeeding secretaries not having either received their salaries,
the Councillors not being able to procure monies froim the rate-payers, or wish-
ing to avoid the disputes which geierally arise on these occasions.

7th. By the words " statute labour," we understand works dlone by a gathering of
the people 'ordered by the by-laws of the Couneil in sessions ; we un-
derstand in addition, the repairs of bridges, opening of roads, works on public
roads, &c.

Sth. Our by-roads, and public highways have always been made and kept in repair
by statute labour, by the people. We have never heard here of money ex-
pended by Government for public works in the township of Laterrière.

Joseph Chambeland, Mayor, and lagloire Brochu, Secretary-Treasurer of St.
Lambert.

lst. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855, does not work in our municipality,
or rather it only acets under certain circumstances.

2nd. We wish the office of County Superintendent to be abolished.

3rd. We wish the Parish Councils to continue.

4th. We revoke the assessment, and propose that every municipal Council shall pay
its own expenses.
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5th. The municipality of our locality has been in operation since the 30th July,
1855, but collects nothing by assessment.

6th. There has been no assessment in our municipality, but we have had recourse
to voluntary subscription, to preserve good order and harmony in our Parish,
and it has served to defray the municipal expenses.

7tb. By the expression " corvée," we understand all works done in common, such
as the construction or keeping in repair of bridges and by-roads.

8th. As to the method of keeping in repair the by-roads and high-ways in our
locality, every proprietor does his share, under the eye of the sous-voyers
and Inspectors.

Municipaliy of the Township oj Tremblay.

lst. We approve of the Act up to a certain point; as to the manner of raising
taxes, we think that if the Council could cite the rate-payer who refuses to pay
his assessment before the Circuit Court, and that this Court were invested with
sufficient powers to condemn them to pay such legal laim, it would save the
Council from a task of great labour, for when it is requisite to make a bailiff
move, he does not think himself obliged to obey, the rate-payer sways him,
and the affair is dropt, while before th~ Court it would be very different. As
to special notices, the majority of them should be abolished.

2nd. As to County Superintendents, we are of opinion that they are useless.

3rd. We prefer Local to County Councils.

4th. We are of opinion that all properties, without distinction, should be assessed.

5th. Our municipality works since the Act in question bas been put in force ; the
amount collected is about £18 out of £33, that shouId have been levied, the
Council being obliged to give in ; finding that to compel a rate-payer to pay
they are obliged, at the expense of the municipality, to engage a sufficient
number of people to oblige, by force, the rate-payer to submit to the provisions
of the law frequently the collection of three or four shillings cost three or
four pounds.

7th. What we understand by corvée is labour or work to be done in common, but
in our locality the Council has not ineddled with this, as the rate-payers man-
age these things among themselves.

8th. The proprietor is bound to make bis front road and keep it in order, if a
front road passes between two ranges, the proprietors make each one-balf
of it. As to by-roads; the people in the 2nd range make the by-road of the
first range, and so on.

Mlunicipality of the Township qf Chicoutimi.

lst. The Act works very ili, inasmuch as it cannot be put in force, aud as the inter-
pretation of the Act in many instances is beyond the comprehension of the
Council.
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2nd. It should be abolished and a competent person chosen by the Local Coun-
cil ; this person should be replaced every year, which year should be con-
sidered equal to two years service as sous-voyer or Inspector.

3rd. The Council should meet only every three months, and the County Council in
like manner at other periods of the year, and have more extended powers
over the revision of the proceedings of Local Councils, and over the person
acting as Superintendent.

4th. Personal property should not be excluded from assessment, but moveable pro-
perty should, and the method of collecting it in a uniform manner would be,
to give to Coincils the power to bring before them the valuators, when the
homologation of the revision of the Assessment Roll takes place.

5th. It has worked, but not in accordance with the meaning of the bill.

6th. The assessment roll has been made, but the greater part of the money has not
been levied.

7th. By this expression is understood the obligation of a number of men command-
ed by one or several sous-voyers to work at the completion or repairing of
roads, &c.

8th. By-roads are made and kept in repair either by "corvée" or by turns.

G. Z. Vartel, Secretary-Treasurer of L'Assomption, of the Warden of the
County, of the Secretary of the Council of the Village of L'Assomption,
of the Mayor of the above mentioned County of Leinster, and of the
deputy grand-voyer of the County of L'Assomption, who has also been
Superintendent of he County of Montcalm.

That the basis of the Act in question should not be changed, that is to
say, that the Municipalities, Councils, Superintendents of roads, etc., continue
in existence as established by the said Act ; that all the powers conferred on
Municipal Councils are preserved ; in short, that the whole Act should not be
altered, becanse it would contribute, with some necessary amendments, to the

prosperity of the Province, by means of aid powers granted to Municipal
Councils. The present Municipal law is advantageous to the inhabitants of the
Province, because it gives them the power to make, open and improve roads or
routes with greater facility and promptitude than ever. At the present day
when parties wish to have a road opened, a bridge built, &c., they apply to the
Municipal authorities, and at the end of a few days only they have an homolo-
gated procès-verbal in full effect. A few days now suffice to do what formerly
required a year and more. The present Municipal law is advantageous to the
inhabitants of the country, because they conduct their own municipal business,
because they have the power to make improvements in their Municipalities,
because they can get the benefit of all public enterprises favorable to them by
contributing to them if they choose to do so, and when without that they
would have lost a treasure of prosperity. The present Municipal law is advan-
tageous to the people of the country, inasmuch as that, out of a people nearly
ignorant of the Government system of working in affairs of great importance
which concern them, it will make an enlightened people, well acquainted with
all subjects affecting their velfare, and will initiate them into all matters in
which they are either directly or indirectly concerned. The Municipal Councils
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of the present day are legislative assemblies, in which discussions, enactments,
and laws are carried on. These little governments, like that of the Province,
often reqiire to know the public opinion on questions which they are called on
to decide ; thence follow public meetings, discussions, and consequently, in-
formation, for information always springs from the conflict of discussion.

The Municipal law again is of use to the country, inasrnuch as that the
Government, when it thinks it necessary to know the opinions of the people
of a country, of a county, or of a parish, on questions of general or local
interest, cannot do so more effectually or more quickly than by means of the
Municipal Councils.

Section XI., ch. 5, 6. This arrangement, which is the basis of the Munici-
pal Act, is certainly of a nature to promote the welfare of a county by throwing
into the management of its affairs all that promptitude which is to be expected
from a body composed of ,members who are on the scene of their labours, who
know as well as the parties interested the necessity or the contrary of whatever
is required of them. They are thus in a position to do justice and to decide
all questions. submitted to them at once. The county councils, which are
principally called upon to decide on cases of appeal from Local Councils, are
composed of the men in each parish most remarkable for their information and
education, they are tribunals in which the public must place full confidence,
they are capable of watching over the welfare and wants of the counties, to
protect them fron any infringement of their rights, and to guide and lead them
in the march of progress.

Sections XV., XIX. and XXIII. It appears to me sufficient to read the
powers granted to the Municipal Councils, to be convinced of the necessity of
their existence. The time is at length arrived for us te move forward in the
march of improvement. In my opinion a law should not be repealed whieh
confers so many advantages and powers, till it has been estimated at its just
value; till it has time to operate in all its bearings ; till the people to whom it
has just been granted have well understood it. It would, I think, be absurd
to repeal a law of which no one complains, because it is not yet sufficiently
known (at least, complaints against it could not be founded on reason,) and the
repeal of such a law would be- too precipitate. For firstly, a thing must be
known to decide whether it is good or bad. I :herefore assert, that those who
are opposed to this law are ignorant of its merits, fbr if acquainted with it
their ideas must be anti-progressive, for this law, every one must allow, is the
best municipal law we have ever had. I will admit that several persons, a
large number even, are opposed to this law, but where will you find these
persons ? among the illiterate and the ignorant. And what arguments will
they use to prove its defects ? They vill tell you, because there is something
to pay. Oh! yes, and how much will they have to pay for a law which gives
them so many advantages, when it works as it ought to do? The mean
amount is 2s. Id. per hundred pounds, which iakes for an easy farmer, at an
income of £300,-6s. 3d. ; 6s. Sd. a year for taxes! this is a, sufficient reason
for an easy farmer, at the same time illiterate, and ignorant of the law, to con-
demn it as the vorst in the worid. Find some means to make it exist in all
its bearings by suppressing taxes, and you will find it called the best law in the
world. What is to be done ? The same as was for the law on Elementary
Schools. This law, during the first year of its operation, was the subject of as
many complaints and oppositions as the Municipal law. Still it was main-
tained in spite of all, and now no one complains of it, and who can deny all
the comforts it has produced to the Province.
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On looking into the powers confided to local Councils, it is easy to see
what trouble a County Council would have, if alone, to procure for the special
wants of parishes, villages and towns, and what a state of destitution the
local municipalities would be reduced to. Business would move but slowly,
and sometimes stop altogether. In fact, what progress could be made by
County Councils alone, the great majority of which would be quite ignorant
of the works and improvements required in each local municipality. These
Councils do not perce.ive the necessity for improvements, &c. asked for, and
which would be required in localities of which they knew nothing, would sus-
pend all proceedings relative to them, and thus the petitions and procès-ver-
baux would lie on the Council tables for a couple of years, as heretofore,
without, in addition, taking into account all the useless journeys which the inter-
ested parties would have to make at their own expense.

Section XXVI. The taxes : on moveable property ought either to be
abolished, or to be put on a more general footing. In the latter case, it would
be fair that all those persons who, without being proprietors or tenants, paying
a certain amount of rent, but coitributing as much as the latter to the public
treasury of the locality, should have the right to vote at the election of coun-
cillors of local municipalities. Thus, in this clause (26) afler the. word
"immoveable " should be included the words: or furniture or moveable pro-
perty, profession or trade, as estimated by the nunicipality, producing ý a
revenue of 40s. annually, calculating at six per cent. on the above estimate.

Reasons for requiring the amendments which we propose.

Section VIII. The obligation for posting public notices and by-laws at
two places in one municipality, causes a waste of time and expense. The
only public notices and by-laws which the public take any notice of, are those
which are posted on the church doors of the locality, so that in many localities,
notwithstanding that the law requires it, these notices are pasted on the Church
doors.

IX. 9. 3. Ailthough in all the municipalities in this County we have
adopted the mode mentioned in the amendmnents which we propose, as the law
appears imperative, we have thought proper to ask for an amendment. This
method is more eflicacious, more prompt, and infinitely more convenient than
that proposed by the law, besides which it avoids all the expenses of signifi-
cation.

XII. 11. We do not cling very tenaciously to this amendmeni, but still it
will be necessary to strike this clause out of ihe Act, or to extend the powers
of Justice of the Peace ex-officio, for as it exists now, and according to other
provisions of the law, actions brought in virtue of this Act cannot be tried by the
Mayor. It must be added that there are so few other affairs in the country that
this Magistrate may be considered a nonentity. Thus, by allowing them to hear
cases from other parishes in the County, it might add a little importance to the
title of Justice of the Peace, ex-officio, and at the same time, affording some
convenience to other parishes which have not always a justice to hear them.

Section XVI. It is necessary to say that it bas often been found impossi-
ble to publish by-laws within the 15 days of their date, by posting then at two
places, especially for by-laws issued by a Courty Council, of which it is nec3s-
sary to have friom 16 to 18 copies, made and published within 15 days, in all
the parishes of the county. We think that the amendments proposed on this
subject, would be of a character to please all the Councils and Municipal
officers.
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Section XVII, paragraphs 7 and 8. It has appeared to us useless to
cause an election for one or two of the Councillors nominated unanimously
at the public meeting held for that purpose. For this reason an amendment
is proposed, which will, we trust, relieve the Councillors unanimously nomi-
nated from the annoyance of an election, an armendment which will do away
with many difficulties, and will fill up a gap which has occurred in the Act
in question.

Section XLIV. In the majority of the Parishes, this clause meets with
little or no difficulty in its operation. Yet in some places it meets with
some obstacles, because it does not say by whom the fences are to be taken
down. Every proprietor or occupant will consent to take down the fences
on the front of his land, but at its depth in ,rear, if he finds another road
which serves as a main road for the occupants of another range, he then
frequently refuses to take down the fences, adlirming that he is obliged to
take down only those of the main road For this reason we have 4hought
fit to allude to the subject in the proposed amendments.

One of the greatest defects in the Municipality Act is in the multiplicity
of procès-verbaux with which the Superintendents overload the Councils. A
County Superintendent is obliged by law to visit the places each time that a
requisition is addressed in conformity with section XLVII; generally speak-
ing, he draws up a procès-verbal, as from itl he derives some pecuniary
advantage. I know from my own knowledge that four procès-verbaux have
been made for the same road in the same summer; and the fifth is about to
be, if not already made. All these procès-verbavx are in a different form.
Five parties apply to the Superintendent, and ask for a new procès-verbal;
the Superintendent being obliged to visit the locality, has already done so,
and draws up bis procès-verbal. Five other parties not being satisfied with
this procès-verbal, do as the former one did, and the Superintendent does the
same over again for them, and so on. For this reason we thought the appli
cations in question should be made to the Councils, who should have the
power of rejecting them when of opinion that the last procès-verbal that was
homologated contains all the necessary provisions for the full execution of
the works or other purposes for which it may have been drawn up.

Section XLIX, paragraplh 8. Many of the Municipal Councils and
offices of delegates, have been nuch ermbarrassed as to whether it was in
,their power to reject a report or procès-verbal, which the law does not explain.
Several have come to the decision that they have not the power to reject such
a document.

Section XLIX, paragraph 9. We have to say there are hardly any
procès-verbaux which do not require amendments ; many deserve to be
rather rejected than to be hornologated. Notwithstanding all the care which
a Superintendent may devote to the perfection of a procès-verbal, when the
parties interested appear before the Councils or boards of delegates, they
always bring up an amount of information, and make so many comments,
that they make it appear that the procès-verbal does not contain all the
provisions that are requisite lndeed, a perfect knowledge of the localities
and of the interested parties is necessary in order to include in a proces-
verbal all that is necessary; one single visit will not enable a Superintendent
to arrange and foresee all that is needful. We believe it to be very important
to change this clause, and to amnend in the manner that vie propose.
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Section LII, paragraph 2. What we propose to add to this section is to
fill up a gap, and to set the Councils in a better position, as to certain valu-
ations of property, which are often the source of much difficulty.

Section LXXIV, paragraph 11. By paragraph 11 of section 74, the
Secretary-Treasurer of the County is obliged to be on the same day and at
the same hour in every Parish in the County. I must confess that I am
unable to carry out this clause to the letter.

Section LXXV. Although it is to be understood that all the paragraphs
of clause 75 refer to the Secretary-Treasurer, in speaking simply of the
Secretary-Treasurer, yet, we think it should be stated more explicitly.

Act of Amendment.

Section IX. When the County Councils were established by the Muni-
cipal Act, and were thus considered Councils of Appeal principally from the
local Councils on all matters in which these Councils could have given
judgment, it will be admitted that by this establishment of Courts of
Appeal that the local Councils might be in error ; they may be quite as much
so in rejecting as in adopting a proces-verbal.

Section LXI, paragraphs 1 and 2. This section 16 contains many
important provisions of general interest to Lower Canada. It contains
nothing less than an act of injustice to Lower Canada. It is truc that giving
the naine of village or town to any locality does not render it a whit more
prosperous, but if too much is exacted from this locality, if it is impeded in
its progress, if it is impeded in its acquisition of importance, a reversal of
the rneaning of the Act is the consequence, as it was meant to forward all
the localities in the country in their march of progress. The amendment to
the Municipal Act exacts that there shall bc 3,000 souls in a village to give
it a title to be erected into a town. I repeat that this provision is unjust to
Lower Canada, as it requires a larger amount of population than in Upper
Canada ; it is unjust, because it requires the villages of Lower Canada to
have a greater amount of population lian nany towns in Upper Canada.
This will be better proved by figures :

Towns.
Barrie................
Ingersoll..............
Goderich ..............
Simcoe..................
Picton ....... ........
Cornwall.... ...... .... .
Guelph. .... .. ........

Amherstburg...........
Perth.............
Chathan.......... ....
Woodstock .............
Prescott ...............
Peterboro..............
Port HJope...............

P)opulation.
1007..................
1190.................
1329.................
1452.................
1569..................
1646.................
1860.....................
1880....... ...........
1916...... 9...........
2070...... ..........
2112...... ........
2156...... ..........
2191..................
2476...... 5.... .......

County.
Si mcoe.
Oxford.
Huron.
Norfolk.
Prince Edward.
Stormont.
Wellirig on.
Essex.
Lanark.
Kent.
Oxford.
Grenville.
Peterboro.
D ur'ham.

A. 157
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By this statement we see that there are in Upper Canada nine towns
whose population is below 2,000 souls, five below 2,500, and fourteen below
3,000. These figures are taken from the last census of the two provinces.
We perceive that the town at the head of this statement has a population of
1007 souls. What then vas its population when it became a town ? under a
thousand I Thus: would it not be just to allow Lower Canada villages to be-
corme towns, with a population of 1,000, when less suffices in Upper Cana.da?
We trust that the amendrment we recoinmend on this subject will be taken into
consideration, and that the word "three" will be struck out, as being too
much in the Municipal Act.

Answers to the Questions of the Committee.

We are of opinion that what we have said above, and have proposed in
the amendments which we have submitted, is sufficient to answer all or the
greater part of the questions proposed.

5th. The Municipal Act has worked in a satisfactory manner so far, in all the
municipalities of the county. The County Council raised £150 last year, and
£100 this year.

7th. We understand by the word "corvée " al public work, bridges, roads, and
the improvements on them, &c., which is done by the parties concerned.

N.B. The roads have been much improved, and kept in better order, in
this country, since the Act in question.

Amendments which ought to be made in I" The Municipal and Road
Act of Lower Canada, of 1855," to render it more effective and popular.

Section VIII. By-laws and public notices, need only be posted on the
Church doors.

Section IX. Paragraphs 2 and . Special notices to be served on mem-
bers of a Municipal Council, or on other municipal officers, need not be served
in strict accordance with the forms prescribed by the said Act, if the persons
to whom such notices shall be given, consider themselves well and duly noti-
fied, and certify the same at the foot of the original notice. This certificate
will be equivalent to a service, one single original will suffice, in all cases, for
any number of cases, for any number of persons notified for the same business.

Section XII, Paragraph 11. Every chief officer of a Muniýpa1 Council
shall be ex-o/ficio Justice of the Peace, within the limits of the County of which
he is Councillor.

Section XVI. Notwithstanding the provisions of Section XVI of the said
Act, no by-law of a Municipal Council, which shall not have been, published
within the fifteen days of its date, shall be in force as if it had been ; provided
nevertheless, that publicity has been given to it by posting it on, and reading it
at the Church door of the Church or Churches where 'the parties concerned
reside; and in future, every by-law shall be published by posting it, and read-
it at the door of the said Church or Churches, 'on two successive Sundays. It
is not necessary that such reading should be. made oxi the two Sundays imme-
diately following the date of such by-law, but the samë by-law shall be in force
after such second reading, even if made at a much later date.

Ahl by-laws for the internal regulation of a Municipal Council, néad t
be published, nor such by-laws as do not tend to raise any tax or charge on the
iphabitants of one or several municipalities.
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Section XX VII, Paragraph 7. The first four lines, and part of the fifth lino
of Paragraph No. 7, of Section XXVII, as far as the words " in case of an
equal number of votes" exclusively, should be cancelled, and the following
words be substituted: but when an election shall be contested by one or
several candidates, who shall offer themselves or be proposed as Councillors, a
poll can be demanded for those candidates only whose election shall be con-
tested. The Councillors unanimously nominated by the electors present at
such meeting, shall be proclaimed as Councillors duly elected, by the chairman
at the same meeting. The election shall be for the person or persons only
iwhose election shall be contested ; the chairman will then enregister or cause
to be enregistered, in a poll-book kept for that purpose, the votes of the electors
present at. the meeting, and he shall declare duly elected the Councillor or
Councillors, the person or persons who shall have the largest number of votes.

Section XXVII, paragraph 8. Before paragraph 8 of this sectionshould
be added:

It shall be the duty of the Chairman of the election, when there shall
be a contested election of one or more candidates, to enter on the poll-book
the names, christian names, quality, residence and age of each elector offer-
ing to vote at such election.

Section XXVII, paragraph 10. After paragraph 10 of this section shall
be added:

The expenses of public and special notices for such election, as well as
the cost of the election, shall be defrayed by the local Council of the Munmci-
pality in which such election shall have taken place.

Section XLIV. The fences to be taken down in virtue of the 44th sec-
tion of the said Act, shall be so removed by the proprietor or occupant of the
land which the fences divide from such roads.

Section XLVII. The words, " whether by an application addressed to
him by not less than five persons concerned, etc., qualified to vote at the
election of Local Councillors," are cancelled; in future such interested
parties, in similar number, must apply to the Municipal Council of the
Parish or of the County, according as the works may be for one or the other.

As to works in which more than one County is concerned, such appli-
cation ihall be addresed to the Council of the County in which the parties
concerned reside, or the greater part of the applicants. And such Council
may reject such application, or order the Superintendent to proceed, in
accordance with the terms of the said application.

Section XLIX, paragraph 8. The eighth paragraph of the forty-ninth
section of the said Act shall not be interpreted in such a manner as not to
give to such Council or board of delegates the right of rejecting all procès-
verbaux or reports referred to them, if they think proper,

Section XLXX, paragraph 9. The ninth paragraph of the forty-ninth
section of the said Act, and the 20th section of the Act of Amendment of the
said Act, are annulled, and in future no procès-verbal or report shall be
deemed to be duly homologated ; and to be in force, it will be necessary that
the Council or board of delegates to whom such procs-verbal shall have
been submitted, shall have homologated it without amendment. If there is
no quorum at the session or meeting at which such procès-verbal should be
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taken into consideration, it shall remain on the table till the next session or
meeting. In the latter case it will not be necessary to renew the public
notices which should be given to all parties concerned, by the second -para-
graph of the forty-ninth section of the said Act. And when such procès-
verbal is to be submitted to the County delegates, if there is no quorum the
day they should meet, those who are present may adjourn the meetifig to a
future day, which shall not be later than a month fron the said meeting, and
the Superintendent shall give or cause to be given notice of such adjourn-
ment to the delegates absent from such meeting; all such notices to be at
the;expense of the delegate notified, unless such delegate shall have been
unable to attend such meeting. The payment of the expense of notification
by a delegate shall not, however, exempt him from the penalty imposed by
law for having failed in his duty as such.

Section LII, paragraph 11. After the eleventh paragraph of section 52
of said Act, shall be added as follows:-Except for town and village
Municipdlities, whose powers shall extend to the contents of this paragraph.

Section LXV. Every Council shall, as soon as the fact shall come to
their knowledge, cause to be valued by the said assessors all land, lot or
parcel of lot or lots which shall have been omitted in the general -assessment
of properties in the Municipality. The notary shall, after the homologation
of such additional assessment, add the amount of such new assessment to
the amount of the general assessment, and make his return of the same to the
Secretary-Treasurer of the County within fifteen days of such homologation,
in conformity with the 9th paragraph of the 74th section of the said Act.

Every new Council may cause a new and separate assessment of all the
sub-divisions of lots or of land, part of which may have been sold since the
general assessment, should there be any difliculty in fixing or collecting the
taxes on properties thus decided.

Section LXXIV, paragraph 11. Notwithstanding the provisions of the
74th section of the said Act, paragraph 11, the notice to be given by the
Secretary-Treasurer of the County, of the sale of any lot indebted to one or
several local Municipalities, may announce that the sale is to be made on
such a day in one Municipality, and on such another day in another, and this
from the first Monday in February to the 15th day of the same month,
inclusively.

Section LXXV. The ývords " Secretary-Treasurer," whe-ever found in
found in the paragraphs 2. 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the 75th section of the said Act,
shall be understood to mean Secretary-Treasurer of the County.

Section LX. Every County Council shall havethe power to revise and
homologate, or even reject any procès-verbal or report, with or without
amendment, which shall have been rejected by a local Council in a County,
whenever an appeal shall been made conformably to paragraph 2 of the 9th
section, within the fifteen days.of the rejection of such procès-verbal or report.

Section XVL The word "three,", in the first and second paraaaphs of
the l6th section, shall be struck out, and these two paragrap hs Shal be read
as if the word did not exist.

A185.
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Denis Harvey, Mayor of Malbaie, and others.

1st. The Act in question has neverworked in a satisfactory manner in this local-
ity, and since the month of June last it does not work at ail.

2nd. We are of opinion that ihe office of County Superintendent is useless, and
that the powers with which this person is vested contribute in no way to the
working of the Act, and that it should be abolished. We should wish if the
old law were adopted, that the Secretary-Treasurer of the County Council
should also fill the office of grand-voyer, whieh would avoid useless and
often very heavy expenses, and that instead of seven Councillors, each
Parish had only as formerly the right of sending two Councillors to the
County Council. The law ought to oblige County Councils to meet only
two or three times a year, with the power of adjourning to a future day, and
of calling special meetings when necessary.

One of the principal reasons which induces us to ask fo& the renewal of
the old law of County Councils is, that by it we avoid the expenses of nomi-
nation, by the law of 1855, of eleven Secretary-Treasurers for the County of
Charlevoix, while by the old law only one was necessary. We are of opinion
that personal and moveable property should not be assessed. We also think
that the revenue from licenses, as well as the fines for the illegal sale of
spirituous liquors, or in contravention of licenses granted, should be left to
the disposal of County Councils, which, with the produce of such licenses, as
they were levied from the store-keepers, in accordance with the old law,
should suffice to supply all the expenses of the said Councils. We also
desire that all the Couniy Councils should be invested with all the powers
of the grand-voyer, and that they should also have the power of taxing
immoveable property both by " corvée " and in money, when it should be
necessary to complete any public works, such as bridges, hills, roads, &c.

5th. The Act of 1855 has never worked in a satisfactory manner in our locality.
The Council of this Parish has levied no money since the passing of this
Act, and the debts contracted by the Council in virtue of this law, are not
yet paid.

6th. There has been no assessment in our Municipality since the passing of the
Act of 1855, because the inhabitants of this locality are oppposed to the
working of this law, from its being too ambiguous, and that it produces too
too heavy expenses.

7th, By the expression " corvée," we understand the day-labor which every pro-
prietor or occupant of land is obliged to perform for the maintenance of
roads, hills, and publie works.

8th. No change has been made in the made of keeping up the roads, bridges,
and by-roads since the passing of the Act in question, the inhabitants of this
locality having always continued to use the old law of road superintendence.

Municipal Council of the Parisk of St. Anne.

lst. The opinion of this Council is, that the present law cannot work with advan-
tage to the people, as it entails an infinity of expense, is too complicated, and
unintelligible, and impracticable, besides which the people are not sufficiently
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well informed to receive and carry out a Municipal law of this nature, con-
sequently that passed in the 10th and 11th Vie., should supply its place,
with some modifications.

12nd. The office of County Superintendent should be abolished, as ils duties and
powers are too extended, and of a nature to paralyze those of the Council,
and by this means interrupt the action of the law. Besides, a person vested
with such powers, and whose salary, considering the amount of his labors,
is- so higlh, is viewed unfavorably by the people, and causes his orders and
regulations to be almost always despised and neglected. A deputy grand-
voyer would better supply the public wants like the one named, in virtue of
the Act 10 and 11 Vict.

Annual visits should be abolished. One thing whieh renders the office
of Superintendent unacceptable is, the excessive number of duties he bas to
perform; for example: to keep a register inwhich to enter all reports,
procès-verbaux, assessnent rolls, receipts, &c., &c., which each Council is
already in possession of itself, causing large salaries, to be paid to each of
these offiers for the same thing, while the former grand-voyer had only to
file the procès-verbaux with the Councils, and nothing more.

The notices, publications of by-laws, by the present law, cause an
infinity of useless expenses, whereas it would be sufficient that they should
be read on one or two Sundays at the close of service, or in the most public
place if there is do church, in the language of the majority of those con-
cerned, and a certificate to that eflect by the reader.

3rd. After what has been just said, it will not be difficult to see that the opinion
of this Council is, that County Councils as before are preferable, but instead
of two Councillors, let there be three.

A Collector nominated by each Parish, authorized alone to make all
local allôtments, and at a rate fixed by the Council for each allolment which
he makes; a uniform systerm of allotment, similar to that prescribed by the
present law, so as to aid the Collector, and make him within reach of every
thing,; every allotmont certified by the collector, bound to give security for
the moneys he receives, or for his good conduct.

4th. Personal or moveable property to be excluded, and authority to County
Councils to tax those people, so as to form a fund for the Councils to eprovide
for expenses, and avoid all taxation on Counties.

5th. The Municipal Act worked with difficulty as, long as it wàs not necessary to
levy taxes, but subsequently it does not appear likely to work' at all; and
what is more, those who have endeavored to make it effectivé are -discouraged
by the difficulties they have encountered, and the injury done to persons
holding Municipal offices, so that it vill be difficult to get such officers in
future.

6th. There was levied in this Municipality for the two years ending the
first of July next, (including £14 7s. 3d. for the expenses of the County
Council, and old debts of the old Council,) the sum of £71 7s. Sd., which
will clearly show that the Parish Coutiidils' are moôreexpensive, for during
the ten years that the County Council, existed, not a farthing was leyied, and
it is easy to show that the County Concils work more eff tÜaily thati the
Parish. -

A. 1857
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7th. The corvée, on proletaries and on all men from 16 to 18 years of age, who
pay no tax, is fair enough, except where it exacts a day's labor for every £100
assessment.

8th. The mode of keeping up the roads in this Municipality is, that the main
road is kept up by the proprietor through whose land it passes ; the by-roads
by those compelled to do so by procès-verbal; the maintenance of the winter
by-roads is sold, and the amount paid by the people concerned, according to
the value of their property as assessed, or by voluntary contribution. To
provide for all difficulties, it would be well to give power to the County or
Parish Councils (as the case may be) to choose by a by-law the method of
raising paymnent, either by the value or frontage or superficies of properties,
for taxes that are purely local; in the County Council it would suffice that
the Councillors of a Parish who might wish to choose a method, should agree
to the passing of the requisite by-laws.

Antoine Leblanc, Mayor of Aston.

ist. The Municipal Act, taken as a whole, is excellent. It works pretty well in
this locality.

2nd. In my opinion the office of Superintendent should be kept up, but power
should be given to the local Cauncils to noninate in each Municipality a
person to be invested with all the powers devolving on Superintendents in
his locality. Such a measure would considerably reduce the expenses caused
by the great distances to which the operations of County Superintendents
extend ; the parties concerned should be at liberty to require the servicps of
the Local or County Superintendent; in the first instance they would incur
less expense, and in the latter they would shield thernselves from petty per-
sonal or local interests.

The Superintendent should be obliged to deposit bis reports or procès-
verbaux in the Council office; the Council shonld revise thein at least ten days
before the regular day of revision, and public notice should be given, that all
parties concerned might be acquainted with it, ascertain if there are grounds
for opposing the homologation of the said parcels of land, and give them time to
take the necessary steps for that purpose.

3rd. The present organization of the County municipalities appears to me to be good.
It is even indispensable in the townships, where communications are difficult,
and the distance great. Under the old law of municipal Councils, it often hap-
pened that a quorum could not be formed in the sittings of the councils; in
some townships no nomination of officers of road superintendence could ever
be made ; it is easy to understand the consequence.

4th. I believe it fair and equitable to include persoual and moveable property in
the assessment; that a uniform system of assessment should not be established
fully in every County; but that each local municipality should have the charge
of establishing the anount of assessment to be levied in the said municipality.
Each know its own ills, and its own affairs.

5th, The mnicipality of Aston bas worked since the passing of the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855, and in virtue of it £25 has been levied.
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7th. There has been no occassion to put in practice anything relating to statute
labor in this locality.

Sth. Every party makes and keeps up bis by-road and the high-road in front of bis
lands.

It appears to me that it should be ordered that notwithstanding any procès-
verbal, or by-law now in force, every by-road shall be made and kept in repair
by the proprietors of the lands situate in the concession which the road
traverses.

With this old and detestable system of obliging the inhabitants of a distant
concession, to make and keep up the road nearest to the oldest locality (the
village, the town, or the river,) the inhabitants of the new settlements are
oppressed, as by it, besides the roads they have to make at home, they find
themselves charged with a road out of their own municipality; and it happens
that the inhabitants that are established in a concession bordering on two
municipalities, situated at some distance from the riparian parishes, are obliged
to make two by-roads, or to renounce ail communication with the neighbour-
ing municipalities, while the lucky citizen who is a neighbour to Neptuine, is
altogether or partly exempt from working at the by-road. Let each concession
rmake and keep up its by-roads, that is equal justice, especially for the poor set-
tier who plunges into the forest, and earns bis bread by the sweat of his brow.

I would suggest that the local Councils Secretary should be empowered
to sell ail properties burthened with arrears of taxes, without being obliged to
refer to the Secretary of the County Council. What is the use of all this fuss,
except to complicate and shackle the march of business

It should be well and clearly explained, that wlien a property has been
sold under the municipal laws, the proprietor shall have to pay, on claiming it,
the costs of sale and 20 per cent., besides ail the disburserments which the
purchaser or highest bidder may have made for the public works, during the
time he shall have been in possession of the property, with the 20 per cent.

Every local municipality should have the privilege of -establishing toll-
gates within its own limits, and to abolish them when needful.

This winter the timber speculators have done considerable damage to the
future settlements of Aston and Maddington, by cutting down the finest sugar-
les ; this should be enacted by law, that in future no sugary shall be cut down,
without the authority of the local municipal Council. Laws are passed for the
preservation of trout and ducks; why should not others be passed to encourage
the making of sugar, an occupation so useful and necessary in Canada

The Councils should be authorised to appoint Inspectors of roads, and non-
resident grand-voyers, if proprietors in the municipalities. In the new settle-
ments, the public works are extensive, and require an intelligent and en-
lightened management, which is but rarely found on the spot.

The County Superintendent might, without inconvenience, be exernpted
from visiting twice a year, the roads in the County, a visit which only adds to.
tho expense, without any corresponding advantage.

In case a Council should see fit to employ a Surveyor to perform an oper.
ation which is within the capacity of the Superintendent, his report should be
equaly valid. Why employ two persons when one is sufficient. Often theé,
Superintendent cannot proceed without a Surveyor.

A. 1857.
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Muncipal Council of St. Raphael.

lst. We are of opinion that the municipal Act of 1855, with some amend-
ments to make it effective in certain localities, especially .where new
settlements are formed, would meet the wants of the country places, and would
be good and necessary. The amendments we propose are these: Ist. Assess-
ments according to evaluation ofproperties, are one of the causes which prevent
the working of the law, principally where there are newsettlements, that thekeep-
ing up the highways and by-ways, is aburthen on some of the families only,-that
a large number have lands which they do not cultivate, and which they use
simply for cutting lumber, that these lands are of no value, and that all the
roads are at the expense of the settler who cultivates his ]and, and we suggest
to Your Honorable Committee, an assessment levied at so much an arpent, as
levied by the former law; by this means encouragement would be given to ag-
riculture, and the clearing of land.

2nd. We are of opinion that the office of County Superintendent does not meet
with the approval of the municipalities. The general opinion is, that as there
are municipal Councils in every Parish, there ought to be a Road Superinten-
dent in every municipality, who would act under the direction of the Council,
by which means the amount paid to the present Superintendent would be
saved, and the person chosen in the municipality would be far more able than
a stranger, to locate roads, and perform the duties of his office; this person's
services might be gratuitous, the Council would only have to pay him his ex-
penses, and the law would be.far more popular.

3rd. We are of opinion that the Parish municipalities supply the wants of the
people much better than the County ones, that they are better calculated to
understand the wants of their respective localities, and to improve the roads ;
and in all the Parishes there is a sufficient number of liberal men to be found
to fill the different offices.

4th. We have answered this question by the first.

5th and 6th. The municipal law bas always worked, whether well or ill; it bas done
good service in our Parish. We have raised no taxes, fearing that in taxing
landed property, we should rouse an opposition on the part of the people not yet
accustomed to,this method, by which means we should have rendered all law
inoperative, and have been in a still worse condition. We have met our expenses
by fines, by entries of petitions, oppositions, &c.

7th. We understand by the word "corvée," any work which the municipality gets
done by the inhabitants, in place of imposing a tax, where public work is con-
sidered necessary, such as the opening of a road, the construction of a bridge,
or the improvement of roads too difficult to be performed by the proprietors.

Sth. The winter roads are kept up by means of a sum charged on each arpent of
land, and the summer roads are given in shares to each, in proportion to his
land.

Stanislas Piché, Mayor of Budstrod.

lst. As to the working of the Act we bave no objection to it, but find some of its
clauses rather difficult to understand.
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2nd. The opinion of the majority here, would be to dismiss the Superintendent,
and to give powers to each local Council to choose the person they think rnost
eligible, to trace out their roads when needful.

3rd and 4th. A County Council is in no way required, on account of the enormous
expense it entails for maintaining its officers, and the injury sustained by its
failing to account for moneys deposited in its hands, so that it would be better
to have no County Council.

5th and 6th. The Corporation have raised, to meet its municipal expenses, a tax of
about £70, simply to pay its officers, and they have passed a.by-law Which is
in force from the first day of January, 1857, to cause all roads to be made and
kept in repair exclusively by "corvée."

7th. By the word "c orvée'' is understood, work performed by parties concerned,
under the direction of the road Inspectors, in whatever place they may think
proper.

8th.. We uuderstand by this clause that the by-roads are to be made and kept in
order by taxes in money, and at the expense of the Corporation.

L. U. Trenblay, Secretary-Treasurer of Lacolle.

1st. The Municipal Council has worked pretty well in our Parish as a local Coun-
cil, but the law should be amended, so as to allow to local Councils the abso-
lute control of their affairs, without having any eonnection with the County
Councils.

2nd. The office of Superintendent should be abolished, and the Parish Councils
should be allowed to choose competent persons in their localities, wheneverî
required, to open, verbalise, or close roads, or for the building or repairing of
bridges; these persons making a report of their visits to the Council, for such
action thereon, as to the said Council may seem nieet.

My opinion in thiscase is based on the fact, that the County Superin-
tendent, being quite a stranger to the locality he has to visit, is certainly very
liable to err, and to do injustice to the parties concerned, either in the reports
or procès-verbaux of his proceedings.

3rd. My opinion, or rather that of the Council, is, that the municipal organization,
as a Parish municipality, would be preferable to that of County and Parish
together.

4th. Taxation on immoveable property, and with a view to establish a uniform
system of taxation in each County, that valuators be established for the whole
County, strangers in the County in which they are required to act.

5th. Yes, and an amount of a thousand and thirty-four dollars was raised in 1856,
to meet the expenses of the County, and of the local Councils.

6th. There was an assessment as above stated,

7th. No "corvée.,

8th. As formerly, according to the procès-verbaux in existence.
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P. Leclaire, Mayor of Lotbinière.

lst. The Act in question is too complicated, and does not, and can not work in a
satisfactory manner in this locality ; the amendments required to it are too
numerous to be detailed at leigth. The legislature will not fail to adopt a
more simple and less expensive system, clearer and more precise than that
adopted in the Act in question, and which, in fact, would be better adapted to
our wants, and to our present position.

2nd. The office of Superintendent should be totally abolished, being too expensive,
and calculated too often to confuse and retard the working of the municipal
Act, and every municipal council or local Council should have the right to
appoint, temporarily, a competent person, whenever it beocme necessary to
open a new by or public road, or to build or repair a bridge.

3rd. The municipal organization of County and Parish municipalities should be re-
duced to Parish municipalities only, and when the affairs of more than one
Parish are concerned, delegates appointed, whenever necessary, from among
the members of the municipal Council of the interested Parishes, should meet
for the purpose of forming a Council of revision, and regulate the affair.

4th. It should be left to each local Council to excludc or include moveable personal
property in the assessment ; to leave as it is, the system of taxing immoveable
property, as established by the local Municipality Act, with the privilege to the
Secretary-Treasurer of raising the said assessment if necessary, after having
previously given notice two or thrce successive Sundays, at the church door,
after which, to issue, under the Mayor's Seal, a writ of execution without fur-
ther notice against the defaulters, so as to recover the moneys due in virtue of
the said assessment.

5th. The municipality of this quarter lias worked tolerably, and has only tried
to raise, once for all, sixpence in the hundred pounds on all taxable pro-

perty, and even it has not been able to raise the half of this assessment, which
made a sum total of £22 13s. 7-d., arising frorn the ill will and opposition of
of most of the ratepayers.

6th. This is the reason why the Municipal expenses have not been met. In
changing or amending the Municipal Act, it would be necessary to leave to
the Municipal Councils the power to call in the arrears of assessment, or
Government should pay them.

7th. By the word corvée, we understand working in common at bridges, high
ways or by-ways. These corvées should also be left to the regulation of each
local Council, from the difficulty in the Parishes generally of obliging landed
proprietors to attend the corvées.

Sth. The method of keeping up the roads in this locality is the same as that in
existence before the passing of the Act.

N. B. Ist. As to the penalties to be imposed for the execution of the Act, it should
be shown more certainly and distinctly how they are to be imposed, when
necessary, before what Court, and besides, there ought to be blank forms for
all cases of this nature. We have often experienced difficulties on this head'
either from the ignorance or the bad faith of some of our Justices of the
Peace.

{
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2nd. The local Council should also have the power to regulate all abuses preju-
dicial to the agricultural interests, and also the difficulties which arise from
fencing and ditching, on division lines, water courses or drains, every time
that the inspectors of fences and ditches meet with any in the execution of
their duty.

3rd. The local Council in every Parish ought to be like a petty Government,
that is to say, that it should have the power of making by-laws for all Parish
business concerning high and by-roads, public bridges, water-courses,
dams, &c.

Ambroise Morrin, Mayor of St. François, Beauce.

Ist. The Act in question works very unsatisfactorily, (not to say not at all,) not
only in my locality, but even in all others, because it is too comprehensive,
too complicated, too obscure, and because it requires too much machinery,
that is to say, too many persons to work it.

My opinion is, that it has been passed fifty years too soon, and should
therefore be repealed, and that the 36th George III., cap. 9, should be put in
force, with some modifications, that is to say, to appoint a grand -voyer or
Superiniendent in every County, paid by the Government, that he may be
independent of the people ; he may thus be able to do his duty fearless of
displeasing any one. He should be obliged by law to make four visits a
year, with sufficient power to cause roads to be made by the parties whose
duty it is to make them, and should have absolute authority over the Inspec-
tors and sous-voyers; Io impose a fine on negligent proprietors, as well as
on Inspectors and sous-voyers, which fine should be used lu repairing the
road of the offending party.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent is almost a nullity, as he never makes
the visits required by law, not being sufficiently paid by the County Council.
The said Council, to meet this expense, should be obliged to impose direct
taxation on the people, and cannot do so because of the great poverty that
has existed in our Parishes for several years. The said Superintendent only
receives for bis salary the amount allowed for his procès-verbaux, which is
very little, because it is the very poor people who require by-roads, as also
people living on lands that are hardly cleared.

3rd. The present municipal organization into County and Parish Councils forms
the complication which prevents the machine from working.

The municipal Councillors of a County are chosen by the people, who
take good care to elect persons well disposed to do nothing: above all, not
to ask money of the people, and, as you know, when there is no oil the lamp
will give no light.

Moreover, since the amendment of 1856, the power of Local Councils is
almost annulled, inasniuch as the Municipal Council of a County has a right
to amend or annul laws laid down by local Councils, which is an absurdity.

4th. I consider the system of taxing the proprietors, and obliging them to make
roads at a fixed price, as vexatious, odious, and of no effect, eonsidering the
poverty of the people. Each proprietor ought to make his own front road,;
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the public roads and bridges should be made and kept in order by the day's
work of corvée, for each party interested proportioned to the number of
arpents, or to the value of each property, that is to say, for each £100, and
uider pain of a heavy penalty.

5th. The Municipality of my locality has worked very badly since the passing
of the A et of 1855, and the roads are in a very bad condition, for the reasons
above mentioned. No surm has been levied.by taxation in virtue of this Act.

6th. There has not been any taxation in the Municipality, because the Counc'ilors
do not wish to impose taxes upon the people, and the people do not wish it,
because they are too poor; also, because rcertain extinguishers from different
localities, who excite the people against the present law, advise them to put
to fire and sword whoever wish to tax them. We have paid up our ex-
penses, which have been trifling, cheerfully.

7th. By the expression, corvée, we understand worki ng-days given gratis by those
interested in by-roads and bridges, and to which they are obliged by law.

8th. For keeping in repair the public roads and bridges, each person interested
gives one day's labor, and more if the works require it, and furnishes the
timber necessary for the bridges.

The great obstacle to the working.of the law is, that the officers are
elected by the people, who take good care not to choose educated people, for
fear of taxes, and all because persons so educated are very rare in our
locality. It was with great difficulty that we found a person with sufficient
information to hold the place of Secretary Treasurer. With a similar
state of things, your Comrittee would easily understand why the law is not
put into force, and that it is indispensable to recall it, and give us a more
clear, and less complicated, tih the people are better educated; for if you
give a large loaf of bread to a ehild two years old, and there is no person to
overlook him, whatever his disposition might be, it is certain he would choke
himself; it is the same as to put this law of 1855 into the hands of persons
who do not know how to read or write-it is impossible that they should be
able to understand it.

My humble opinion is, that if we wish to adhere to the Municipal system,
we should have but one County Council, the members of which should be
qualified as regards education and property, unless we wish to go back to
the 36th George III.

A. B. Papineau, Mayor of St. MVartin, County of Terrebonne.

1st. To give an opinion on the Act in question, which might have the effect of
causing an appreciation of certain of its advantages, as well as to point out its
deficiencies, we must consider what it expresses, as well as what it fails to
express.

Two years have scarcely elapsed since the whole country, adritting
the County Councils, the impossibility of doing justice to the many loca-
lities in their respective jurisdictions, for want of knowledge of places, of
men, and of things in general, and considering the great expense and loss of
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time occasioned by the distance of the places, sent in petitions to Parliament
from all directions to put a stop to such a course of things so prejudicial to
their interests, and thought themselves bound to solicit a re-establishment of
Parish Councils, still tolerating County Councils to regulate affairs of a gene-
ral character.

And had it not been for a certain fear thatin askingtôo much, we might
have obtained nothing; many Municipalities would perhaps have demanded
the total abolition of County Councils.

But in now taking the law as it is, in al] its provisions, it appears that
it sets forth and explains, in a clear manner, all that it is intended to regu-
late; neither does.it appear so complicated, or so extraordinary, as to merit
on these heads the opprobrium with which they seek to load it.

A law which establishes all the powers of the Councils, and enumerates
all the privileges and duties of its functionaries and officers, which, at the
same time, offers different systems of working, to accommodate the interests
and particular views of various localities, could scarcely contain a less num-
ber of provisions, or make them more intelligible. Each of these provisions
expresses a particular meaning, and refers to some distinct object, but
involves no contradiction.

Section LI., which places all the roads under the direct controlof the
Council, does not contradict the provisions which authorize the road inspec-
tors and overseers to conduet the carrying on of their respective works
themselves.

The impossibility of making all the country conform at once to a uniform
system of taxation, bas allowed the old system to exist in full force, which
could not be altered but at the will of the Municipalities.

But the legislature, foreseeing that they could not make any important
ameliorations by allowing the works on the roads to be made by portions
divided between the occupants, has established this 51st section, which
authorizes the Councils to take the direction of the roads, and expend all sums
necessary, or employ a sufficient number of men to level the hills, or fill up
the hollows. In twenty lines, this section establishes a new system of road
inspection ; it only remains to put it in force to abridge the law.

The putting in operation of this 51st section will yet be of considerable
advantage, inasmuch as it will at once put a stop to the unjust distribution
of the labor on by-roads, and which consists in obliging the proprietors of a
concession to make the by-road meet the high-road of another concession,
supposed to be older and nearer the church, the miil, or the town, so that it
comes to pass that the occupants of the coricession starting from the villages,
on each side of the river, or from one of the sides of the river, find theinselves
entirely exempt from road labor.

It it surprising that assessments so vexatious should be imposed. This
service has doubtless never been consented to, but it has acquired full power
admitted, like all other abuses, in virtue of custom.e

The by-roads, as well as the highways, are equally included in the order
of public things which belong to nobody, but which interest everybody: every-

A. 1857.
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where the road ought to be kept in order for the use of the publie ; each prou
prietor ought to furnish the road on all the length of his property, and for the
same reason, the proprietors of each concession ought to furnish and keep in
repair, the by-road from one corner to the other, of their respective concessions;
each Parish, each municipality should give and make the road to the extent of
its limits, but without being obliged to use it.

After this exposition of principles of so incontestable a character, who
would refuse to condemn the proprietor, who having built on the side of his
land, looking towards the church, the mil, or the town, should refuse to finish
his front road on the other side of his land, under pretext that it was useless to
hirnself, and who would thus leave the charge of it to his neighbour, obliging
him even to pay the cost of it, and thus every one would encroach on the right
of his neighbour.

It is, however, a similar system, which no individual would ever have
dared to put in operation on a front road, because its absurdity is too
striking, when applied to any private individual towards his neighbour, yet it
has always been in force in the allotment ofroad-work, thus subjecting the con-
cessions as well as the Parishes, to do alternately, each the work of the other.

It is only Gy an assessment, as imposed by section 51, that an end can be
put to this unfair distribution of road allotinents, put in force by so many
procès-verbaux.

This provision is a great step towards justice, as it will have the effect of
virtually revoking the old assessments, and of making all parties concerned con-
tribute their quota equally throughout, as well in rear as in front, within their
natural limits, and thus the occupants of each concession, and of each Parish,
will be reinstated as well in their right as in their respective obligations.

These remarks are not made with the idea that the Honorable Members of
the Committee will not themselves have already perceived, and understand
the injustice of loading one part of the ratepayers with the burden of main-
taining all the roads, neither are they offered in the fear that they should not
use their authority to stop the evil if possible ; but this is only urged, so forci-
bly, to show the necessity, more distinctly, of maintaining in any other
municipal law, provisions similar to those contained in section 51, and also
vith the wish to suggest and submit to them, whether it would not be better
to adopt some other more effectuai measure, calculated to change the old allot-
ment systcm, and prevent its extension to'places where it is now unknown.
For after all, this section 51 will hardly operate more effectually on the roads,
than the law of voluntary commutation, on the rights of the Seigniories. A
very srnall number will resolve to use it for some years to come, but many will
continue to follow the old routine, and will extend it even further. It is not
only in the procès-verbaux that the custom has been estab]ished of making
the people in the furthest concession pay the expenses of maintaining the
roads. This principle, subversive of all justice in the distribution of works, is
even confirmed in the last law (section 25, paragraph 3,)-in a distinct man-
ner. It is legalising a pernicious abuse, which ought rather to be abolished.
Doubtless, tie legislature thought it imprudent to-offend so many interests at
once, it did much in allowing a change in the old allotments, but in my hum-
ble opinion it was wrong to.establish, as a principle, that " the by-roads shall
be made by the proprietors of the concession to which they lead."

A. 187.
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The. old road laws only enacted " that by-roads shall be made by those
who are charged with then in the procès-verbal," (see 36 Geo. III, Cap. 9.)
This custom was only introduced by the grand-voyers,,who were guided by
false principles in their operations, by regulating that the new by-roads be
made by t5ose alone who live in a concession further in the rear.

By the above we see that the grand-voyers, who were only offieers, had
more latitude than the Councils, on whom devolves the power of establishing
all sorts of by-laws for the administration of local affairs.

It appears that the legislator encroaches on the jurisdiction of the Coun-
cils in dictating too many private provisions, which takes away all libertyof
action, and the choice of establishing iules to guide their officers.

In this point of view, the law is perhaps too explicit, and appears to
enact of itself that which it is the exclusive province of the Councils to
regulate.

To exercise all the power which belongs to the administration of the
roads, it will be sufficient to confer their superintendence ; this word alone
comprises literally ail the law, when it prescribes that Councils shall have
power to build a Court of Justice, a Jail, &c., without entering into any
detail as to the plans and estimates, either as to the quality of the materials,
or the conditions of the terms of payment, leaving ail to the care of the
Councils.

It ought not to be otherwise with all matters put under their jurisdiction;
the Councillors are the rmanagers, who, in this qualification, should act of
themselves, and regulate all which concerns their administration, as they
fld it most advantageous to the Municipality, whereas, they being obliged,
as they are, to follow al] the arbitrary and minute directions of the law, they
have only to play the part of officers, often under the control of a suhaltern
of the Superintendent.

Qualification of Councillors and of voters. It cannot but seem strange
that the same law which considers as liable te all the. Municipal taxes,
the members of the corporation, does not look upon them in the same light
when it is a question of calling them to fill some post of honor.

The qualification of £150 is but an undue preference in favor of the
rich, and often tends to deprive the Municipality of the services of able and
instructed men. Everywhere there are young people, industrious and en-
dowed with intelligence, who would not be indifferent to the honor of taking
a seat in the Council, and where their information would be of great help.

But the 'legislator tells us, "Yo must choose your Councillors from
among the rich ; they alone have a knowledge of government"' Since
when has. fortune assured to him that possesses it more talent and genius
than to him that aspires to it ? What'nacessity is t for landed qualifications
amongCouncillors who have but amoral responsibilityto incur? This provision
cannot but prevent good fron being doue, without givingany guarantee that
affairs will be better conducted, and besides, sins very evidently by putting
under the exclusive control of the rich, the management of the affairs of all
classes of society

But since they fouùd it weIl to excde on one side the less eas diasses,
in the fear perhaps that theysohuld'put thémelves n competition with the

A." 857.
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rich, ought we not on the other hand to exclude those better off, in the belief
as well that they would cause heavy charges to burthen the poor. But if
we disqualify the two extreme classes of society, and only consider as eligi-
ble the rate-payers of the middle class, we should at least establish some sort
of equilibrium, else where would be justice?

The legislator makes every body contribute to improvements; but he
ought to know that the rich are not always the best disposed'towards contri-
butions. Why, then, does he establish them sole judges of the allotment of
these sane contributions? What motive could he have for refusing to admit
to the principal offices a large class, which includes many men possessing
all the requisites, and deprive them of a deliberative voice in the Council?
What have they got to fear so much from their opinions? Must we suppose
perversity of heart or incapacity of head in the rate-payer, when he is not
possessed of a fortune?

All kinds of prejudice ought to fall through when we reflect that our
self-love, which makes us always incline towards men of fortune, ought to
protect us sufficiently from an inconsiderate tendency to choose men without
fortune. That. the people should deterrnine to make such a choice, it is
necessary that they should be well convinced of the probity of those they call
upon; it is necessary that they acknowledge them to be men of rmerit and
of talent. But these men who are so well qualified, and whose services
would be necessary to the Councils, are, in the meanwhile, formally excluded
by the law, which insists especially on landed property as a qualification.

This provision acts as a prohibition to the young people from competing
for offices calculated to exercise their intelligence, and excite their emula-
tion, and to make them afterwards skilful in the administration of public
affairs. It is necessary to perfect many things; there is everywhere a want of
improvement, and particular care is taken to get rid of the young, who would
have a desire to undertake them, and the energy to accomplish them. We
are frightened at progress.

In our country places, where our roads remain in the old state of wheel-
ruts, there is no fear of any foolish enterprise on the part of the young men
introduced into the Council, as there are always a sufficient number of slow-
coaches kept in the rear to hold the reins. Their efforts would do no more
than decide on a motion.

The qualification required of the electors is founded on no better princi-
ples, and is still a denial of justice.

All those called to the corvée ought to be called together to name
those who should distribute the corvées.

An equality of duties comprises an equality in the rights.

It is making an odious distinction to restrict the right of voting to the
richest, and to exclude the poor.

With such provisions, which give favor to one by hurniliating the others#
we need not be surprised if the Municipal law does not work to enera
satisfaction.
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Can tolls be imposed upon a road that is neither macadamized nor
planked at once ? The ansNver is, no ?

The road, in its natural and ordinary state, is a right everywhere with-
out indemnity. Itwould be in vain to expect from the traveller any payment
if we had not previously improved the road in such a way as to give him
equivalent facilities of transport.

In, not explaining the above, as in many other instances, the legislator
gives proof of the good opinion he entertains of the intelligence of those who
ought to order them. He would not have been blameable, far from it, if he
had abstained from all enactments for the making of gates, and also of many
other provisions connected with the roads, for this reason, that in giving the
management of the roads, in. leavin ail, he also invests all parties with
authority to make such regulations as may be requested.

Inter Municipal Roads.

Whether the law be more or less explicit we can always arrange any
matter falling under the jurisdiction of our Counsel only; but if it be a road
through one Municipality applied for by the inhabitants of another, a reason-
able doubt arises as to the interpretation of the provisioni regulating the mode
of convening the delegates. A case of this kind occurred between this
Municipality and that of St. Raphael in the adjoining county which has not
been yet decided.

If the Counsels of adjoining Counties could unite in passing by-laws
relating to this màtter, they might corne to some determination which would
facilitate proceedings iii these matters, but at present those of the Councillors
who act, only do so in the capacity of delegates that is to say as officers, and
as such they are not qualified to niake rules for their own guidance. Besides,
it is the Superintendent who has the initiative in these proceedings, and whe
cannot either prescribe that which the law omits to explain, and which it
ought to explain clearly, since t has not constituted any authority on that
point to interpret the sense of particular pro visions and by-laws ; but besides
this ambiguity no real obstacle has occurred to the law in this locality.

The Superintendents.

2nd. In making the County Municipalities, it was necessary at the time to
appoint deputy grand-voyers as superintendents of roads, to visit and exam-
ine the localities, and supply by so doing the want of knowledge of particular
localities in which the greater part of the Councillors resided. If we had
not invested this officer with powers which he would exercise of his own
accord, without the order of the Council, and without a requisition from the
interested parties, he would not have incurred the censure which manifested
itself as soon as he found it his duty to exercise thern.

This appointment should be left to the choice of the Municipalities.
There are some, the works of which necessitate this office, as there are many
which have no need of it, and if there were only Municipalities of parishes
this office oughit to be abolished. Ail the Councillors of a Parish know the
places sufficiently weli,,to establish a procese-Verbal. In all cases it is neces-

A: 1857f
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sary to take from him all the power he has of acting in an arbitrary manner,
because it is this that has contributed to render this officer unpopular.

Inspectors.

Under the old system, there was but one, grand-voyer for each of the
large Judicial districts of the Province.

As this grand-voyer could not be in all the Parishes at the same time,
the inspector of the Parish was appointed to represent him.

But now-a-days that we have Councils, which have the management on
the roads, the office of, the inspector is of no use ; it is even prejudicial.
One sous-voyer is enongh to superintend the works of bis division, under the
order of the Council, when it is necessary. A multiplicity of superior and
inferior officers, who might co-operate towards the execution of the same
works, would only give rise to doubts on the aIount of their respective
jurisdictions, the cause of, embarrassments and difficulties. It is necessary
to simplify the machinery.

Municipal Organisation.

3rd. The triple County Parish and Village Municipalities of complicate business
augment the expenses, and produce discontentment. At first, in the
County Municipalities, the Councillors residing at a. great distance, did
not know the particular pla4ces they had to improve ; they could but
offend against the rules of justice in the works which they approved or

rejected. Besides, the journeys of the Councillors, like those of the parties
interested, to the chief place, caused considerable expense and loss of
titue. There is often no quorum, because the Councillors cannot leave their
private affairs to go out in cold and stormy weather, and on the bad
roads, to spend. their money, and lose their time.

There are many men of information appointed, but the educated men
also are more subject to turn a deaf ear to the call.

The Village Council takes the educated men of the Parish.

The Parish Councils, with the power of making by-laws for the Village
according to the eleventh section of the Act.of Amendment, would suffice ta
meet all the wants, and satisfy all the exigencies with much less expense.

There ought to be only large Villages that should have the power ta
establish a Council of their own, for as we now exist we cannot regulate the
weight of bread out of the Village.

4th. The difference that would result among the rate-payers of one assessment, as
to personal and moveable property, does not appear to be sufficiently im-
portant to merit a particular provision. It is only the merchants who find
themselves leniently treated with regard to the stock of their shops ; but their
buildings are valued higher than property of equal value in their shops;
besides, it is. difficultýto obtain the necessary information as to their furniture

The best plan for establishing a uniform system off assessment in
each County, is the assessment on the value, and it is also thç Most just; al
other modes of assessment are productive of serious injustice.
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5th. The Municipality of St. Martin has worked since the bringing into effect of
of the last laws, and has levied about £100 annually to keep in repair the
by-ways.

There has been, moreover, this year a by-law passed, imposing a general
assessment on the Parish, to pay the Secretaries, and other expenses, but
which has not been signed by the Mayor, seeing that it has not been drawn
up conformably to theresolution of the Council.

Corvée.

7th. In our Municipality, we understand by the expression "corvée," the obliga-
tion imposed on rate-payera to go in person, with their waggons and working
tools, to any part of the roads, in the manner, and wherever, the authorities
so order.

The corvées are scarcely in use, but t is the least expensive way to carry
on the large works, such as the levelling of the hills, and to fill up the ravines
and low grounds.

8th. The works of the by-roads are sold every six months, but highways are kept in
repair by the respective proprietors.

Féncing of By-roads.

Meanwhile, for thé fences of the by-roads, the law has not determined by
whom they shall be made. The old laws made the two proprietors contribute
each half, and the ratepayers of the by-roads the rest. But would it not be
worth while to examine whether this allotment of the fencing, as carried out
so far,.would not be an unjust charge on the ratepayers, which ought to be
supported entirely, only by the proprietors placed on each side of the road.

It would be objected to this new doctrine, that the ratepayers, who repre-
sent the public, ought to contribute towards the fences of the by-roads. First,
because the fences are a joint work, as between neighbours ; Secondly, because
the by-roads occasion losses of fencing caused by travellers.

To these objections we must answer, that the proximity of the places is
not sufficient to constitùte a joint obligation; it is necessary to show the
existence of a reciprocal advantage, as that whichresults aom a ditch along
the road, which would favour the public, as well as the proprietor.

But what want of fences can the traveller have ? they are considered more
prejudicial than useful to him, since we have them pulled down in winter to
have a free and open passage.

It is only the proprietors of fields tò whorn fences are necessary to keep
their cattle, and preserve their grain; and if èven one kept his catl in the
stable, or in the yard, we should nowhere see the fields enciosed.

Às to the breaking of fences by the travellers, this is not a damageto im-
pose on ratepayers a fixed obligation; it can only at most be the subject of
anual by-law, which will vary every year according to who has sustained
most damage.

A. 857.
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The ground taken for the public by-roads does not either cause a real loss,
seeing that those who furnish it are exempted from making private roads
to communicate, from one end to another of their property.

After these considerations, which are nearly the only ones which might be
used by the proprietors charged with the public by-roads, we cannot see any
reason for compelling those who contribute to the works on the public by-roads,
to become chargeable with half the fencing.

Whilst on the contrary, all the reasons which compel the construction of
the fence on the whole length of the road, is in favour of the proprietors, who
receive, from the opening of these by-roads, considerable advantages, as much
directly as indirectly. And these advantages, which ought to arise from the
opening of a by-road, are well understood, because, very far fromr putting ob-
stacles in the way, every one tries to have it by his own property.

1st. Indeed, by the simple fact that a back road " is opened, are there not many
chances of seeing the establishment of a shop, a forge, a hotel, shoemakers, or
other trades-people who, together, form the centre of a population who mutually
afford each other the necessaries of life ?

2nd. By the public road the proprietors and neighbours have recourse to any part
of their fields, to drive their cattle, carry manure, forage, grain, provisions,
and wood.

3rd. in thus making use of the public road, they are exempt from making bridges
over the water courses and ditches, as also the levelling of roads to cross the
low and marshy places.

4th. And what facilities have they not got for driving their cattle When it is neces-
sary, without having to incur any injury to the grain arid, the neadows, when
they graze far from their houses.

.5th. By entering their lands by the public road, these proprietors content them,
selves by filling up the ditches with the public. rails, which they always break
and never replace, so that in this respect they serve as a set off to the rails bro-
ken by travellers.

6th. By the opening of a new road, which serves them as well to cross to any part
of their land, the proprietors on each side have no need to divide their proper-
ties into two equal parts, on the whole length of thirty arpents. That'which
we call the middle fence ceases to be of any use.

7th. In the present state of things, these proprietors save the wood of thirty arpents
of fencing, which they can dispose of as they think fit, as it is their property,

And bythe plan which I propose, each of these proprietors 'would have
only fifteen arpents of fencing to make along the road. Supposing that he
should have an additional cross fence to make, he will still have twelve arpents
of fencing which he can dispose of otherwise.

By these different methods of meeting the question of fences along by-
roads, it is easy to understand that ratepayers cannot, in equity, be subject to
them for any portion; and there is no doubt that in compelling the two neigh-
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bouring proprietors to maintain the whole fence ail along the road, they will
still be far from paying a tax proportionate 1to all the advantages'from thelopen-
ing of a new by-road.

So far, an equal proportion has been preserved, in the allotments of fenc-
ing along the ýy-roads, 'between the ratepayers on the one hand, and the two
proprietors on the other. But where the advantages are all onei side, should
not the taxes be so likewise ? In my humble opinion the ratepayers should be
exempt from fencimg.

And since a contrary system bas always been peresvered in, the authority
f the Councils would fot be always sufficient to maîntain a fair equilibriui

on this subject.

Municipality of the Township of Elgin.

Ist. Our opinion of the Act is, that while it remains as now, the word Municipal
ought to be erased out of it as inapplicable, because the Councillors have no
power, by the said Act, to defend the interests, or maintain the rights and
privileges of their different municipalities, nor yet the power to preserve
order in the community which they represent, aill of which powers are, in
Britain and the United States, conferred upon municipal corporate bodies;
except vested with such powers are not municipal institutions ; therefore the
office of County Superintendent has been and remains nullified in this
County, especially in regard to his interferance in any roads and bridges,
and road officers in any local municipality, or road officer-s reporting to or
receiving orders from him.

2nd. The dictatorial powers conferred by the said Act on County Superinten-
dents, have, as above stated, led in this County to the nullification of the said
office, by causing him to appoint deputies in every local municipality, for
whose actions he is not responsible ; that responsibility being assumed. by
each local Couneil respectively for their own Deputy, and also if the County
Superintendent were to exercise all the powers, and perform the duties re-
quired of him by the said Act, the expenses would be more than tbe inhabi-
tants would willingly pay. Of what use would his visit haif-yearly be in
June and January? The roads are generally good and dry in June, and all
covered with snow in January. Or of what use wôuld the monthly arid costly
reports of road Inspectors be? Could this riot 'be done by the road lnspectors
direct to the local Councils, say on 15th April, and in October,<and rn"aking
an estimate of the labor required, in order-to enablethem toalhyýa'rate of
labor to meet the said estimate ? , The powers of the County Superintendent
might be safely placed in, the local, Councils, excepting charging fees,f or,
being remtnerated,, and when more, than one municipality is cóncerned, let
the local Councils of the inunicipalities meet and decide how the work is to
be donc, and if they could not agree, to be left to the County Councils.

Zrd. County Councils are useful in County concerns,,sucWas Court Housës and
Gaols, and to hear stray cases of appeal fromocal Councilsvhich if fot
restricted, might become tyrannical, and no Couiiilought o have the power
of borrowing money without the approval of the rate-p yers.

4th. Including personal and moveablëepropetr fin the assesñnéit rll,ôuld, we
believe, be inadmissableý,because, owing0tó the fluctuating unature ofsuch
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property, a just value would fnot be procurable, neither would such an
assessment be willingly submitted ; three County sworn Assessors would
make the most equal valuation.

5tb. The municipality bas been in operation since the passing of the said Act,
and in 1856 an amount was laid and paid in labor at the rate of two days
upon the £100 value of property and annual income, but the law was modi-
fied, so as not to exact a full two days on the fractional parts of the £100,
as that part of the Act was considered unjust, and the sum of £69 Ils. 4d.,
or Ss. upon the £100 of £46,379. The total of the valuation roll was raised
to pay the old debis, and for County purposes, viz: bridges and local ex-
penditure, and this year a rate of 4s. on the £100, or £92 15s. Id. for County
bridges, County expenses and other local expenditure.

Oth. Answered by the preceding.

7th. Statute labor is understood to be a poll tax of one day's labor on males from
18 to 60 years of age, and not contributing in any other way tO the funds of
the municipality.

8th. All roads front and by-roads, have been kept in repaîr by the joint labor of
the inhabitants, agreeable to the valuation roll, for two years previous to this
Act, and since it came into operation have been continued, with the addition
of a few days statute labor, as interpreted above.

Lazare Boulanger, Mayor of Ste. Agathé.

Ist. A repeal of the present Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and an Act estab-
lished similar to the old French law regarding the mairtaining of roads, and
other municipal purposes.

:2nd. A Superintendent for the County to be appointed, similar to the office of
grand-voyer, to be called upon by any local Council wishing his services;
to be paid only by the persons requiring his services; not to grant him any
power to visit the roads twice in the year, as we consider such visit only an
unnecessary business and expense on the several municipalities.

.3rd. Local Council to be required te meet only once in every three months in
each year, but with power to call a special meeting when necessary, with
right and authority to give procès-verbals for roads in the municipality with-
out reference to the County Council ; with authority to compel Road In-
spectors and overseers to perform their duty properly, and te impose fines for
neglect thereof; the County Council to meet only twice in the year, to
arrange and settle: disputes between any two or more municipalities.

4th. For the re-establishment of the old French law without any assessment of
property, either moveable or immoveable.

5th. Yes, without taxation.

6th. Municipality supported roads and bridges in the same manner as formerly,
and funds raised necessary to pay expenses of Municipality by store licenses,
viz: three pounds currency per annum.

7th. Such work as may be done on by-roads and bridges.
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8th. Every land proprietor maintaining his front road, and the rest maintained as
corvée.

l. L. Throof, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Armaud Wes, County

1st. Satisfactory with two exceptions, which will be embraced in riiswer to the
2nd and Srd queries.

2nd.ý That the office of County Superintendent be dispeised with, and that the
Inspectors of roads perform the duties of said Superintendent, under the con-
trol of the Local Council.

Zrd. That the County Council be abolished.

4th. It is the opinion of this Council that all personal property should be assessed,
and that in order to cause1 an equal assessment, the valuation from the several
municipalities shoúld meet and compare their assessment rolls, and equalize
them for County purposes.

5th. Yes, amount levied £55, together with sixpence on the pound of the annual
value of real estate, for making and repairing roads.

6th. Yes, levied by taxation on real estate.

7th. We consider that Statute Labor consists partly of that which is required to
be performed by persons from 18 to 60 years of age, not otherwise taxed, and
also that which is required to be raised on real estate, each £100 value to be
liable to one day's labor.

Sth. Al roads in this municipality are made and repaired by assessment and
Statute Labor.

John Hough, Mayor of the Municipality of the Townships of Ireland and
Coleraine, Megantic.

lst. As a whole the Act is good, and in general has worked well in this locality,
but would, I think, be more efficient by giving to any i nhabitant within
County or Local municipality, the right to prosecute the road officers for
neglecting to keep the roads and bridges in proper repair. It appears by the
present Act, that the County Superintendent only has authority to prosecute
road Inspectors, or any road officer; and the road Inspector to prosecute the
road Overseer, but an inhabitant cannot prosecute except foi dámages.

If the County Secretary-Treasurer nèglects to advertise, in the month of
December the lands on which arreais of taxes are due, as arquired by the
sub-section 11th of the 74th section of the said Act, it ought then to become the
duty of the Secretary-Treasurer, in the respective local mnùicipalitieso
advertise in January and sell in March.

2nd We have found the office of the Superintendent to le he gieaést obstacle
to the satisfactory working of the Aet, and would suggest, as being more
siiple, more expeditious, and less expensive,. the appointment i each
local munieipality of a general Road Itispectoro at unçer the order of the
Local Council; and for the performance of: the duties which require pro.
fessional skill employ a Provincial Siïrveyor fortha time;a easonable
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compensation to be allowed to the general Road Inspector for the timie
actually spent in the execution of the duties of his office.

Procès-verbals and other documents relating to the local municipalities
to be deposited with the local Secretary-Treasurer, and those relating to County
works, with the County Secretary-Treasurer. All contracts entered into by
Corporation to be by resolution of the Council, and signed by the M ayor and
Secretary-Treasurer, or Warden and Secretary-Treasurer, as the case
might be.

Srd. Will work well if faithfully carried out.

4th. We deem it expedient to exclude personal and moveable property from
assessinent, among an agricultural population.

5th. The municipality in this locality bas been in operation since the passing of
the Municipal and Road Act of 1855; in the year 1856, there was leyied
£120 on the rateable property, being one-half per cent., to aid in repairing
roads and bridges, and to meet the Councit expenses of the year.

6th. Answered by the foregoing.

7th. We have understood "Statute Labor" to be a certain number of days' work,
which certain parties are by law bound to perform annually on the publie
roads and bridges, as being distinct from corvée work, which we understand
to be, a certain amount of work to be done, (or materials to be furnished,)
without reference to the time taken in the performance.

8th. The roads within this municipality have been maintained in accordance
with provisions of the Ist and 2nd sub-section of the 45th section of the afore-
said Act, except such roads as were regulated by procès-verbal or by-law.

A portion of the assessment levied being appropriated to aid such roads
as require it, the inhabitants having the choice to pay the cash, or to work
under the direction of the road officers, on the public roads or bridges, to the
amount of their respective taxes ; the certificate of the road Inspector show-
ing the number of days performed by the party, on account of his tax being
received by the Secretary-Treasurer as cash, which mode we find works
satisfactorily.

Under the provisions of a by-law which came into operation in Jantary
last, a general assessment of one and a half per cent. will be levied for the
maintenance of roads and bridges, and to meet the current expenses of the
year; this method being preferred by the people generally, as being less
intricate.

Thomas Wood, J. P. of Woodside, Township of Halifax.

1st. The Municipal Act as a whole is good, and in general bas worked wel7
when acted upon, but unfortunately, in this township, it has not been carried
out, no assessment roll having been made. True, a Council has been formed,
but of men without capacity, few of them being able to read or sign their
own names, the mayor without any property qualification. It would, I think
be much better if inhabitants had the power, instead of the County Superin
tendent, to prosecute the officers for neglect of duty, and aise that each
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Magistrate should employ his own clerk in issuing summonses, instead of
the Secretary-Treasurer, who, in a many cases; ,has to be prosecutor.

2nd. The office of, County-Superintendent is ,not of the least.use, and would
suggest instead, the appointment of, in each Township, a general Road In-
spector, by the local Council, and under their control.

Srd. Can't be better, if only properly carried out.

4th. Personal and moveable property should not be assessed.

5th. The Act in this Township is a dead letter; the Council, as I remarked' in
No. 1, having been formed and stuck fast, no assessment made.

6th. As no assessment is made nothing can be paid, and nolhing is done.

7th. Statute Labor, as I understand, is a certain amount of work 'to be %d e in
each year, when wanted, and under the order of the road officer, by certain
parties.

8th. The roads in this locality are very bad, almost impassable, some few idi-
viduals keep their roads in repair, others do nothing, road officers have been
appointed, but of no use.

C. E. Bailey, Mayor of Eaton.

lst. The Act in question gives general satisfaction.

2nd. The Superintendent of this County has a deputy in each local municipality,
which is satisfactory, and I think cannot be better.

Srd. All right.

4th. Personal property should be excluded in the assessment rolls. As to caus-
ing an equal assessment in the County, the present plan in the amendment
Act, I believe to be the best of any that I have ever thought of, or heard
suggested by any person.

5th. In full operation since July, 1 55; in 1856 road tax.... ..... $6,872
Building and repairing Bridges, paying Secretary-Treasurer,

&c., (Collected in Cash).... ................... ...... 500
For 857, bridges, &c...................................250
" " Road laid, (not collected)................. .... 4,582

ichael Quigly, J. P., Saint Malachy, East Frampton, Dorchestér.

1st. As a whole, I am of opinion the Municipal. and Road Act of 1855 is well
calculated to meet the wants, and pronote the progress ând welfare of the
inhabitants of the CountryDistricts of Lower Canada.

H as not up to this date been worked in this lŸùiicipality (Township of
Frampton); seven Cou ncllors were elected, July, 1855, tvo only of Vhom
(ihen of East Frampton) would take the' oath of offie.

Without experience it would be rash or useless:to suggest alte ations or
amendments, except perhaps, to enable the ýresident Magistrates to more
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easily impose and levy the penalties provided by the law, on those officers
or functionaries neglecting or obstructing its administration.

2nd. As the County Council has ,not, that I am aware of, been organised in this
County, (Dorchester,) and consequently as no County Superintendent bas
been appointed, in the absence of all experience, I respectfully decline to
express any opinion as to the extent, propriety or fitness of the powers
intrusted by the Act to this officer. From the practical working of the law
in other Counties some conclusion thereon might be arrived at. Here no
satisfactory opinion, none of any value I think, can be given.

Srd. That Local Parish and Township Councils should remain entirely undis-
turbed ; being in my opinion, the most satisfactory and important appendages
of the law, as in addition to valuable experimental training schools, in which
our people can learn, appreciate and practice their Municipal rights and
obligations.

4th. To exclude personal and moveable property from assessment, would I think,
operate unequally or unjustly towards the small proprietors or those whose
property is but partially improved. and in the villages particularly, it would
be assessing them (the small proprietors making them pay) for their more
wealthy and thriving neighbours, in trade or business.

An equal assessment throughout each County of Lower Canada, particu-
larly those Counties in which there are new settlements or townships, could
not I think (if I understand the term of the query) be satisfactorily arranged
or enforced. Assessment based as in the law, on valuation Rolls, made out
in each Local Municipality by valuators of experience and integrity, could
scarcely I think be modified or altered for the better.

5th. The Act of 1855 has not been in operation in this Municipality. We have
no Municipal Officers whatever. We are in a happy state of nature and
independence, every man making or repairing his roads as he finds it
convenient, or feels disposed to do so.

There has not been one cent raised by assessment in virtue of the Act
of 1855 in this Municipality ; nor in any of the Municipalities of this County,
that I can learn, up to this day.

6th. The answer to this may be fairly inferred from the preceding; a little
explanation niay not, however, be without some use.

There has been no assessinent or taxation in this Municipality, because
the elected Councillors (save two) would not take the oath of office, organise
the Council, and appoint the proper officers to work out the law. This
obstruction has been mainly the work of some half -dozen turbulent, ill
disposed rmen, aided by a number of others, whom by their clamour they
were able to influence. All those who would work out the lawv or give it a
fair trial were with these men, "enemies of the country, traitors who deserve
neither indulgence nor tolerance." An effort was made to find out and bring
home to some of these men, particularly the elected Councillors, the charge
of.neglecting and obstructing the administration of the law. The constable
to whom the service of the summons was entrusted was violently assaulted
and beaten, in the endeavour to performn this duty (in the immediate neigh-
bourhood of one of the Councillors, and as is believed by some of bis agents
or friends) and he bas been deterred from prosecuting his assailants by
threats of violence against his life and property should he do so. No Bailiff
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in these parts wil1 go among these bullies, nor can friends be collected here
to defray the expense of getting police or constables from Quebec (36 miles)
to do so.

7th. The term " Stat.te Labor" is nearly unknown; among us it has no definite
meaning here that I can ascertain.

8th. The by-roads and highways in this municipality have not for a numuber of
years past been in such bad condition, or so ill attended to, as since the
passing, of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855. A few well disposed men
perform the ordinary duties of repair on their front roads, the greatër number
do not; and the by-roads are in such a dangerous state, that it is with con-
siderable risk to his own safety or that of his horse or vehicle, that any person
will, without pressing necessity, travel over them.

May I venture to offer the following opinion as to the causes which
operate to prevent and obstruct ;he working of this necessary and useful law
in this municipality.

The principal cause operating against the working of the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855 in this Township, appears to me to be the ill founded
danger apprehended from the exercise of the power of taxation or assessment
which it gives to the local municipalities, and the want of examination and
reflection in its prejudiced opponents, preventing them from seeing and
admitting, that if this power should be occasionally carried too far or abused,;
the fault is solely theirs, most interested to prevent it, and that the correction
and remedy also is solely in their own hands. Holders of large tracts of
lands and others, owners of well improved valuable properties extend and
encourage this unjust and erroneous feeling, fearing the assessment will fall
heavy on themselves, and wishing to avoid or evade the obligations involved
in their position.

The corporations, of some of our cities (Montreal and Quebec for
instance) have been named to justify the reality of the danger feared by the
immense debts they have contracted, which are yearly accumulating by
improvernents, salaries of officers, &c. &c., and the large amount raised from
the citizens annually to pay the interest of these debts.

The natives of Ireland, who form the great majority of the inhabitants of
this municipality, bring an additional stimulant to strengthen and fortify this
adverse feeling, from the traditions and recollections, injuries, severity and
irresponsibility of the government and tax-gatherers in their native country,
and no reasoning as to the difference of position and circumstances in which
they were placed at home and those which surround then here, can remove
at present the conviction or the fear that the result of taxation under all
circumstances must necessarily be the saine. The Canadian habitant,
believing or being persuaded that the Irishman's conclusion and fears are
the consequence of dear bought experience, exhibits as obstinate'and deter-
mined an opposition to the law as his unreflecting and impulsive fellow,
subject. Under these impressions, and I have giyen the subject some atten-
tion, I do not think any alterations or modifications of the Act, leaving the
principle of assessment intact, would to any great extent or to any satisfactory
degree facilitate its working, for here very few will take the trouble to make
themselves acquainted with its details.

I have noticed, however, within the last ten or twelve months, a marked
change in the disposition of many of our people on this subject. 'A greater



20 Victorio. Appendix (No. 30.) A. 1857%

readiness to admit their error, a sort of half desire to try the law, a feeling of
shame at the folly and absurdity of their opposition, finding the inconvenience
and trouble it has caused brought home so close. to themselves and the whole
municipality. This revolution of feeling if judiciously encouraged, will at
the next municipal election effect a great change for the better.

If the resident large proprietors with the reverend clergy would unite to
encourage this incipient feeling, and explain to the people the necessity and
utility and safety of all uniting to work the law out, that without a fair and
rmoderate assessment, judging fron past and present experience, there can
be no hope of good or tolerable roads in the country, ail would go on well,
but all this should rather spring from a feeling of kindness and duty, than be
comnanded or enforced by the provisions of law.

William Berczy, of Daillebout.

ist. My opinion in regard to the general tenor of the Act is, that it is too compli-
cated for its proper understanding by the greater number of persons who
have to.give it effect; it does not therefore, as far as I am aware, work in a
satisfactory manner in the County of Joliette, of which I arn the Warden.

I would, as a first step, abolish the local municipalites, as not only use.
less, but obstructive of the purpose for which they were created, an opinion
li which, I am convinced, I would be sustained by the great majority of the
present members of these institutions, in this County at least. They cause
an unnecessary expense for keeping up their establishments; they multiply
without necessity the number of persons required to fill the place of Coun-
cillors, and consequently circumscribe the choice of competent individuaIs
who must perform these duties; and as these must necessarily possess local
interest more or less important, it would be too much to expect them to be
impartial judges in matters wherein they are concerned ; and as it is im-
possible, within such narrow limits, at all times to oppose a counterpoise of
disinterested parties, to check any improper action, it too frequently happens
that the public good is sacrificed to private ends. The sub-division of the
community into such small sections frequently causes the interests of adjoin-
ing municipalities to clash, and often engenders much ill-will. It is also
detructive of that feeling of interest for the general welfare which larger bodies
would entertain, and by dividing the means of the people, tbhey are prevent-
ed from being employed with the same advantage as when they are united.

Instead of local, I would establish County municipalities, with power
nearly similar to those the whole of the present municipalities possess,
excepting as regards any interference with the Superintendent of roads, and
the' right of borrowing money and issuing debentures as they are now
authorised to do, a power which 1 consider dangerous and liable to abuse,
and which I would take away from them.

I would restore the old road laws of the 36th George III., cap. 9, and
the others which existed prior to the passing of the present Act, with such
amendments as might give more effect to their execution. TheseIawswere
vell understood and answered a very good purpose, while those now in force

are so onerous to the public as well as to 'the officer who have to execute
them, that in many respects, they are not put in force, and to a certain ex-
tent have become a dead letter, as by tacit consent.
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I would have a Superintendent of highways and bridges over a given
number of Counties, who should be appointed by the Executive, with power
to name deputies in every County. His duly should be analogous to those
of the former grand-voyers, and be obliged to submit his procès-verbaux to
the Judges of the circuit for homolgation. I would give this officer exten-
sive powers, and a right of fining, on view, any of the officers under him
for neglect of their duties. As for himself he should be responsible to the
public for his own derilections., ;Should it, however, be deemed advisable to
continue the system at present in force, the law would require considerable
amenddments. As my time'will not permit me to enter at large into the mat-
ter, I shall confine myself to such changes as have already occurred to me
as necessary. As I have already observed, 1 vould abolish the right of
borrowing inoney, and of issuing debentures, as authorised by the 15th sec-
tion of the Act of 1855, and confine the municipalities to raising means by
direct taxation upon real estate, and upon certain callings, such as mer-
chants, innkeepers, ferries, &c.

The 2nd paragraph of the 12th section should be amended, so as to fix
some other day than the first Monday of each month for the sessions of the
local Councils, as this interferes with the sittings of the Commissioners'
courts, and it is consequently subject to much inconvenience, particularly as
many Commissioners are also Councillors.

The principal officers of the Council should not be ex-oficio Justices of
the Peace, as many of them are not qualified by education to fill so respon-
sible a situation.

The 8th section might be so modified as to leave it discretionary with
each Council to publish its by-laws in the language it may deem proper.

The 161h section enacts that all by-laws shall be published. It would be
well to define clearly what is understood by a by-law. Resolutions, rules, and
regulations which concern onily the good government of the Council ihem
selves, or orders of a nature merely administrative, should not be liable to
publication.

The 6th paragraph of the 19th section should be so altered as to authorise
the Countý Councils to fix the renuneration to be received by the Superinten-
dent, independently of the local Councils.

Appeals from local Councils should be made to the Circuit Court, and not
as established by the 19th section of the amendment Act of 1856. The 29th
section of the 1Oth and 11th Vict., cap. 100 might be substituted in its stead.

Doubts should be removed as to the effect of the 9th and 1 Oth paragraphs
of the 41st section regarding roads in use and not legalized se as not to in-
clude ýprivate roadâ notwithstanding the public may have been periitted to
use them during the-period mentioned in the Act.

By the 1st paragraph of the 44th section, hedges and fences not remove-
able without great expenses, the County Superintendent shall allow to remain
on such conditions as he may think proper. This power might be abused and
should be restrained.

The 4th paragraph of the 45th section enacts "that every by-road lead-
ing to a mill, ferry or toll-bridge, shall be madeaänd entertained, byth occu-
pant of mil], ferry or toll-bridge." This is giving too greata latitude, and

A 1857.
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should be defined; a certain extent of such road should only be liable to such
labor; indeed, only so much thereof as leads no where else; for otherwise,
any highway on which a mill, ferry, &c., might be situated, no matter vhat its
extent, would be at the charge of the owner of such mill or ferry.

A clause should be added for making and keeping in repair the fences
and ditches of by-roads, similar to the regulation contained in the 4th clause of
the 36th George Il, cap. 9; a good deal of difficulty arises for the want of
such a clause.

55th section. The duties imposed by this clause are too onerous to be
performed by the Inspectors and overseers of roads, and in most cases impossi-
ble to be prosecuted from their incapacity to keep notes in writing. The con-
sequence is, that these duties are entirely neglected, and not enforced by any
one, by the tacit forbearance of the authorities as well as of the public.

57th and 58th sections. The fines imposed by these sections are too ex-
travagant, particularly on those who do not keep their front roads in repair,
as there are certain seasons during which it would be impossible to keep therm
in any kind of order; still,if they were required to do so, they would never-
theless be subject to a fine to the extent of twenty shillings per day-enough
to ruin even wealthy people.

77th section, 3rd paragraph: Under this section the Secretary-Treasurers of
local municipalities are constituted ex-officio clerks of Justices of the Peace
for all trials for penalties, taxes, &c. imposed by this Act. This ought to be
repealed, because it may happen that these persons are incompetent, and
also because they may be absent, and not forthcoming when wanted. Besides,
Justices have their own clerks, and frequently do their business without any.
A copy of such records might be given to the Secretary-Treasurer, who should
in that case be obliged to enter them in a register to be kept for that purpose.

2nd. In answer to this query I would say that, for the execution of the present law,
I consider the County Superintendent necessary. A person properly qualified
to fill this place is indispensable, particularly for laying ont and altering of
roads and bridges; no person temporarily appointed cou Id fulfil these duties in
a satisfactory manner.

Probably many of the duties imposed upon this officer might be dispensed
with ; but the clauses relating to them are so dispersed throughout the Act,
that I have not time to enter into details on the subject.

3rd. l believe I have expressed myself clearly in regard to this query; I am alto-
gether opposed to local municipalities.

4th. I have always been averse to taxing personal and certain moveable property,
because it must more or less participate of a disagreeable inquisitorial charac-
ter, and is an interference with domestic privacy. A species of income tax
might be instituted, as the law now provides, but there is a great difficulty in
ascertaining the value of incomes, and such a tax has a demoralizing tendency,
by occasionally inducing the parties interested tO give in false staternents,
to prevaricate and deviate from truth.

According to the present mode, it is impossible to equalize the valuation
of property, as each municipality follows its own system or rather no system.
To make these uniform in each County, assessors should be appointed by the
County, and paid by it; for it is unfair and unjust to expect that qualified
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persons should devote their time and labor for such an undertaking without
compensation.

Edh. The municipality of. Ste. Melanie, of which 1 am Mayor, has been in opera-
tion since the passing of the Municipal Act of 1855, and the only amount
levied has been for the surn of £33 2s. 8id.

eth. This query has been answered by the preceding.

7th. I understand by "Statute Labor " personal labor, called in French "corvée;"
I believe it is in this sense that it is meant to be understood by the law. I
disapprove of the rating of Statute Labor. From long experience, while a,
resident in Upper Canada, where this system prevailed, I have ascertained
that such labor is generally wasted and misapplied.

sth. The by-roads, highways and bridges have been made and kept in repair in this
County, since the passing of the present RooadAct, under the system established
by the 36th George III, chap. 9; a very good one as a whole, if properly
carried out. But I must say that, since the municipalities have existed, and
the grand-voyers have been done away with, judging from my experience, it
it has been much neglected. It is stili, however, maintained, under a certain
prestige or custom, which has upheld it till now.

That law might have been amended with advantage; for example: the
mode of keeping the by-roads in repair should be done under a provincial
statutory enactment, by assessment in money, and given out by contract to the
lowest bidder. As long as they are maintained by the personal labor of those
to whom these roads are apportioned, as is now the custom, they will never be
kept in good order, especially in winter.

I shall conclude by mentioning that the municipal Council of this Parish
bas voted a petition to the Legislative Assembly, pretty nearly in the sense of
these answers, which I am directed to forward to the President of your Com-
mnittee.

In corroboration that the opinions I have expressed in my present
answers are pretty generally entertained, I may mention that the municipal
Council of St. Ambroise, in this County, so far back as 1855, have passed
resolutions very much to the same effect as these.

Municipal Council of Dunham.

ist. The general provisions of the Act, except that portion referring to County
Councils and County Superintendents are good ; with that exception it works
well.

The, power should be in the Local Councils to amend or revise the procèe-
verbal of any officer and to homologate or reject it.

2nd. The office of County- Superintendent is entirely superfiuous, there being in
every Township and Parish, at least one person capable of doing all the
duties pertaining to this office at.far less expense, and much more satisfactorily
to the people.

3rd. So far as local Councils are concerned it is well; the County Council, and al
offices apertaining to it, should be abolished, as dunbrous and ndecessary.
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4th. Let the entire property of each individual, personal and real, be valued de-
ducting the arnount of his indebtedness therefrom. This to be done by proper
persons appointed by the local Councils.

Let one or more Commissioners be appointed from each locality in a
County to meet and equalize the valuation rolls of the several townships
and parishes.

5th. It has. Nothing has been levied in the form of taxes, except for road and
bridge purposes.

6th. The revenue from tavern licences, fines and other sources has been sufficient
to meet the current expenses of the Council.

7th. We understand by Statute Labor that which is liable to one day for every
hundred pounds of value as assessed.

8th. They have to a great extent, been made by Statute Labor. The lands are also
bound by the procès verbals under the late Road Act.

Colin Noble, Mayor of Winslow.
lst. It does work satisfactorily.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent, we right not to increase or diminish.

3rd. I am of opinion that the local municipalities are in the right way.

4th. That we ought to exclude personal and moveable property in the assessment
rolls; we propose that each proprietor should be assessed the needed sum on
the pound, on his real estate.

5th. It has been in operation since the passing of the Municipal and Road Act of
1855 ; our annual tax, in virtue of the provision of the said Act, is one penny
farthing on the pound, on all the real-estate in the municipality.

6th. In answer to this, we pay taxes to defray the expenses of the municipality.

7th. We understand the tern " statute labor " by one day's work on every fifty
acres of land, the work consists of repairs to the highway.

sth. The highways have been made first by the Government, and kept in repair by
Statute Labor; since the passing of the said Act we have not done much to the
by-roads.

Edward Smyth, Secretary-Treasurer of St. Anicet.

lst. It is the opinion of the Council that it works well and satisfactorily.

2nd. It is the opinion of the Council that the office of the County Superintendent is
superfluous, and of no use but only to create confusion, and that the manage-
ment of the municipality should be left to the Councils of each municipality.

3rd. Works badly; the County Council should be abolished.

5th. It has been in operation since the commencement of the Act; the ainount
annually collected is £325.
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6th. There has been a tax levied sufficient to defray all dermands on the muni-
cipality.

7th. The road Statute Labor has been continued on the former road law, and works
well in this municipality, except as regards newly laid out roads.

8th. The by-roads and public highways are worked on the same system, which
works well in this municipality.

C. W. Prouty, Mayor of Hereford.

lst. It does not give as good satisfaction as the late municipal Act did; it is more
expensive, and does not work well.

2nd. We think that the office of Superintendent is needless, as it is attended with
great expense, and the Inspectors are sufficient to see to the roads.

3rd. They are very good.

4th. That personal and moveable property should be included in the assessment
rolls.

5th. The municipality has been in operation since the passing of the Municipal and
Road Act of 1855, and we have raised only $100 by taxation since that
time, the rest of the expenses have been paid by shop licenses and small
Magistrates' fines.

7th. We understand Statute Labor to mean, that persons within 18 and 60 years
of age, whether otherwise liable to be taxed or not, bound to pay a certain
amount of work on the roads, and that is the kind of labor we have included
under that term.

8th. Our roads are ail made and supported by assessment and statute labor, as pro-
vided by the 5lst section of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855.

D. McCowan, Mayor of Metis.

1st. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855, in my opinion, is too complicated and
difficult to be understood by those for whoin it is intended. It does not work
well in this locality; nany difficulties arise about the reading of it. There
are also difficulties arising about the reserve of maple lands for sugaries, there
being no limits to the number of acres to be kept on each farm, or on such a
number of acres.

2nd. The County Superintendent is of very little use to the satisfactory working of
the local Councils; his work could be done by the Inspectors appointed by
each Council, at much less expense to the inhabitants, and all records kept by
the Secretary-Treasurer of the Council. In case of the inspector of a district
being called to survey any new road, an allowance of five shillings per day
should be made by law for him.

2rd. The local Councils are a benefit to the inhabitants of each locality, as it was
inconvenient and expensive for those who had business to do to go to the
County Council, some of the parishes being at. a great distance from Rimouski,
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where the County Council was held. The County Council is yet a great fa
up on the Mayors of each'loc'ality, as they get nothing for time or expenses.

4th. With reference' t the assessment 'upon nioveable' property, I think, that, ît
should be excl uded frorn the assessment roîls. 'The plan that 1 suppose best to
adopt to equalise the assessmient in 'the County, would be for the Governor in
Council to appoint the assessors, and pay them, flot allowing th'eru more than'
seven shillings and sixpence per day. Good honest men can be, bad te, do the
work ai this rate per day.

6th. The municipal Council in this Iocality has been in operation since the passing
of the Municipal'and Road Act of 1855. 'The Council of Metis has only Ievied
assessment to pay the Secretary-Treasurer' and council rooms. The amount
levied for last year was eleven pounds ten shillings.

7th. The kind of labor'that 1l uniderstood Statute Laboi' te be was work orderedby
the Council 'w'nere it was necessary for the public good; the kind of work,
donc under the tertn, are bridges, steep his, and swampy pieces of road.

8th. The by-roads are contracted for during winter, and paid cither according te1
the assessment roli or front of lot, as the procès-verbal describes. Front roads
are kept by those whose farms they cross.

fGeo rge Goodenough, Mlab'r of Hum (Soutth.)

As te the Act in question I believe it works very satisfactoriiy in this
local ity.

As to the office of Superintendent we think that there must be a p erson
in authority to perforr the dues of his office, and to have stich a one as we
have cannot harrun any party, he is paid by the day when actually employed,
andby the parties employing him.

As to the present Municipal organisation into Local and County Munici-
palities, it may be a lole aess expensive if e had' a County Council only, but
wve do flot complain.

As t4 assessing persona and moveable property,,we are Iot in favor of it.

The Municipality in this locality bas been in operation since oe passing
of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, and the amount evied annualy by
taxation has been five shillings on a hundred pounds.

We understand Statute Labor t be joint and public labor.

The roads in is locality have been kept in repair by every person keep.
ing in repair bis own front road, ail other roads have beesn kep in repair by
public labor. There have been no new roads made.

7has. H, uarvey, Sec.-Treas. of Newport.

Ist. The funildaméntal pinciple of said Act is good, nd the working of iw iswell
liked by the hass of the people. There are ome slight rbjoctions ts. som
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clauses of àaid Act, as you will see by my answer to the other questions pro-
posed.

2nd. I have to say that said office ought to be abolished. Think that his powers
,tend to hinder the good working of Municipal institutions, and I would suggest
that the road Inspectors be invested with his powers.

Srd. I have to say that, in my opinion, County municipalities ought to be abolished.
I think the organization of local niunicipalities is good.

4th. I have to say that all moveable and personal property should be excluded from
the assessment rolls. As to securing an equal assessment throughout the
county I should think that the present system worked well.

5th. I have to say that it has. There has been levied annually the sum of five
hundred and sixty dollars.

7th. We understand ail labor directly irnposed by the statutes as one day's work on
every hundred pounds, and such we have included under that term,

8th. The by-roads and highways have been made and kept in repair by an assess-
ment laid upon all the rateable property of the Municipality for this purpose.

John McMannis, Mayor of Bolton.

lst. The Act works quite satisfactorily in this Municipality, but would work much
better if the basis of taxation was different. We think the only just princi-
ple is, that a man should pay taxes in proportion to what he is actually worth,
including ail property, money, &c., &c.; then the taxes would not fall on the
real estate alone, as many farmers in the township are paying heavy interest
on their purchase money and taxes on the same, while monied men go almost
free.

2nd. I think the office of County Superintendent necessary and his powers are not
too great, as we should have an efficient officer at the head of the roads with
full powers.

3rd. As to the present organisation into Local and County municipalities, I think
County municipalities are sufficient, and cheaper and better for many reasons.

4th. Personal aind moveable property should be included in the valuation roll, and
the valuators should be appointed for the whole county either within or with-
out the county.

5th. The Municipality has been in operation since the Act came into force. Amount
levied yearly £477 for roads and other purposes.

7th . By Statute Labor we understand labor provided by statute, that is, according
to the Road Act, if the Council pass a by-law to make and repair all roads by
assessment and statute labor, the statute labor is doubled frorn what it would
be, one day to a hundred pounds, or fraction of a hundred, if there is no by-
law, and two days if they do pass a by-law.

8th. The by-roads and highways have been kept in repair by assessment and statute
labor.
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A. P. Walburt, Mayor of East Farnham.

lst. 1 think the Ac t in question works well; it might perhaps be'amende'd'in some
minor points so as to work M'ore efficiently; yet its main principles I think
very satisfactory in this Municipality.

2nd. I think the office, of County Superintendent might be dispensed with by
making other provisions for'establishing roads in which more than one Local
Mun icipality is interested, and important ,roads extending through the whole
county, and authorizing Local Coun cils to appoint Township and Parish Super-
intendents of roads and bridges.

With reference to an increase or diminution'of the powers of the County
Superintendent, I' think Local Counceils ýshould have power to' adjourn the
examination and revision of his report' s ami procès-verbaux, to one or more,
subsequent general sessions;- and that a majority of two-thirds of the members
of the Council ought 10 be allowed to reject or annul entirely, any report or,
procès-varbal of the County Superintendent. Also those County Local Cotin-
cils which provide for, making and repairing roads, &c., by assessinent, should
have, through its officers, exclusive control of ail the road tax.' My reasons
for'- recommending the abolition of the County Superintendent arise from the
belief that its duties could be performed'quite as efficiently and less expensively'
by an officer in each local municipality.

3rd. I am not prepared 10 give an opinion in answer.

4th. I think personal and moveable property should be included in the assessment
roils.

1 know of no better plan for procuring an equal assessment throughout
each county, than for the County Council to appoint, a committee'of its mem-
bers to investigâte the valuation of each local municip-dity and adjust themn
ail] t one standard, which course 1 thirik the Municipal and Road Amendment
Act, 1856, authorises at present.

,Sth. This Municipality has been in operation since July, 1855, or since the said Act
came mbt effect. The amoilnt levied by taxation for the year ending May,
1857, for roads; bridges, salaries, &c,, was £607 ; the amount for the present,
year wAll be £632, or £75 less than Eaa year.

7th. It thue Labor we undersanil b ; mean a specific amo ent of road labor
impoied by the Provincial Statute, to wit: one day's labor per £100 of rate-
able property, and one day for each additional £100 of valu ation-reckonin g in'
alt cases any fraction of £100 equal 10 a full hundred'. Also, one day's labor
for eachmaie inhabibant between the ages of 18 and 60 yers. cOua Counci
having ordered the roads made and repaired by assessment, and 'statute labor,
we have côlleted two days of statute labor instead of one, in ail cases except
froin minors living with parents or guardians, whom we think it is ot the
intention of the Act an incrluode, by virbue ofh the Act 18 Vic., cap. 100, sect.
51, sub-sect.ion 2.

Sth. We consider the system of making and repairing roads by assessment&
decidedly the most efficient and equal, and most satisfacory o the pople
hepce we have adopted i fom the first. A would suggestthat in those Muni-
cipalibies where tie roads are made by assessment, &c., it would be better do
dispense witi the s[atute labor entirely, except as it relates to persons not
hable I t assessmenlt, and that Parliament should ake provision for the same.
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I am also of opinion it would be an advantage, in our section at least, if
the distinction between front and by-roads were expunged from the said Act,
for the reason that our by-roads are as important as the front roads.

I would further recommend that there be an interpretation of that section
of the said Act which relates to statute labor, defining whether minors living
under parents or guardians, and persons liable to assessment in another Mun-
icipality, should be held liable to perform statute labor.

Also, that Local Councils should have power to fix the rate and deter-
mine under what regulations road labor may be commuted, as well as to
establish the price to be paid for teams and implements employed in making
roads.

O. P. Kemp, M1ayor of St. Amand.

lst. That with a few amendments as mentioned below, I arm of opinion it would be
more efficient and satisfactory.

2nd. That the office of County Superintendent should be abolished ; that the powers
and duties now vested in the Superintendent should be vested in the Inspector
of each Local Municipality for the following reasons:

1st. That in many instances the duties are now performed by deputies i
the local municipalities.

2nd. It would be a great saving of expense, time and trouble.

3rd. That the County Council should be abolished, said Council imposing a needless
expense upon the County.

4th. I am of opinion that the assessment rolls should remain as at present, namely:
including real estate, trades and professions. That in the event of any tax
upon the whole County, the Mayors of the Local Councils should meet and
choose a chairman from their number, and proceed to the examination and
revision of the several assessment rolls.

5th. Yes; the average amount of tax levied annually is about £300, in addition to
road work and statute labour.

6th. Answered by previous question.

7th. The same which the law defined, namely: one day's work for every £100 of
assessment, with power to increase by the Council.

Sth. Roads have been made under the provisions of the By-law of the late County
Council with the addition of the statute labour until the present tine ; but the
Council have now passed a By-law for allotting the roads into convenient
portions in proportion to each persons assessment within this Municipality.

S. A. Hurd, Secretary-Treasurer of the Municipal Council of the County ofCompton.

lst. and 3rd. While the Act in many respects is a good one, I don't think it works
as well in many localities as the former Municipal Act. I am confident a
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large number of the inhabitants of this County would prefer returning to County
Councils, and of having local councils abolished.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent I consider unnecessary and ought to be
abolished, and i know these views express the opinions of the people generally
in this County.

4th. I believe all property, personal as well as real, is the true basis of all assess-
ments. Yet, I doubt whether it would be satisfactory to the masses'of the
people to disturb the present order of things in this respect, and in reference to
a plan for equalizing the assessment rolls throughout the County. I should
suppose the appointment of three or more assessors by the County Council the
most feasible plan.

5th. This County Municipality has been in operation since the commencement of
the Act in question, and the only County tax levied as yet is one of seventy-
five pounds for payment of the salary of the Secretary-Treasurer, account of
the County Superintendent, and other incidental expenses of the Council. In
this connection I would beg to say, that most of the townships in the county
will collect by assessment their share of the county expenses, as the funds
arising from tavern licences will pay such charges in several of the local
municipalities.

7th. What I understand by " Statute Labor" is a certain rate of labor fixed by
Statute, over and above what is fixed by the Local Councils as the ground
rate for road purposes.

8th. Our highways and by-roads have been kept in repair by assessment, and in
the rural districts since rates have generally been paid in work by the parties
assessed.

I beg to submit the following suggestions:

Ist. Let Local Councils be abolished, and their powers transferred to the
County Councils, to consist of two members from each Township Municipality.

2nd. Office of County Superintendent abolished ; a deputy grand voyer
to be appointed by the Council, to be either a sworn Surveyor or any other
person competent to make an accurate survey of roads, &c.

3rd. Councils power to make By-laws for keeping in repair winter roads.

5th. Sales of lands for arrears of taxes to be at the place of the meeting
of County Councils.

Edward Brown, Secretary-Treasurer of Kingsey.

lst. That considering the Act to be yet but partially understood by the majority,
and its application in many instances coming iii contact with old customs and
prejudices, in my opinion the Act works weLl and a few anendments
simplifying its more complicated clauses, would i doubt not, make it fully
meet the object it is intended for.

2nd. The office of County Superintendent has not met the expeutation entertained,
and should be abolished, and a Local Superintendent substituted for it, with
sufficient powers to enforce the making and maintaining of roads; and al] other
powers invested in the Superintendent by the Act should be annulled.
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3rd. If the County Superintendent has not been found to aniswer the purpose, the
County Council has still less done so ; even if the expense attending that council
was out of the question, it has proved here quite a failure, and it would be a
boon to all concerned if it was cancelled, for any mal ter affecting the County
at arge could be settled by delegates named by the local councils, to'meet by
special notice when required, and a Secretary-Treasurer from one of the
Councils concerned might attend and make out a procès-verbal of such meetings
of delegates.

4th. Valuating personal property would in my opinion be attended with great
inconvenience and. create much discontent. I woeld assess only on immovable
property, and for a more equal valuation through the County. Three valuators
taken froM different townshipsmiglht valuate for the whole County.

5th. The Act has been in force here since July, 1855, and the amount levied up to
lst January, 1857, was £160, this was for general purposes.

7th. By Statute Labour I understand labour to be performed or commuted by money
if not performed when required, and to be applied in help of parties who have
a greater proportion of road to maintain than they should have, or by the
nature of the ground have more difficulties to overcome than their just pro-
portion. Statute Labour has in this township been applied as yet indiscrimin-
ately.

8th. I cannot say much in favor of the manner in which by-roads and other roads
generally have been kept since the coming in force of the Municipal Act,
although some improvements have been made, particularly in bridges, and there
are fair prospects that the bridges will be aIl renewed before another year,
and there are many here. Much indulgence has been shewn in enforòing
the provisions of the Act, probably 'more than was required ; added to dhis
the duty of the road officer is so complicated, and in many instances fnot
properly understood, that some time must necessarily elapse before the Act
is fairly tested.

T. Yale, of Kingsey, County of Drummond.

Ist. My opinion of the Municipal and Road Act, 1855, is, that it was intended
to meet the wants of Lower Canada, and notwithstanding its complicated
character, it is looked upon in this locality as being the only satisfactory
way in which our roads and bridges can be made and kept in repair, and I
have no doubt that, after a few years, it will be found to work to the en-
tire satisfaction of all intelligent and reasonable men.

2nd. My opinion relative to the office of County Superintendent is, that it is use-
less, and that no practical benefit can ever be expected to emanatefrom it.
That the powers now vested in that functionary are, it would seem to me,
calculated to deter the working of our local rmunicipal institutions, and I
hesitate not to say, that that office should be abolished.

Srd. I think the present organization of County Municipalities, and also the
duties which are now incumbent on the County Superintendent, should be
vested in the Local Councils, as that body is most competent to judge of the
improvements, &c., which may be required within its limits.

4th. I think it would be inexpedient at present to include personal and moveable
property in the assessment rolls.
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5th. The municipality in this locality has been in operation since the passing 'of
the Municipal and Road Act, 1855; but I am not prepared to say the amount
raised annually by taxation in virtue of its provisions. The rate-payers,
however, have paid the amounts required of them without demurring.

7th. The term " Statute Labor" is, I believe, understood to mean in this munici-
pality, labor to be done by every male inhabitant, from eighteen to sixty
years of age, who have not rateable property in the Local Municipality
where they reside, and an additional rate on all rateable property, of one
day's work for every hundred pounds, for -which such property may have been
valued.

8th. By-roads and highways in this locality are made and kept in repair in ac-
cordance with procès-verbaux made previous to the passing of the Act in
question. I am not aware of any other means having been adopted.

The procès verbaux referred to, provided that each proprietor or occupier
of land shall do work in proportion to the superficial extent of the land
which he may own or occupy.

Municipal Council of St. Patrick of Sherrington.

ist. It does not work satisfactorily.

2nd. Our opinion is that the County Superintendent is necessary.

3rd. We consider that a County Council is not necessary.

4th. We cannot answer.

5th. It was eighty pounds.

7th. We have not used it.

8th. By joint labor.

B. W.'Bridges, Mayor of Coteau Landing.

lst. In regard to the working of the Municipal and Road Act of 1855, it wik
with our County Municipality very well; but the great expense attending
Parish Municipalities, makes it very unpopular with the Parish Councils. I
should suggest that the Parish Councils should be abolished, and let each
parish send two members to represent thern in the County Council.

2nd. In regard to the County Superintendent the Act requires to be amended; it is
attended with great expense without realizing any benefit. That might be
remedied by placing the power in the hands of the County Council to send
where and when required to attend to the wants of the people. The expense
(as it now is) of making two surveys throughout the county by the County
Superintendent in each year, arnounts to some £40 or £50, without producing
any benefit.

Srd. The present organization under the Municipal and Road Act answers admirably
well for the County purposes, but as I said before, it is too expensive for
Parish Councils, for instance in each parish the expense attending it amounts
to some £100.
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5th. The Municipal and Road Act has been in force since the passing of the Act,
1855. Seventy-five pounds have been levied on taxable property annually
since the passing of the Act.

7th. In our village municipality, there has been levied no Statute Labor, the roads
are maintained according to the original laws provided for that purpose.

8th. The by-roads, side-walks, and all other improvements in our village corpo-
ration have been maintained by moneys voted by the Council for this purpose.

The principal thing in the Act for amendment to give general satisfac-
tion, is the abolishing the Parish Councils.

John Trenholm of Kingsey.

1st. The Act in question I consider good, it has worked well in this munici-
pality, considering the short time it has been in operation.

2nd. It is my opinion that the office of County Superintendent should be abol-
ished, and the powers (which I would not materially alter) placed in a Local
Superintendent chosen by the Local Council.

Srd. The present organization of the Local Councils I consider good, but the
County Council is attended with difficulty and great expense, and is of very
little, if any, benefit.

4th. The personal and moveable property should not be included in the(assess-
m5nt roll, and to make an equal assessment roll, it should be made for the
whole county by the same assessors, but not oftener than once in five years.

5th. The municipality has been in operation since the passing of the Act of 1855.
The amount of taxes levied in money last year was about two hundred
pounds.

6th. The funds necessary to defray the expenses of the municipality were raised
by taxation.

7th. In this municipality the term Statute Labor is understood to mean the'labor
called out and applied by the road officers, by virtue of the 71st section of
the Municipal and Road Act, and no other labor is included under that term.

Sth. The by-roads have been made by the parties interested therein, ry a tax in
labor, levied according to their property. The highways, by the owners of
the land through which they pass, and the bridges are made by'a money
tax levied on the whole municipality.

Winslow Pope, of Kingsey Falls.

lst. I approve the Act with amendments; it does not work satisfactorily in our
locality.

2nd. My opinion as to the office of Superintendent is that it should be abolished.

Srd. 1 think that Local Municipalities would be enough, in being invested of the
same power of the County Municipalities, and abolish the County Munici-
palities.
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4th. I think that a general assessment should be made on personal property, th
same as on real estate, so as to give an equal chance to defray the expenses of
the Municipality; for many rich men pay very little taxes under the present
system.

5th. It has been in operation since the passing of the Act. The amount raised
yearly bas been two hundred and seven pounds, not including labor for roads
and highways.

7th. It is understood by statute labor, work done on roads and highways, and has
been the practice of so doing,

8th. By statute labour.

Edward Quinn, Warden of the Municipality of the County of Rochelaga.

Ist. The Act has worked so far satisfactorily.

2nd. I consider the Superintendent of roads a very necessary officer, but arn de-
cidedly of opinion he should visit all roads in his County, at least four times in
each year, instead of, as at present, only twice.

rd. I do not consider it advisable to change the Law at present ; I think it should
get a longer trial. Indeed, the very frequent changes we have had in the
Municipal Laws, have had a very bad effect in its organization, as there is no
faith placed in its permanency. But my own opinion is, and has always been,
in favour of County Councils, as being more effective and much less expen-
sive.

4th. The present mode is perfectly satisfactory.

5th. The Act has been in operation since it came into force; there bas been levied
by taxation, in this Parish, the sum of eighteen pounds ; the balance has been
made up by fines, paid to the Secretary-Treasurer by the Magistrates.

7th. There bas been no call made on statute labour in this Parish, nor am I aware
that there has been in any of the Parishes in this County.

8th. There is only one by-road in this Parish. It has been kept in repair as usual,
by the proprietors of lands in the rear concession, as per procès-verbal. The
front roads are under the charge of the Montreal Turnpike Trust. And as
regards all by-roads in the County, they are kept in repair as formerly, under
the old procès-verbal.

Gilbert Henderson, Wn. Henderson, Edward Ryan, John Duryes, Patrick Ryan,
of Frampton.

lst. The period which has elapsed, since the passing of the Act of 1855, is too
limited to test its working, We lighly approve of Township Councils, but
without any power of taxation. County Councils are strongly objected to,
as being wholly unnecessary, except for the purpose of imposing odious taxa-
tion, to be wasted by paying useless officials.

2nd. Of the County Superintendent we know nothing whatever, nor what his duties
are ; we object to him and all other County officials.
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3rd. Answered by the first.

4th. There ought to be no assessment roll, nor any direct taxation whatever, either
on moveable or immoveable property, however desirable and even necessary
in the richer part of the Province, open to commerce and public works. Here,
taxation of any kind, or for any purpose, would result in the most crushing
misery, and if persisted in, would, without doubt, depopulate the township.

5th. Nothing has been done here under the Act of 1855, because it involves tax-
ation.

7th. We have no statute labor in this township, and would be glad of any Act em-
powering Local Councils to assess labor in lieu of money for keeping up the
roads.

no. Nargan, of Frampton, Dorchester.

The Municipal and Road Act is disapproved of because it is considered
coercive and oppressive, inasnuch as it tends to odious direct taxation. For
that reason it does not and will not work in Frampton, where the roads shall
not be kept in good repair ; where no public improvements can be achieved,
unless the law be repealed, to substitute to it the old Road Act passed in the
Reign of Geo. III.

It is a fact well known, that the new settlements cannot afford to pay any
money contribution, such as that vhich would be necessary to put the Muni-
cipal and Road Act in operation, according to its true meaing and intentions
and purposes; that no tax could be raised without suits, which would entail
costs, and be conducive to 1he expropriation of the generality of the settlers.
Therefore, the said Act cannot contribute to our welfare.

Statute labour, such as that regulated by the old Road Act, is the only
mode that Frampton would accept to apportion their road-work according to
the extent of their inmoveable property. No other system is desired but that,
one, to suit our interests.

Alex. Daly, of Rawdon.

1st. The act in question does niot work satisfactorily in this locality. In amend-
ment I would propose the abolition of local or Parish Councils, and that
each Parish or Township send two members to a County Council.

2nd. The office of Superintendent is calculated to promote the well working of
the municipal institutions, and his power ought to be increased.

Srd. My opinion is that the present organization of local municipal councils, is
calculated to create local strife from the extent of their power, particularly
when in the hands of ignorant and self-interested men.

4th. My opinion is that personal and moveable property should be excluded frorn
the assessment roll in country parts, and that the assessment be based on
real property.



20 Victoriæ. Appendix (No. 80.)

5th. The municipality in this locality has been in operation since July, 1855,
with the exception of a short interval. The sum of £61 12s. 6d. is sought
to be levied by taxation.

6th. I belleve there is no debt for expenses of municipality paid up to this time
owing to the unsatisfactory working of the act in question by the Local
Couneil.

7th. Under the term "statute labor 1' in this municipality we understand extra
work to be performed on hill- or bad places, where the performance of the
same might be too burdensome on those whose duty it would be to perform
such work; but little of that kind of labor has been employed here.

8th. The by-roads and high-ways in this locality have been made and kept in
repair since the passing of the present act, under the old system of the grand
voyer as it existed under the Act 36th George the 3rd, Chapter 9th.

John R. Lambly, mayor of Leeds, and warden of Mhe County of Megantic,
Division, No. 1.

lst. In reply, I beg leave to state that the act in question is one in my humble
opinion admirably adapted to the wants of Lower Canada.

2nd. I think the office of county superintendent of great importance and well
calculated to aid in the good work ing of municipal institutions ; his powers
are in my opinion quite sufficient. I would however at the same time beg
leave to state, that the gentlemen cornposing the council of this municipality
are decidedly of opinion that the office should be abolished, and superintend-
ents appointed for each local municipality, with the same powers as the
present law invests the county superintendent.

Srd. I an of opinion that the present organization into local and couhnty councils
is suitably adapted for the end sought.

4th. I should decidedly exclude personal and moveable property from the assess-
ment roll.

A. Stevenson, Secretary-Treasurer of Huntingdon.

Ist. The act in question is, upon the whole, an improvement upon the previous
municipal acts; especially because it is fuller and more complete in its de-
tails, and is accornpanied with so many forms. Many amendments are, how-
ever, in my opinion, required to make it acceptable to the people generally,
aud to make it work well. It does not work very satisfactorily in this Io-
cality as far as I could learn or judge, and this èhiefly owing to the great
and almost unlimited powers conferred upon the County Superintendent and
to vexatious formalities required to be observed·in giving notices, before the
Superintendent or Council can act about procès-verbaux. The amendments
I would propose have already been made known to Mr. R. B. Somerville,
M.P.P., one of the members of the Committee. I may, however, briefly
recapitulate themu, and also state some additional amendments: That as
there is not at present " representation by population'' in the County Coun-

A. 1857
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cil, the largest and most densely peopled local municipality only'sending
one member, while the smallest local municipality has the same right. I
would allow local municipalities having, say, 2500 or 3000 inhabitants, ac-
cording to latest census, to elect a Deputy Mayor, who should also have a
seat in the County Council. The County Councils at present are scarcely
large enough.

1. County Councils should have power to try appeals from Town or
Village Councils as well as from other local councils, and the Mayor of such
towns and villages should be allowed to sit on appeals.

2. The Mayor of the Council appealed from should not be allowed to
sit or vote upon appeal.

Appeals should be tried at regular as well as at special sessions, and
the Secretary Treasurer should have pvower to give notice of trial of appeal
or of consideration- of any procès-verbal, &c., without requiring to be pre-
viously authorized by the Council.

2nd. i arn of opinion that Councils should have powers to open, make, and keep
in repairs roads and bridges-and having that power that they should have
a right to appoint and pay such officers as they may find necessary to carry
on their busines,. 1 am in favor of abolishing the offices of County Super-
intendent and of -Road Inspector and Road Overseer. Such officers, under
the present law hôld an anomalous position, as part of their duties are
defined by statute, and they are responsible for the discharge of them, Yet
they are the mere servants of the Council, bound to obey their instructions,
often not allowed Io fulfil their duties according to the statute, and yet
responsible to private persons. The Corporations in Cities employ what
officers they like: why should a different rule prevail in the country. A
person engaged by a local Council and paid say £20 to £40 or £50 a year,
would look after the roads better and do more to carrying law out than a
dozen.road inspectors and overseers, and the people would be saved much
annoyance and trouble ; and the two offices of Secretary Treasurer and Road
officer could be held by one person. Such an officer as I recommend would
only do what the Council ordered, and the Council should have ample powers
and be the only responsible party to the public. 1 do not suppose my views
upon this matter are likely to be favorably entertained, but I have long held
them and arn convinced they are sound.

If you will retain the office of County Superintendent, then I would
recommend that lie be an officer for " county purposes only,'' and that a
local Superintendent be appointed in each local Municipality for local pur-
poses; this would, 1 am certain, remove many of the objections now urged
against the office of County Superintendent.

Then next I would say'let no procès-verbal of superintendent have force
until honologated, under any circumstance, whet.er Council consider it or
faîl to meet to do so or not.

Next, that the Superintendent shall not give out any contract for any
work until he bas obtained previous sanction of Council; this it appears lie
does not at present require to do, at least for getting bridges repaired, the
greatest source of expence in many municipalities.
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I would also recommend that the fees of Superintendent be fixed by
statute. At present, as far as I know, no salary has been voted in this or
any of the adjacent counties, and the fees allowed have been such as make
it not worth \while for any fit or proper person to accept office ; besides, he is
often obliged to act without waiting for the permission of Council, and the
Council then refuse remuneration.

Srd. I am in favor of present organization of County and Local Municipalities.
If the County Municipalities were abolished, an appeal from local Councils
to Circuit Court would be necessary, for local Councils often act arbitrarily
and harshly towards individuals who displease them.

4th. I am in favor of excluding personal property from taxation, the present tax
upon it is unjust. Why should a farmer not be taxed on his income as vell
as. a trader or mechanic. . The two latter pay taxes on their real estate as
well as the farmer,-and besides it at present is a farce-in some local Mu-
nicipalities the taxes on incomes do not amount to £2. The incomes of
traders and others have been valued froni £20 to £100, now, what does a
tax of 2s. 6d. per £100 on say 20 incomes at £100 amount to ? The tax is
also very irregularly laid, as the valuators do not al understand the law in
the same sense, and the law is not very happily worded.

As to equalizing County taxation, I would appoint a Board of three or
five County valuators, or say, a Board of one local valuator from each town-
ship, but I think three individuals to be chosen by County Council wouid be
best; they .would probably be cornpetent persons, and more disinterested
than local valuators. The County valuators should not have power to alter
the total amount of valuation for County, but should have power to reduce
or increase that of any local Municipality, the total of County valuation
remaining the same.

5th. The County Council for County of Huntingdon has levied about £75 since
coming into force of the law.

The last three queries relate more to local than county matters.

There is one thing which I would in conclusion recommend, as being
a very important thing in making any amendments or alterations, viz.: that
in the amending statute you state the precise clauses and words repealed,
and enact that the amendments and additions shall be incorporated and read
with original law; if this be done the original statute as amended can be
reprinted as one law. Where a law affects so many things and has to be
read and acted upon by so rnany persons, many of them not very competent
to read or understand a law, it should be clear and easily understood.

An example of wbat I 'recommmend will be found in 14 & 15 Vie., c.
109, anending U. C. Municipal Act.

B. Tomroy, Major of Compton.

ht. I arn of opiriion that the Act is in itsel too complex, extremely difficult to
understand by a community, not having the benefit of extended education,
that it requires many and great amendments, but that so far as it goes it has
been carried out in a satisfactory manner in my locality.

A. 1851.
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The following are some of the amendments I would propose,?supposing
the present system of Township as well as County Councils be retained:

Ist. As ail equitable taxation is based on equitable assessment, I would
recommend that instead of having three valuators appointed for each Muni-
cipality, to be selected after the election of seven Councillors, there should be
three valuators for the whole County, to be appointed by the County Council.
Such valuators to be properly qualified men (say Provincial Land Surveyors,
who by the nature of their profession are necessarily experienced as to the
value of property, while by virtue of the examination they are obliged to
undergo, and their oath of office, they afford a guarantee of respectability,)
who may be reckoned upon to perform this most difficult and essential duty
well and to the satisfaction of the public.

Under the existing law valuators are in too many instances men ignorant
of even common reading and writing, and therefore peculiarly unqualified for
such a duty, and in addition, from being resident rate payers in the very Town-
ship they are to value, are necessarily open to all the prejudices and influences
that may be brought to bear on them, whilst the appeal being to the Local
Council is a mere nullity.

Three competent men not necessarily resident in the County would satisfy
all parties, and might be had at an expense very little if at all exceeding the
present mode.

2nd. In the opening new roads through the country I would take away
the option now given of having the work done either by frontage and statute
labour or by general assessment.

If the assessment be equitable, the latter mode is the easiest and the most
fair for ali parties. Townships might be (under the direction of the Council)
divided into " Road Districts," the proprietors in each district being bound only
for the making and maintaining roads in their own district, but to give the
option of different modes of making and maintaining roads is to engender
difficulty and to create a want of uniformity of proceeding. The frontage
system too is not equitable in itself, as it cannot be denied that a front road is
beneficial to more than one or two ranges, even although the ranges not
immediately on the road may not be settled, and the large expense of making
these roads shonld not be borne by one range for the benefit of a whole
district.

Srd. It should be expressly provided that no proprietor should be called
upon to pay more than say 10 per cent at the outside of the actual valuation
in the assessment roll of his land for any road in any one year. Some enact-
ment is necessary with regard to this, as instances can be cited in different
Townships where the proprietors have been called upon for a sum of money for
a road amounting to 20 per cent above the actual valuation in the assessment
roli. Such unlimited power of taxation is certainly most dangerous, if not
unwarrantable,

4th. I would require that all By-laws of the Council should of necessity,
be published in some one newspaper in the County if t- ere ba one, or in a,
newspaper of the nearest adjoining C'ounty, in case there is none in the County
tlself.

A. 1857.
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By the present law the Councils may publish their By-laws, but I would
make it imperative, as being a public check on their proceedings, and a warn-
ing to absentee proprietors, if any local injustice is contemplated.

2nd I am of opinion that some such officer is required, but that he should be, for
reasons that will be given below, always distinct from the Secretary-Treasurer.

As his duties are mostly connected with roads, and as in an unsettled
country especially, the laying out of roads is a matter of no small difficulty,
requiring the exercise of great surveying skill, it is impossible that the County
Superintendent should be able to transact this rnost essential part of his busi-
ness without the employment of a Surveyor to assist him. Indeed no procès-
verbal of a road can be valid unless it describe exactly bearings and distances
and a non-professional County Superintendent could not of hirnself make a
legal procès-verbal.

The extra expense of a Surveyor weighs heavily on the Municipality,
and for all these reasons it is submitted : 1st. That none but Provincial Land
Surveyors be eligible for the office; 2nd. That they be appointed by, and
subject to, the County Council, who should have the power of hearing appeals
against their reports or procès-verbaux ; and that no report or procès-verbal
should be binding, until confirrned by the County Council, beyond the laying
out of roads, and actions taken under orders of the Council, he should have
no power.

3rd. I am of opinion that the organization into County Municipalities is amply
sufficient for the wants of the country, and the concentration of the business
would save great expense, would simplify the operations of the Act, and ren-
der the working of the law, by competent men, more conducive to the interests
of the country, as well as more satisfactory to the public at large. Each
township should be represented in the Council, so that special wants of town-
ships should be brought under discussion ; and whereas it i' difficult, nay,
quite impossible, in the present condition of the country, as regards -ducaton,
to find men in every town, as well as a Secretary-Treasurer and 3 vaiuators,
competent to carry out the Act ; no difficulty could be experienced in finding
one competent person to represent the town in the Cdunty Council, and the
result would be, that instead of the proceedings exciting, but too often, a smile,
(not to say worse,) they would be regarded with respect and interest.
Another great danger of placing power in the hands of uneducated people is,
that they will, from prejudice and ignorance, often entail great loss and incon-
venience on the Municipality, by reason of laying theinselves open to actions
at law for illegal proceedings, and whatever the result, great loss and heart-
burnings ensue.

4th. I consider the present mode of taxation the inost equitable and fair.

5th. The Municipal and Road Act of 1855, has been worked in this Municipality
since it came into force. Local tax for 1856 arnounted to $426 Road tax of
one penny in the pound, together with statute labor, reckoning one day for
every hundred pounds or parts of hundred pounds.

6th. There has been a tax raised in this municipality to defray the expenses of the
township.

7th. We have raised, by statute labor, one day for every hundred- pounds, or parts
of hundred pounds, and our deputy Superintendent has ordered work on roads
over the whole, or in their several districts.

Sth. By tax and statute labor equally distributed over our Municipality.

A. 1857.
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L. K. Benton, Secretary- Treasurer of Stanstead.

lst It is our opinion that the Act in question, so far as relates to Local Munici-
palities, is in principle correct, and well adapted to the wants and requirements
of this section of the Province, but, think in detail, too indefinite, ambiguous,
and complicated; we will suggest some amendiments.

Section 8th to be amended, that two insertions of any Public Notice in a
weekly newspapcr, published within the County, shall be deemed good and
suflicient notice.

Section 12, sub-section 2nd altered, so that the General Sessions of the
Councils be held once in two nonths, instead of monthly.

Section 44th amended, tbat the fences at the side of the road shall only
be taken down at such places as the Inspector or Overseer shall direct, acting
under a by-law of the Council, relating to winter roads.

Section 52nd, sub-section 11th, so amended as to allow a road to be made
through a garden or orchard, when it shall be made to appear, to thp satisfac-
tion of the Council, that such garden or orchard was made or planted with a
view to prevent the marking out and making said road.

Section 55th, so altered as to require the Inspector to pass over the road in
his division once in each year.

rd. Our opinion is, that the present Municipal organization into Local Municipali-
ties is the only one required iii this section of the Province.

4th. Our opinion is, that all moneys and monied inslitutions, banks and other stocks,
can bc included in the assessment roll.

5th. It has been in operation since the passing of the Act, and the sum of $4063
for roads and bridges, and expenses, bas been raised annually, after deducting
the amount paid by trades and professions.

sth. By assessment upon the rateable property of the municipality, and one day's
statute labor from every male inhabitant between the age of 18 and 60, and
rot otherwise liable to statute labor.

E. F. Chandler, Secretary-Treasurer of Brome.

1st. My opinion upon the Municipal and Road Act of 1855 is, that the general
principles of the Bill are good, and that if properly adrninistered, will prove
for the welfare of the township. , In this' Municipality it works very well.
The collections of the assessments in thrce of the towns in the County are
fully made, and the people are generally favorable to the laws; some arnend-
ments are necessary.

2nd. I think the office of County Superintendent is unnecessary. A provision for
the appointment of township Superintendents, invested with the powers now
given to the County Superintendent, relative to local improvements, would be
better for the people.

3rd, I think the organization of Local Municipalities in the Province a fine thing,
but the organization of County Councils unnecessary.
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4th. I think personal and moveable property should be included in the assessment
roll, as well as professions and trades.

5th. Broome County Municipality has been in operation since the passing of the
Municipal and Road Act of 1855 ; but one assessment has been made for the
County, and that for the sum of twenty-five pounds, for payment of the County
Superintendent's services. There is now levied by the County Council, the
sum of three hundred and fifty pounds, for the payment of the officers of the
Council, and for building a County house.

L. Pope, Mayor of Robinson.

The present Municipal Act works well. Our assessients for road pur-
poses, and other expenses in carrying out the Municipal Law, have been
collected without a single suit. The only objection to the present Act is the
County Superintendent ; although we have had a deputy appointed here, he
has been obliged to resign. We manage to do without that officer. We
trust that that office will be abolished this Session.
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LIsT of Municipalities in Lower Canada under the Municipal Law of 18555

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieux

Argenteuil .............. Lachûte.
Grenville.
Chatham.
Gore.
Mille-Isles.
Morin.
Wentworth.
St. Jérusalem.
St. Andrews.

Arthabaska ............ St. Christophe................. St. Christophe.
St. Norbert.
Warwick.
Tingwick.
Bulstrode.
Stanfold.
South Part of Chester.
South Part of Blandford.
South Part of Aston.

L'Assomption ......... Village of L'Assomption..... ..... Village of L'Assomption.
Parish of L'Assomption.
L'Epiphanie.
St. Roch.
St. Lin, parish of.
Mascouche.
Lachenaie.
Répentigny.
St. Sulpice.
St. Lin, village of.

Bagot .............. Ste. Rosalie ................. Ste. Rosali,
St. Pie
St. Dominique.
St. Simon.
St. Hugues.
Ste. Hélène.
Acton.
St. Ephrem d'Upton.

Beauce ...... ....... Ste. Marie........... ...... Tring.
St. Joseph.
St. François.
Linière.
St. Elzéar.
St. Frédéric.
St. George.
Aylmer.
Lambton.
Forsyth.
Tring.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieux.

Beauharnois ........ ... ,Ste. Cécile ................. Beauharnois.
Village de Beauharnois.
St. Clément.
St. Tinothée.
St. Stanislas de Kostka.
St. Louis de Gonzague.

Bellechasse ................. St. Gervais .................. St. Michel.
St. Charles.
St. Lazare.
Beaumnont.
St. Michel.
St. Vallier.
St. Raphiaël.

Berthier .................... Village of Berthier ....... .... Village of Berthier
Parish of Berthier.
Isle Dupads.
St. Cuthbert.
St. Barthelemy.
St. Gabriël de Brandon.'
Lanoraie.
St. Norbert.
Lavaltrie.

Bonaventure ................. Cox................ ...... l ew-Carlis1e.
Hope.
Port Danic.
Hamilton.
New-Richmond.
Maria.
Carleton,
Shoolbred and Nouvelle.
Mann.
Ristigouche.
Matapédia.

Brome .............. Brome ................................... Village of KnowItoid
Farnham.
Potton.
Suttor.
Bolton.

Chanbly. .......... Parish of Boucherville............... Chambly.
Village of Longueuil.
Parish of Longueuil.
St. Bruno of M ontarville.
Parish of Chambly.
Village of Chambly.
Village of tho Basin of Chambly.
Village of Boucherville.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. chef-lieux.
Champlain................ ... Ste. Geneviève de Bastican.........Batiscan.

Ste. Anne de la Pérade.
St. François-Xavier de Batiscan.
La Visitation de Champlain.
Cap de la Magdeleine.
St. Prosper.
St. Stanislas.
St. Narcisse.
St. Maurice.

Charlevoix....................St. Louis, Isle-aux-Condres... Baie St. Paul
St. Hilarion, Settrington.
Les Eboulements.
Baie St. Paul.
St. Etienne de la Malbaie.
St. Fidèle.
St. Irenée.
Ste. Agnès.
St. Urbain.
Petite Rivière St. François-Xavier.

Chateauguay ................. Ste. Philomène....,...................Ste. Martine,
Ste. Malachie.
St. Jean-Chrysostôme.
St. Urbain 1er.
Ste. Martine.
St. Joachim.

Chicoutimi. .......... Chicoutimi ........................ Chicoutimi.
Bagot.
Laterrière.
Tremblay.

Compton ..................... Sherbrooke. .............................. Cookshire.
Ascot and Westbury.
Compton.
Eaton.
Clifton.
Newport.
Orford.
Lingwick.
Winslow.
Hereford.
Bury.

Dorchester. ..... St. Bernard ................. Ste. Hénédine.
St. Isidore.
St. Anselme.
Ste. Claire.
Ste. 1-lénédine.
Cranbourne.
Frampton.
Ste. Marguerite,
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.--(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieux.

Drummond ............... Grantham .......................... ...... Drummondville.
Wickham.
Durhan.
Kingsey.
UJpton.

Gaspé ........ ....... New-Port and Pabos.....................Percé.
Grande-Rivière.
Percé.
Malbay.
Douglas.
Gaspé Bay and York.
North Gaspé Bay and Sydenham.
Cap-Rosier.
Fox.

Hochelaga....................Parish of Montreal....................Longue-Pointe.
Longue-Pointe.
Pointe aux Trembles.
Rivières des Prairies.
Sault aux Récollets.
Côte St. Louis.

Huntingdon ..... ......... Godmanchester ............. ... Durham Ormstownm
Hemmi ngford.
St. Anicet.
Dundee.
Elgin.
Hinchinbrooke.
Village of Huntingdon.

St. Hyacinthe ............... Parish of St. Hyacinthe...............St. Hyacinthe>
St. Damase.
La Présentation.
St. Barnabé.
St. Jude.
St. Denis.
St. Charles.

Iberville ............ St. Athanase ........ > ................ St. Athanase.
Christieville.
St. George de Flenryville.
St. Alexandre.
Ste. Brigide.
St. Grégoire.

Island of Orleans ........... St. Laurent ............... ........ .... St. Laurent.
St. Jean.
Ste. Famille.
St. François.
St. Pierre.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieux.

L'Islet .................. St. Roch .................. St.-Jean-Port-Joli.
St. Jean.
L'Islet.
St. Cyrille.

Jacques-Cartier ........... Isle-Bizard ........................ Pointe-Claire.
Parish of Lachine.
Village of Lachine.
Parish of Pointe-Claire.
Village of Pointe-Claire.
Ste. Anne.
Ste. Geneviève.
St. Laurent.

*St. Jean ...... ....... St. Luc....... ............. St. Jean.
Blairfindie.
Town of St. John.
Parish of St. John.
Lacolle.
St. Valentin.

Joliette............ St. Charles-Barromée...................Village of Industrie.
Ste. Elizabeth.
St. Thomas.
St. Ambroise de Kildare.
St. Félix de Valois.
Ste. Mélanie.
St. Alphonse.
St. Paul.

Kamouraska.... ...... Ixworth . . ..................... Kamouraska.
Ste. Anne.
Rivière-Ouelle.
Mont-Carmel.
St. Denis.
St. Louis.
St. Paschal.
Ste. Hélène.
St. Pacôme.
St. Alexandre.
St. André.

Laprairie........ .... Village of Laprairie.......... Laprairie.
Parish of Laprairie.
St. Constant.
St. Philippe.
St, Jacques le Mineur.
St. Isidore.

Lavai ........................ Ste. Rose ....... ................ Ste. Rose.
St. Martin.
St. Vincent de Paul.
St. François de Sales.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &.-(Continued.)

County Mumicipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieux.

Lévi ................ St.... Joseph de la Pointe Lévi.........Pointe-Lévi.
St. Henry.
St. Nicolas.
St. Jean-Clirysostôrme.
St. Ramualde, Etchemin.
Notre Dame de la Victoire.
St. Lambert.

Lotbinière..................St. Jean..Deschaillons ................. Lotbinière.
Lotbinière.
Ste. Croix.
St. Antoine de Tilly.
St. Appollinaire.
St. Flavien.
St. Gilles.
Ste. Agathe.

Maskinongé.............Rivière-du-Loup .................... Rivière-du-Loup.
Maskinongé.
St. Léon.
St. Paulin.
Ste. Ursule.
St. Didace.

St. Maurice..................Town of Three Rivers.................Three Rivers.
Paroisse des Trois-Rivières
Pointe du Lac.
Yamachiche.
St. Barnabé.
St. Sévère.
Fief St. Etierine.
Shawinigan.

mégantie .Broughton .......................... Leeds.
Leeds and Thetford.
Inverness.
Halifax.
Nelson.
Somerset.
Village of Plessisville.
Ste. Julie de Somerset.
Ireland and Coleraine.

ssisquoi...............Dunham ............................ Bedford.
St. Armand, east.
St. Armand, west.
St. Romuald de Farnham.
Village of Philipsburg.
St. Thomas.
St. George de Clarenceville.
Township of Stanbridge and Parish

of Notre Dame des Anges.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Lôcal Municipalities. Chef-lieux.

Montcalm ........ St. Patrick de Rawdon ............. Ste. Julienne.
St. Liguori.
St. Esprit.
St. Jacques.
St. Alexis.
Ste. Julienne.
St. Calixte.

Montmagny .................. St. Antoine, Isle-aux-Grues.........St. Thomas.
Cap-St. Ignace.
St. Thomas.
Village de Montmagny.
St. Pierre.
St. François.
Berthier.

Montmorency . ........ Laval ........... .............. Chateau-nicher.
L'Ange-Gardien.
Chateau-Richer.
Ste. Anne.
St. Joachim.
St. Féréol.

Napierville .................. St. Cyprien .. ...................... St. Cyprien.
St. Patrick de Sherrington.
St. Edouard.
St. Michel-Archange.
St. Rémî.

Nicolet. .......... ..... Bécancour .................. Bécancour.
St. Grégoire.
Nicolet.
Ste. Monique.
St. Pierre-Célestin.
Ste. Gertrude.
St. Pierre les Becquets.
Gentilly.

Ottawa ......... ..... .Village of Aylmer . ...... Aylmer.
Hull.
Lochaber.
Township of Buckingham.
Village of Buckingham.
Masham.
Notre Dame de Bonsecours.
Ste. Angélique.
Wakefield.
Eardley.
Templeton.
St. André-Avelin.
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List of Municipalities iii Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalités. Chef-lieu.

Pontiac.......... ... Onslow .................... Portage du Fort.
Pristol.
Litchfield.
Calumet.
Mansfield.
Clarendon.
Allumettes.

Portneuf ............ Cap-Santé ................................ Cap-Santé.
JSt. Raymond et townships de Gos-

ford, Colbert et Roquemont.
St, Augustin.
Ecureuils.
St. Casimer.
Ste. Catherine.
Pointe-aux-Trembles.{St. Alban et township d'Alton et
Montauban.

St. Bazile.
Deschambault.
Grondines.

Quebee....... ...... St. Colomb de Sillery .................. Charlesbourg.
St. Sauveur de Boisseauville.
Beauport.
Charlesbourg.
St. Ambroise.
L'Ancienne-Lorette.
Ste. Foye.

Richelieu ........ ... Ste. Victoire ............................. Ste. Victoire.
St. Aimé.
St. Robert.
St. Pierre de Sorel.
St. Marcel.
Parish of St. Ours.
Village of St. Ours.
Town of William Henry.

Richmond......... ... Brompton ................................ Richmond.
Cleveland.
Wotton.
Melbourne and Brompton Gore.
Windsor and Stoke.
Shipton.

Rimouski ................ ... St. Simon.................................Rimouski.
St. Fabien.
Ste. Cécile du Bic.
St. Germain de Rimouski.
Ste. Luce.
Ste. Flavie.
Métis.
St. Jérôme de Matane
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Continued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieu.

Rouville ............. Ste. Marie ........ ........... St. Marie.
St. Césaire.
L'Ange-Gardien.
St. Paul d'Abbottsford.
St. Jean-Baptiste.
St. Hilaire.
St. Mathias.

Saguenay...............No official return received.

Shefford ...................... Shefford .......................... Shefford.
Granby.
Stukely, south.
Stukely, north.
Ely.
Roxton.
Milton.

Soulanges. ............Village de St. Joseph de Soulanges..Coteau-Landing.
Paroisse de St. Joseph de Soulanges.
Coteau Landing.
St. Clet.
St. Zotique.
St. Ignace du Côteau-du-Lac.
St. Polycarpe.

Stanstead......... .... arnston .................... Stanstead.
Barford.
latley.

Magog.
Stanstead.

Témiscouata ......... St. Patrick, Rivière-du-Loup.... Isle-Verte.
Village of Frazerville.
St. George de Kakouna.
St. Arsène.
Whitworth.
Viger.
Isle-Verte.
St. Eloi.
Trois-Pistoles.

Terrebonne....... ..... Parish of Terrebonne.......... St. Jérôme.
Village of Terrebonne.
Parish of Ste. Thérèse.
Village of Ste. T hérèse.
Village of St. Jérôme.
St. Sauveur.
Abercronibie.
Ste. Adèle.
Ste. Anne.
Lacorne.
St. Janvier.
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List of Municipalities in Lower Canada, &c.-(Coontinued.)

County Municipalities. Local Municipalities. Chef-lieu.

Two Mountains .............. Parish of St. Jérôme. ........... ..... Ste. Scholastique.
St. Placide.
St. Augustin.
Village of St. Eustache.
Parish of St. Eustache.
Village of St. Scholastique.
Parish of St. Scholastique.
St. Benoit.
St. Columban.
St. Joseph.
St. Hermas.

Vaudreuil..................Village of St. Michel de Vaudreuil..Vaudreuil.
Parish of St. Michel de Vaudreuil.
Ste. Jeanne, Isle-Perrot.
Ste.'Marthe.
Ste. Magdeleine de Rigaud.
Newton.

Verchères ................... Verchères.................................Varennes,
Parish of Varennes.
Village of Varennes.
Ste. Julie.
Beloil.
St. Marc.
St. Antoine.
Contrecour.

Wolfe ............... Wolfstown ............ ...... Dudswell.
Dudswell.
H-am.
Garthby.
Weedon.

Yamaska .................. .. St. Antoine de la, Baie-du-Febvre... St. François-du-Lac.
St. Zéphirin de Courval.
Ste. Thomas de Pierreville.
St. François-du-Lac.
St. Michel d'Yamaska.
St. David.
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SECOND REPORT.

The Select Comnittee appointed to inquire into the working of
the Municipal and Road Act for 1855, have the honor to
report as follows, as their SECOND REPORT:-

Your Committee beg leave to report that they have inquired into the working
of the Lower Canada Municipal and Road Act, and that in order to do it effectually,
they addressed a nuinber of questions to the secretaries, mayors and wardens of the
different Municipalities of Lower Canada.

To these questions your Committee received 248 answers, some of them con-
taining very valuable information on the subject. These answers, as well as the
petitions presented to your Honorable House, complained bitterly of the amount of
useless expense to which the Municipalities were subjected, in putting the law into
full operation.

In analyzing them, however, your Committee found that there existed a very
great diversity of opinion with regard to the present municipal system ;-some were
in favor of the present system of County, Township and Parish Councils, while others
desired the abolition of one or other of those organizations as burdensome and use-
less for the present wants of the population.

Opinions approach unanimity on one point only, that of abolishing the office of
County Superintendent as being contrary to the spirit of local self govermnent,
useless in most cases, and tending to cause embarrassment and create unnecessary
expenses to Municipalities.

The powers given to that officer, and his numerous duties extending over large
Counties, seem to have had the effect of relaxing the efforts that should have been
made by subordinate officers in the fulfilment of their duties for the good maintenance
of Public Roads.

Every Road Overseer and Inspector seems to have depended too much on the
County Superintendent, and as that officer could not be present in every locality in
bis County, at the proper time, in the large Counties especially, the roads were
in many instances left in a bad state, or when they were properly attended to, it was
not without an amount 9f expense and trouble that seemed to call for a remedy.

As an indication of this feeling, your Coimittee beg to state, that out of 248
answers already metitioned, 197 declared that.the office of County Superintendent
ought to be abolished, while only 46 were in favor of its continuance.

A. 18570
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Economy in the management of public affairs is closely watched when the ex-

penses incurred have to be supported by direct taxation, and no doubt the demand
for abolishing one Council or the other was made in order to lessen, to great extent,

the expenses attending the operation of both, as caii be seen by many of the

answers.

To arrive at a proper idea of the feeling on this matter, your Committee have
classified the answers as follows:

For local Councils only............. ............... 105

For County Couneils only........ ................. .... .... 98
For continuing both ...................................... 40

Against the Municipal system .................... ........ 5

Total number of answers..... .............. 248

In the Townships where the territory is larger than that of Parishes, and not so

densely settled, they unanimously desire Township or local Councils, while in the

Seignories a large number desire County Councils only.

It is gratifying, however, to find that only five answers were sent to·your Com-

mittee which went entirely against any Municipal system.

Your Committee are of opinion that it would be impolitic to make any great

change in the organization of the Municipal Councils at the present time, and they

feel confident that by amending the law so as to simplify and render its working

more economical, that it would have the effect desired and prayed for by the nu-

merous petitions presented to your Honorable House.

Your Committee therefore recommend that the following amendments be made,

during this session :-st. To give power to County Councils to fix the number of
their sessions, provided it be not less than one in every year. 2nd. To give same

power to local Councils, provided it be not less than four sessions in every year.

3rd. To abolish the office of County Superintendent and transfer bis powers
and duties to County and Local Councils.

4th. To allow Councils to cause roads to be made and kept in repair by shares,
or as is now provided by law.

5th. To authorize Local Councils to collect, in certain cases, ail taxes due as
school-tax, and for the construction of fences, ditches, &c., &c., and such other
amendments as your Honorable House may think proper.

They would also recommend that the municipal laws of Lower Canada be con-
solidated as soon as practicable, so as to reduce their length, simplify their details,
and take away all causes of confusion, there now being three statutes amending one
another on the same subject.

A. 1€57V
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The aoswers received by your Committee wil be found Very useful to your
Honorable House, should it think proper to bave the Municipal laws consolidated
at the next session of Parliament, as some of them contain valuable information on

some points which your Committee did not insist upon taking up during the present

session, and they beg to submit those answers with the present report for the infor-
mation of your Honorable House.

Your Committee feel confident that were their recommendations to be adopted
by the Legislature, it would give great satisfaction to the people of Lower Canada,
and they would therefore hope ihat they will be acted upon as early as possible.

The whole, nevertheless, respectfully submitted.

Committee Room, R. B. SOMERVIL LE,
Ilth May, 1857. Chairman.
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GENER1AL STATEMENT and RETURN or BAPTSIYIS,
QUJEBEC, fo

PARISHES NORTH BAPT-
RELIGIOUS

COUNTIES. OF THE
DE NO M IN A T IONS.

RIVER ST. LAWRENCE. Maies.

QUEBEC ........ Notre Dame de Québec ............ Catholic................. 308
St. Roch de Québec .............. do.......... ....... 623
St. Patrick's Church....d............ do ... .... 229
Metropolitan Church............Church of England ...... 53
Mariners' Chapel.................. do do 14
Garrison of Quebec................do do . 18
St. Peter's Chapel........... ..... do do ...... 22
St. Andrew's Church............Church of Scotland 29
Wesleyan Church ... ............ Methodist............... 8
Chalmers' Church ................ Presbyterian............. 17
1-otel Dieu,...................... Catholic ................ ..
Hopital Général.................do...........
Hopital de Marine ................. do..........
Asile des Aliénés................do
Beauport......................do..................66
Charlesbourg. ............... do. ................. 48
St. A1mbroise..................... do . ................ 72
Ancienne Lorette ................. do. ................ 39
Ste. Foye.do. ................... 30
St. Colomb de Sillery. . do........... .......... 67
Stoneham and Beauport...........Church of England 2
Valcartier and Stonchamn.......... Presbyterian............. 6

1651

PORTNEUF ...... St. Casimir ...................... Catholic................. 42
St. Charles des Grondines ........... do. ............... 32
St. Joseph de Deschambault......... do. ................ 53
Cap Santé ......... ................. do .... 6..2
St. Bazile.......... do................ 30
St. Raymond .................... do. ................ 57
Ste. Catherine de Fossambault ....... do. ............... .27
St. Jean Baptiste des Ecureuils....... do. ................ 11
Point aux Trembles................do. ................ 59
St. Augustine..................... do ................ 35
Ste. Catherine and Bourg Louis .... Church of England 9

417

MONTMORENCY.. St. Pierre, Isle D'Orleans..........Catholic ................ 18
St. Jean, do ............... ....... 30
Ste. Famille, do .......... do' . .............. 15
St. Laurent, do .......... do. ................ 15
St. François, do .......... do. ................. 17
St. Féréole..................... do. ................ 16
St. Joachim ...................... do. ................ 30
Ste. Anne......................do. ............ 18
L'Ange Gardien................. do................. 23
Laval a Lac Beauport............... .do................. 10
Chateau Richer................... do..

212

I
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30 9 6 108
30 7 13 6

2316 21il 752
40 9 80 28
41 4 16 il 71 27 44

58 9 17 9 115 26 89
18 8 5 44

13 5 13
35 10 13 17 91 30 64
22 10 11 21 57 82 25

7 3 7 1 16 8 8

364 88 148 131 781 279 502 .502

21 6 7 14 84 1 13
18 il il 9 48 20 26
13 6 9 13 928 22è.
21 3 4 2 16 10

8 5 11 1025 14
24 5 S 12 40 20> 20. .
37 7 12 13 67 25 4
21 8 7 8918121 .
21 i1 il 8 441 19 25.
12 4 7 7 14 8
32 6 12 14 ' b7 26.3.

228 67 99 113 440 212 228 ........ 228

20 Victoria.,

MARRIAGES, and BURIALS, in the DISTRICT of
the year 1856.

-ISMS. BURIALS.
I- Total Total Total

Incerease. Decrease.

1'enals. aie. Fmal s laptisms. Burials. Increase.
emaesales. Femnales

272 96 177 162 580 '809 241
548 159 356 299 1171 655 516
230 105 134 126 459 260 199................

54 86 39 38 107 77 0

11 1 9 1 25 10 15
23 5 13 10 41 23 18
19 10 12 10 41 22 19..................
32 37 17 16 61 83 28
6 7 1 2 14 3 il

22 20 8 2 39 10 29
.. .... 10 21. ...... 40 .40

1 4 1 44.......
77...... ........ 714 ..... 14 ..

.... 2.....736 .36
....... 20 160 . .. . .

53 14 31 40 1194..........
34 17 12 27 89 39 43
46 17 27 38 118 65 53
36 19 20 16 75 36 39.................
36 13 21 28 66 49 17 ........

60 20 7 5 127 112 115
1 2 2 3
8 6 1 2 14... .

1492 586 ý93418712 3143 1806 1432 95 1837



20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 31.) ,,Tes

GENEIRAL STATEMENT AN RETURN oF BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES,

COUNTIES.

CHARLEVOIX...

PARISHES NORTII

OF THE

RIV ER ST. LAWRENCE.

St. Louis, Isle aux Coudres........
St. François, Petite Rivière.......
Baie St. Paul.. .........
St. Urbain ......................
Eboulemens......................
St. Irénée........................
St. Etienne de Malbaie.............
Ste. Agnès .....................
St. Fidèle.......................

RELIGIOUS

D E NO M IN A T10 N S.

Catholic
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do

BAPT-

Males.

9
12
93
15
64
12
46
47
26,

CHICOUTIMI AND
TADOUSSAC .. Grand Brulé...................... Catholie................. 40

Chicoutimi ...................... do. ................ 91
Grande Baie....................do................. 80

211

PARISHES SOUTH OF THE

LOTBINERE .... St. Gilles and Ste. Agathe.......... Catholic................ 47
St. Sylvester ................. d...do. ............. 54
St. Antoine de.Tilly..............do ................ 104
Ste. Croix and St. Flavien.......... do ................ 65
St. Louis de Lotbinière ............ do. ................ 67
St. Jean Deschaillons.............. do. ................ 46

883

MEGANTIO ...... Ste. Julie de Somerset ............ Catholie................. 42
St. Calixte de Somerset ............ do. ................ 53
St. Ferdinand D'Halifax............do. ............... 76
St. Jacques de Leeds and Broughton. do................. 28
Ste. Sophie D'Ilalifax..............do.... ............ 42
Leeds and other places ........... Pesbyterian............. 10

do do do ......... lethodist................23
Ireland and Upper Inverness ....... Fhurch of England ..... 21
Mission ofLeeds................. .do .7

302

20 Victoria. AppendMix o.31.) 1857.

.ND BUIRIALS, IN TaE DISTRICT oF QUEBEO, &c.-(Conud.)

-ISMS.

Fenmales.

15
8

71
15
70

8
67
49
21

10
4
26

3
24

19
10

7

1038

BUR

Males.

6
6

26
7

24
8

13
5

98

IIALS. Total T

Baptisms. Bu
Females

12 24
6 20

28 164
6 80

15 184
il 20

9 113
2 89
5 47

94 641

otal

rials.

18
12
54
138

19
22
7
8

192

Increase.

6
8

110
17
95
1

91
82
39

449

Decrease.
Total

Increase.

....

........ à.

449

30 10 4 4 70 8 62 ....
60 12 19 12 151 31 120 ....
97 18 21 15 177 86 141

187 40 44 81 898 75 823 .. .8. . 323

RIVER ST. LAWRENCE.

31 9 1l 7 78 18 60
50 20 18 12 104 80 74
78 21 89 26 182 65 117
58 10 18 17 123 85 88
58 29 27 18 125 45 80 ..
39 6 12 9 85 21 64

314 95 125 89 697 214 483 488

37 13 8 9 79 17 62
61 10 25 13 114 88 76
67 20 20 10 143 80 113
29 il 5 7 57 12 45
86 20 23 19 78 42 36
10 12 ....... 20 i 19 ,.
27 20 2 2 50 4 46
24 5 6 4 45 10 35
9 ...... 1 16 1 15 . ..

800 112 89 66 602 155 447 .......... 447

1- -- l

............ ........ ............. . ...........

. . .. .. .. .. ....... ............. ..

. .. .. .. .. .. ..... .

............ ..

.............. .
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GENERAL STATEMENT nm RETURN or BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES,

PARISHES SOUT. BAPTRELIGIOUS BP-
COUNTIES. OFTUE

DENOMINATIONS.
RIVER ST. LAWRENCE.

1 aes

BEAU CE.......St. Elzéar de la Beauce ........... Catholic...........
Ste. Marie do. ............. do...................76
St. Joseph do. ............. do.......
St. Frédéric do -...... do..................
St. François do. ............. do.................
St. George, Aubert Gallion .......... do................. 46
Lambton, Aylner, and Price. do.................. 47

lSt. Evariste de Forsyth............do....................$
St. Victor de Trin'g and St. Ephraini.do. ............... 72
Frampton....................Church of Enland .. .

DORCIESTER .... 18t. Aniselmie de Lauzon............Catholic................. 53
St. Isidore.....................do................... 56Ste. Claire de Joliette..do ............... 63
Ste.Margrite..... ...... do ..............
St. Bernard......... ...... do ..............
'Ste. 1énédine de Joliette ........... do................ 1Frampton and Ste. Malachie-.. ........... 21

297

LÉVIS..........St. Joseph, Pointe Levy........Catholi.............. 60
Notre Dame de Lev......... .do. ................ 725
St. Jean ChysOstôxeC............do f................' .33St. Henry de Lauzon............. do. ................ 63
St. Romuald DEtchemin...........do.5............... 41Mission of Pointe Levy...........Church of E6ngan3. 7

do do do ............ Church of Scotland ... 8St. Nieholasi........,.........Catholic. 65
St. Lambert de Lauzon............ do..44

BELLECIIASSE . St. Valluer.............. ...... Catholie................. 37
St. RaphnIn..e.e............... do...................42
St. Mihel................................do

LEVIS ...... ChSa.lJseph.P.ne.e............. ..dtolic......... 60

St...reDd.......................do1......5....... 8
St. Gervais..................... do................. .75
St. Lazarerz.....................do ................. 59

4

20 Vitoria. Appendix (No 1.) 1857.

AND BTJRIALS, IN 'TUE DISTRICT OF QUEBEC, &c.-(Cntnuee.)

-ISMS. e

Females.

53 16
56 43
62 23
35 14
59 80
56 14
54 20
14 8
89 15
17 7

445 190

BURIALS.

Males. Females.

29 :84
22 81
87 27

9 11l
25 17
il 5
16 14
3 5

18 10
2

172 152

Total

laptisms.

111
132
184

85
131
102'
101
32

111

975

Total

Burials.

61
58
64,
20
42
16
30
8

28
2

324

Increase.

50
79
70
65
89
86
71
24
83
34

651

Decrease. Total

Increase.

........................................ .....

54 19 18 25 107 43 64 ..........
54 11 12 12 110 24 '86 .......... .
62 15 13 18 125 26 99
31 9 1 6 62 7 55 .....
48 7 il 6 90 17 73 ..........
28 5 9 10 59 19 40 .. ........
28 9 5 11 49 16 33 . ......

305 75 69 83 602 152 450. .......... 450

58 27 20 28 118 48 70
136 45 62 49 293 111 182 ....

31 17 15 il 64 26 88..... ..........
59 15 17 27 122 44 78 .
46 15 20 17 87 37 50 .
8 3 6 5 15 il 4.
6 5 ..... ........... 14 ..... 14

52 21 21 16 117 37 80 .
36 7 13 9 80 22 58 ......

432 155 174 162 910 336 574 ........... 574

29 6 il 13 66 24 42 ..
42 8 19 17 84 36 48 .
47 12 10 18 83 28 55
24 7 6 12 41 18 23
41 '1 15 22 79 37 42 ..........
70 25 19 '20 145 39 106 -..........
47 17 15 il 106 26 80 .

300 88 95 113 604 208 896. .......... 396

20 Victoria.
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GENERAL STATEMENT An RETURN op BAPTISMS, MARRIAGS

PARIS H E5 SQUTL 1.AP
UELIGIOUS

DEKNO MINA TION'S.~'
RIVER ST. LAWRENCE.DN

MONTMAGNY .Grosse Isl ,...................Catholic
St. Antoine, Isle aux Grues ........ do 2Cap St. Ignace.................... do .St. Thomias .--.. -.... 6-- T o as . .................... do . . . . .. . . 'St. Pierre, Rivière du Sud.. ........ do ............ . 29
St. François....................do .... ............ 27Berthier.................d...... do 24Grosse Isle.... ... Church of England2

i I 2661
L'ISLET ....... St.Roch des Aulnets ..... Catholie..............

StJean. , Port Joli...... fdo...........
L'Islet and St. Cyril.d1.............

DISTRICT OF QUEBE (Oon e

OU N T1ES I P MS. j MARRIAGES.
MLES. FEMALES.

QUEBEC.............. 15 425o
PORTNE F .5. .14921588
MONTMIORENCY ............ 412728468

CAREOX22228 67CHARLaEVOIX. ....................... 324 817 103-CHl[COUTIMI DAN TADOUSSAC L.. 87 40
LOT BNIÈÉRE.2.......................183 814
MEGANT. 802 800 112B E .UC.E.297 805 75LEAUC5...................8530 

445 100LEVIS. ........................ 478 482 155.BELLEO ASSE......................... 304 800 88MOTMAGNY........ ......--......... 266 244 62L'ISLET.......... ... ... 275 260 85

5650 5188 1746
BÂPrs~ç.-Maes.....................................

Females............. ................

us.-Maes..............
Femnale

..............................................

Decrease

Total Increae.

PROTHONOTARUY' OFIE R, Quebec, 17th March 1857.I

20 Victoria.

AD BURIALS, ixm TUE DISTRICT ow
I85~

QUEBEO> &e.-(Contin~ed.).

Total

Burials.

2
7

5459

1829,
15
24

208

67 80 20 26 122 46 76 .
80 22 58 85 188 88 95 ......

113 838 60 9 280 99 181 ..........

260 85 183 100 585 233 80 ........... 802

-RE CAPITULATION.

Increase.
Deerease..

57
127
82......
56
89

.. 20

Total

Increase.

. .. .. ... . .

...........

B URI AL S.

MATmus.

934
148

99
98
44

125
89
69

172
174
95
99

158 1

2,279 2095 1088

FEMI&LS.

872

118394

8189
66
88

152
162

118
109

ToTrA

BAursus.

3143
781
440
641

398697-
602
602
975
910
604510
585

"47J 12CIl x l 1083
....... 5650
...... 5188

10888
...... 2279
..... . 2095

-- 4894

6559
. .... . ... .

B U R R O U G HS.&.. ..E T.64 4 4
ýBURROUGHS,&I'ST CA!

TOUL

BURIALs.

1806
279
212
192

75214
155
152
824
886
208
208
288

1482

502228
449

828£48£
447
450
651

574896
822:
802

6559

DECREASE.

95

..........
.. . ... .. ..

..........
.. .. .. .

ToTÂn4

NCREASE,.

1837
502228
449
823
483
447
450
651
574

896802
802

6444

20 Victoria. ppedix (oJ

1
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L85~Appendix(No31.)

GENERAL STATEMIENT of BAPTI 1YIS, lIARRIAG
for the

COUNTIES.

MONTREAL ......

WEST DIVISION..

EAST DIVISJON..

P A R I S Il E S.

Montreal
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do

Parish Church, Catholic.............................
Hôpital Général, Soeurs Grises ......................
Christ's Church, Protestant Episcopal.............
Montreal Garrison ................................
St. George's Chapel ............................... 1
Trinity Chapel, Episcopal, Church of England........
St. Luke's Church, Protestant Episcopal ..............
St. Paul's Church, Presbyterian, St. Helen Street ......
Scotch Church, St. Gabriel Street....................
St. Andrew's Church, Presbyterian............
Presbyterian Church, St. Lawrence Suburb.........
American Presbyterian Church, St. James Street ... ...
Côté Street Free Church, or Presbyterian Church ......
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation...............

do do, Montreal Circuit..............
Second Congregational Church.....................
Baptist Church, St. Helen Street................
Jewish Church ................................
Unitarian Church ................ ...............
Zion Church ....................................
German Evangelical Church....................
Methodist New Connexion Church...............
St. Stephen's Church............... .........

Lachine Catholic Church......................
do Church of England...............
do Church of Scotland..........................

St. Joachim de la Pointe Claire ..............................
St. Anne du Bout de L'Isle............................
St. Genevieve ....... ............ ...................
St. Laurent........................... ...........

Sault au Recollet...................
St. Joseph de la Rivière des Prairies..........................
Pointe aux Trembles, Catholic .........................

do do, Eglise Congregationelle François ..........
Longue Pointe, St. François D'Assise.....................

Males.

1458
2

50
10
84

6
13
,10

8
85
23
17
20
19

20

8
9
.4

10
5

10
20

28

9
49
88
60
52

50
16
20
.8

12.

VAUDREUIL .... St. Michel de Vaudreuil.....................................
Ile Perrot ............................................. 8
Rigaud............................................. 79
St. Marthe........................................... 54
Vaudreuil Protestant Episcopal Congregation...................16
Presbyterian Church at Cavagnol...... .....................
Wesleyan Congregation at Cavagnol........................ '10

2'Vilctoria. 1S5t.

and B f1RIAliS, made iin the DISTIÏICT of1?IONTREAL,
year 1856.

-ISMS.

Males.

1463
3

52
4

27
8

8
7

41
15
9

15
19
31

3

810
10
4
8

18

26
4

50
24
54
53

54
18
29
2

20

2100

584

28
8

81
16
2
4

12
24
64

9
22
28
14,

4
*1

7

14
i

10
8

. 4
20,
10
20
14

27
5
8
8
8

BURIALS.

Males. Females

1045

29
5

18'
4
4
8

14
4

12,
4

11
16
8

2
5
5,

.. '

4
10

19
4'

22
1.5
22
85'

29
19
18

9.

1016 1403

942
2

24
2

18
4
1
7
4

16
.4
'6
4

13'
.5
8

6
6

5

Increase.

929
3

49'
7

80
6

13
8

46
80
8

27
14
45-

9
98

9
9

23

15 15.
1 4
7 7

18 59
12 85
12 80
80 40

19 56
10 51
192 17

1282 1609

Decrease.

'6

6

6« 6 I
11 6 6 .6 * .7

80 82. 26 36 97
59 17 24. 22 67

6......1
8-.. .. .. .. ............... 10 ... .....

164 55 68 . 72 196 .....

Total,

Increase.

Total

Decrease.

...........

..........

...........

..........

REMARES.

.. .. .... ... . . . . ... . .........
. .... . .. .... ....... .-...

. .. .. .. .. . . . . ... .. . . .. ..

.. . ..... ...... ...... ........ .. ..

.. .. .. . . . .. .. . . . .. . ..

..... ... . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .

.... . .... . . .. . .. . .. .. .. . ..

.... . . ... .. ...

160. . ........

.No Return.

......... ..........
... ...........

...

.No Return.
..... .........

. . .. .... . .

. . . ... ..-

1

M"pei
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GENERAL STATEMENT oF BAPTISMS. MARRIAGESi,

COUNTIES.

SOULANGES..

LAC DES DEUX
MONTAGNES.

ARGENTEUIL

TERREBONNE..

P A R I S I E S.

St. Ignace du Côteau du Lac ... .......................
St. Joseph de Soulanges............... ...............
St. Polycarpe........ .............................
St. Clet .............. ...........................
St. Zotique . ......................................
Church of England, Côteau du Lac......................

. Mission du Lac des Deux Montagnes....................
Patronage de St. Joseph do ..........
St. Eustache..............................
St. Augustin................
St. Benoit .

St. Scholastique ... .... ................

St. Colomban ..................

Presbyterian Church, St. Eustache.

BAPT-

Maies.

51
47

1283
44
40
2

807

15
81

44
45

122
9

850

St. André D'Argenteuil..................................55
Notre Iame de Pitié de Grenville........................... 46
St. iermas.......... ......................... ...... 47
St. Placide ................ . .............. ........... "31
Lachute Scotch Presbyterian Church.......................24
Baptist Church, St. Andrews.................................
Church of England, Grenville and Chatham.................
Scotch Presbyterian Church, Grenville and Chatham.............'56
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation at Lachute and St Andrews
United Church of England and Ireland, North Gore..............29
Presbyterian Church, St. Andrews....................... 8

St. Jerôme.............................
St. Louis de Terrebonne..........................
Ste. Anne des Plaines ........ ....................
St. Thérèse de Blainville.............................
Ste. Adèle..........................
St. Janvier ................St. auvur............... 0................St.Sauvèur...............................
Ste.ý Sophie ......... . . .
Presbyterian Church at St. Thérèse' de Blainville
Eglise Evangélique de St. Thérêse de Blainville...........

114
41
84
'67
29,
83
46

2
'4

393

2O0 ictoria. 185v.

URTALS Dn D STRICT o MONTREAL, &c.-(Cone.)

-ISMS.

Females.

57 15
46 13

187 55
45 14
42 12

2 ........

829 109

BURIALS.

males. Females.

21 18
18 19
37 89
il 14
17 225 4

19 116

Increase. Decrease. Total
Increase.

69 .......
56 . ...

184
64 ....
43 ......

416 5 411

Total

Decrease.

. 11.. .

R.M....

27 3 10 7 25
83 16 12 14 88 .
79 22 29 23 111.
42 17 29 24 83 .
52 13 24 22 51 .
99 29 82 45 .144 . .. .
12 6 2 2 17 .

..........

844 107 188 187 419 . 419

52 .11 17 15 75 .
27 15 10 10 53 .
26 20 , 22' 21 80 ......
24 6 14 10 81
10 12 8 1 80 .
1 2 1..... ... ......... .......

. ... ....... . ........ No Return.
47# 9 .. . . . . ... .........

.. ........... . .......... No Return.
15 3. 43 ..... .... .... ...

.1 3 1.. ...........

203 111 751 851

101 24 87 31 147
40 14 19 24 88
48 8 9 8 60......
52 16 89 28 52 ..........
47 6 12 14 50 ......... ......
43 9 5 9 62. . ... . . ..........
89 9 20 16 49.
191 10, 6 26 ... .. .. . . ..... ... ., ..

.. . 41 . . .. 1. . ...... . ........... ........
S1 2 1 4 ....... ....... .....

887 92 154 137 489 489 .......

Appeix j«NQ~ 1.)

ýl

1

1 f

'A

ijl
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GENERAL STATEMENT or BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES

COUNTIES.

LAVAL .......... 1

PARIS HIE S.

St. Vincent de Paul..... .............. ...
St. Martin ............ ...........................
St. François de Sales de l'Isle Jésus.............
St. Raphael de l'Isle Bizard ............................
Ste. Rose.........................................
St. Stephen's Church, St. Martin.......................

BAPT-

Males.

42
75

32
50
'4

218

MONTCALM ...... St. Jacques............................................ 74
St. Ligouri........................................... 45
St. Julienne ....... ..................................... '26
St. Alexis............................................ 27
St. Esprit............................................ 86'
St. Calixte........................................... g3
Presbyterian Church, New Glasgow........................
Church of England, Kilkenny and parts adjacent............... 5
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation, Circuit ofRawdon............16
St. Patrice de Rawdon.. ... ..................... 88

285

JOLIETTE. St. Charles Borromée de L'Industrie.....................
Ste. Elizabeth....................................
St. elix de Valois ........................................
Ste. Melanie.............................
St. Ambroise de Kildare.....................
Conversion de St. Paul ........ ......................
St. Thomas ...................... ................
St dMt

109
6q-
69"
51l
40'
31

. ian e e ia a .............. ........................ SBg

'St. Alphonse de Rodriguez................................26,

468

L'ASSOMPTION .. Repentigny ............................................. 40,
L'Assomption......................................... 82
St. Henri de Mas'ouche ................................... S5
St. Roch...........................s58
St. Charles de Lachenaie.............................
St. Lin . ........................................
St. Sulpice....................................... 18
Church of England, Mascouche ............. 5 L

20 Victoria. Apperdix <No.1.) 1857.

BURIALS, MADE IN THE DISTRICT 0F MONTREAL, &c.-(Cont med.)

-Isms-ISMS. r

Females.

1

57 18
94 21
14 5
13 5
64 18
4

246 67

64 26
31 4
29 6
22 10
37 8
26 7

4 4
12 2
32 7

257 74

BURIALS.

Females

88
87'

9
8

86

128

52 41
23 25
10 8 1
34 28
18 17
9 2

.. .... ..
3 4
1 1i

22 20

172 146

Increase.

84
82

8
27
48

7

201

45
28
37

88
8

2
26
28

237

Decrease.i

18

Total

Increase.

201

Total

Decrease.

........ ....
. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .

.......... ..........
. ... . ..........

RtM aRK.

................. r.
..........

..........

94 16 49 42 112
54 18 46 88 80
62 14 19 24 88..................
46 i il 10 76 .. :46 11:1:17 . ....... .. .. ... . . .:
43 14 27 18 88 . . . . ...... .....
43 15 40 50 ........... .16..
35 14 18 15 51 .....
29 6 9 9 44 ....
35 7 5 49.. ..

441 115 226 211 488 16 472 ...

36 8 s1 22 28
86 28 52 58 58
58 12 88 41 86. . .....
53 22 22 26 68
21 5 18 21 5.. . ......

99 14 81 80 81. ....... ......

10 ' 7 l 31 6I. 1l

836 94 207 205 280 280

Males.1

27
50
12
10
85.

1i

.. .. . .. .. .



Apperfdix (No .31.) l85~?.

GENERAL STATEMENT or BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES y

1 APT-

COUNTIES. P A R I S H E S.

males

BERTIHIER....... St. Geneviêve de Berthier................................ 76
St. Gabriel du Lac de Maskinongé...........................63
St. Cuthbert............................................. 90
St. Barthélemi.............................. ............. 1 55
Lanoraie............................................ 24
Lavaltrie........................................... 27
Isie du Pads.......................................20
St. Norbert......................................... ... '26
Church of England at Berthier.................................

381

RICHELIEU ...... St. Pierre de Sorel ........................................ 177
St. Aimé ............................................... 85
St. Victoire .............................. ........... .. . 47
St. Robert................................................ 43
St. Marcel............................................., 21
St. Ours .............................................. 72
Christ's Church, Sorel..................................... 15

460

ST. HYACINTHE.. St. Hyacinthe........................................128
La Présentation ......................................... -49
St. Barnabé .............................................. 25
St. Damase .............................................. 65
St. Denis............................................ '60
St. Charles..........................................., 87
St. Jude .. ............... ..... ................. 46
Notre Dame de St. Hyacinthe.............................. 44
Church of England, St. Hyacinthe .......................... I 5

459

BAGOT...........St. Dominique........................................74
St. Pie....... ..................................... 117
St. Hugues ............... 68
St. Simon............... 52
Ste. Helène .. ................................. 22
Ste. Rosalie ........................................... 5
St. Ephrem d'Upton ............................... ..... 3
Eglise Congrégational de St. Pie............................. 4'

875

20 Victoria. Appendix (No. ) 1857.

BURIALS, A I T DISTRICT OF MONTREAL, &c.-(Continued.)

-ISMS.

Females.

731
47
55
56
42
33
24
33

363

33
21
17
7

12
12
5
6

BURIALS.

Males. Females.

33 37
27 22
24 20
25 28
21 18
18 15
17 il
6 13

..71 1

171-1 164

Increase.

79
61

101
58
27
27
16
40
....

409

Decrease.
Total

Increase.

409

Total

Decrease.

.......... .

.......... .
...... .... .
..........
...... .... .

REmARs.

..........

..........

... .. ... . ..

No lieturn.

176 72 67 78 208 ........
79 24 18 23 123 ........ .... ....... .........
31 7 13 10 55 ........ ..... .......... .........
29 6 il 12 49
22 10 12 6 25
71 28 34 32 77.........
8 2 4 4 15 . ......

416 149 159 165 552 ........ 552 . ...... ......

125 36 80 73 100 ................
32 17 20 25 36 ........
41 il 7 10 49 ................ ..........
61 25 30 27 69 . .. .........
67 19 40 28 59 .. ..........
31 9 15 13 40 ...... .. .......... ..........
30 13 20 13 43 ........ ......... ........ ..........
51 ' 16 ' 9 un2680 11**51 16 39 26 0 . . .... ......... .......... ....... ...

3......... 2 2 ' 4 '.....................................

441 146 253 217 404044 1 6 25 2 7430 ........ 430 .......... ....

60 13 25 22 87............. .........
96 36 46 35 132 ......... ......... ..........
65 20 39 26 68 ........ .......... ..........
41 14 27 17 49................ .............
17 3 16 13 10 . ..... ....
44 Il 32 26 21 ..............

...................
4 3 1...... 7...... ...

328 100 186 139 378 ....... 378

20 Victoria.
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GENERAL STATEMENT OF BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES,

BAPT-.

COUNTIES. P A R I S H E S.

Males.

ROUVILLE ...... St. Césaire..................................... ..... 175
Ste. Marie de Monnoir.................................. 120
St. Jean Baptiste........................................ 42
St. Mathias .............................................. 85
St. Hilaire............... ............................... 833
Church of England at Abbottsford and Rougeniont.............. 8
Eglise Evangélique Baptist, St. Marie de Monnoir ............. 3t
Protestant Congregation in Christieville ...................... .......

416

IBERVILLE ...... St. Athanase.........................................96
St. George.......................................... 117
St. Grégoire............ .............................. 57
St. Alexandre........... .............................. 74
St. Brigide. ..... ................... 32
Church of England at Ienryville..............................

do do at Sabrevois...............................
do do at Seigniories of Noyan and Foucault ........ 8

Wesleyan Methodist Church, Clarenceville.................... 14

898

VERCHÈRES...... Verchères................................................ 70
Varennes ............................................... 62
Contrecoeur ............................................. , 43
St. Antoine..........................................40
Ste. Julie ............................................ ;... 24
Beloil..............................................47
St. Marc............................................ '26

811

CHAMBLY ...... St. Joseph de Chambly ................... ,................ 71
St. Antoine de Longueuil .................................. 107
Ste. Famille de Boucherville............................... 55
St. Bruno.............................................. 54
Church ofEngland at Chambly............................. 2
Wesleyan Methodist, Charnbly Circuit..........................

289

ST. JEAN........St. Jean, Dorchester ................................. 82
St. Valentin ...................................... . .. 65
St. Bernard de Lacolle......................... 57
Ste. Marguerite de Blairfindie.................... 54
St. Luc ...................... ............................ 1

iBURIALSt M

168
92
39
15
37
4
3

358

6
106
58
58
28

7

13

336

17
12
5
2
4

136

Appendfix(Nop3.) 1857;

M Tm DISTRICT or MONTREAL, &c.-(Continued.)

83
52
22
7

12
2
1

179

73 187
43 117
20 . 89
16 27
13 45 .
8 7

- . .... ....
168 427 ...

32 29 84
29 56 42
80 7 13
16 25 22
6 8 6

. .. a.. .. . . .....

2 12 6
3

118 137 126

4.27

.......... . ......... .. .. .. ... . .. .. .. .. .

..... . . ...-. ..

.......... No Return.

99 ........ ......... •.•.... . ... .•.
125 . .... .. . .... .. . .....

95 ... .. ... .. .. . .. . .. . ... . .. . .. . .. ..

85 ........ ......... ........ 0.. ...........
46.. ....... ......... . .......... No..--. . .

...... .... ..... No Return.
do.

. .. 3 ......... . . ....... . . .... ..
24 ..... ......... . .....a.-.-...........

474 3 471 ........... .

40 ........ .......
13 ........ ......... ..... ... . ...... ..
47 .....

24
55.......... ................... ..........

247 ...... 247 ........

57 25 25 20d 83 ........ j.............
128 47 78 65 92 . .........

61 20 31 44 41 .... ..
40 15 23 20 51 .... .

4 2 6 1 ...... ..... . ....... •...
....... . ...... 1 . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • . . . . . . .

290 109 164 150 '267 2 265 . ...... .... .

20 Victoria.

1 1

. . . . . . . . . .a 0 W'-..... ... .....

20 Victoria.



Appendix (No31.)

GENERAL STATEMENT OF I3APTISMS, MARRIAGES, ü»

COUNTIES. P AR I S IlE S.

ST. JEAN.-(Con-
tinued.) ........ Church of England, Lacolle ..............................

Eglise Baptist, St. Valentin.................................
Episcopal Church, St Johns ..........................
Wesleyan Congregation at St. Johns and Circuit of St. John.

NAPIERVILLE.... St. Cyprien..........................................
St. Remi..........................
St. Michel Archange ..................
St. Edouard ... ................

Males.

5
8

18
7

810

94
78

St. Patrice de.Sherrington .... ............... ..0...... .. 82
Church of England at Sherrington ....... ........ ........ . 18:Protestant Episcopal Congregation at St. Remi............... 2

880

LAPRAIRIE ...... Nativité de la Magdeleine, de Laprairie......,............... 71St. Jacques le Mineur....................................
St. Constant............. .......... .... »............. 50
St. Philippe....................................... 89Sault St. Louis................................... 50St Isidore..................................... .. 37
Church of England at Laprairie............................ 10

814

HUNTINGDON.... St. Anicet .......................................
St. Jean François Regis...................................27
Mission d'Hemmingford. ...... ...................... 80Scotch Church, Huntingdon and Hinchinbrooke......... 18
Church of England, Hemmingford and parts adjacent..
Associate Presbyterian Church, Hiemniingford and IHinchinbrooke.
Church of England, Huntingdon Circuit ................
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation, Hemnmingford Circuit..............

134

BEAUHIARNOIS .. St. Clement .................................. 99St. Louis de Gonzague ............................. 121St. Timothee .. ..................... ............. I 122
Scotch Presbyterian Church at Beauharnois ............. ,6

do do do at St. Louis................... 4
do do . do at Georgetown................. 8
do do do at Beechridge.................. 14Presbyterian Congregation at St. Louis..................... ..

Wesleyan Methodist Congregation at Beauharnois ...... t 8

Appeîdix ( o31.) 1857.

BURIALS, mADmirDISTRIOT oFr MONTREAL, &c.-(ontneed.)

-ISMS.

Females.

5
1

17

5'

270

j-

2

8
6

105

BURIALS.

Males.

1

2

100

Pe~nales.

2
j'
5
i

94

Increase.

2
28
10

886

Decrease.1
Total

Increase.

886

Total

Decrease.
REXraZS.

104 26 55 29 114 ......... ......... ......... .........
72 18 80 84 86 ........ 6........ 6....................
56 18 24 20 69 ......... ......... .......... .........
45 10 24 23 52 ........ . ....... .........
26 15 8 4 46 ......

.. . 1 6 2 5 ................. ..............
1 2 1 2 .................... .......

04148 872 .. 872 .......... ..

63 89 80 81' 78 .......
43 17 il 12 77 ........ ......... ... . ........
45 17 28 15 57 ........ . ...... ...
42 21 18 10 58 ........
88 22 26 29 33 .................

6 14 15 20 37 .... .... ........
9 5 a 2 14

275- 185 121 119 849 ........ 849

83 18 12 19..
83 9 8 il 41....
22 8 2 2 48 ........ .........
27 17 8 4 88 ........ .........

..... ~~~~ .... 0 .......... ......... ..... No Return.
. .. ..... . ....... 0 -*.... ....... ....... ... . .. .. do.

.... ~..... .......... .. . .. .do.::..0.do.
.... ...... .. .. ......................... do.

115 -11 47 25 28 1 196 1........ 196

116 28 58 59 108
119 32 48 24 168 ........ ....
188 36 58 89 16 .

2 1 1 52.. ..
2 . . . . . . . .. . ... . ... . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

15 8 2 2 18..
8 2 4 1 12........

... .. .. .. No Return.

895 I 97 168 181 478 ...... 478

20 Victoria.

. .. .. . ... .

20 Victoria.



20 Victoria. Appendix (No 31.) 1857~

GENERAL STATEMENT oF BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES, a

OOUNTIES.

CHATEAUGUAY..,

MISSISQUOI....

P A R I S H E S.

St. Joachim de Chateauguay ...........................
St. Jean Chrysostôme....................................
Ste. Martine...... .......................................
St. Philomòne ........................................
St. Urbain............................................
St. Malachie d'Ormstown and St. Patrice d'linchinbrooke.
Scotch Church, Ormstown ..................................
Church of England, Ormstown ..............................
Wesleyan Congregation, Russeltown Circuit ..................
New Connexion Church, Chateauguay...................
Episcopal Congregation. Manningville ........................
Scotch Presbya{ian u:ch, Russeltown......................

Notre Dame des Anges de Stanbridge ........................
St. Etien eIt du Bolton ..................... ,..............
St. Romuald de Farnham........,..........................
Church of England at Brome..............................

do do at Farnham.............................
do do at St. Armand, East ........ .............
do do at Stanbridge...............
do do at Dunham ................
do do at Sutton .. ........................
do do at Armand, West............
do do at Cowansville ..........................

Methodist New Connexion Church, Dunham...............
Second Advent Church ...................... .............
Baptist Church, St. Armand, East........................
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation, Bolton.................
Wesleyan Methodist Church, Dunham Circuit...........
Congregational Church, Cowansville................. ..
Wesleyan Methodist Church, Farnliam Circuit..............

do do do, Sutton do ..................

BAPT-

jMales.

44
101

76
s1
53
52
80
10
28

4
13

437

74
18
87
4
7

6
7

2
2

2

2

202

STANSTEAD...... Mission du Sacré Cour de Jésus de Stanstead................... 58

58

SHEFFORD ...... Mission de Notre Dame de Bonsecours à Stukely.............. 67
do St. Jean Baptiste de Roxton .......................... 88
do Ste. Cécile de Milton ............................... 88
do St. Valerien de Milton...............................9
do du Sacré Coeur de Marie de Granby .................. 88
do de St Joseph d'Ely............................... 81

Church of England, Waterloo and parts adjacent................ 8

20 Victoria. Appeñdix (No.31.)

BURIALS, M A n THE DISTRICT OF MONTREAL, &c.-(Continued.)

-ISMS.

Females<

42
101
65
39
59
37
2

10
20

5
8

388

54
12
34
6
3
1
8
4
4

3

10
2

.

12
26
27 1
15
138
9
8

3

BURIALS.

Males.

20
38
29
22

7
10
13

2
1

.. . . .

Females.

23
16
22
15
15
7
8
2
2

... ..

Increase.

43
148

90
33
90
.72 .. . . .

16
40

. . .. . . .

Decrease.1

114 143 114 568 ......

19 20 12 96
8 3 ... . 27.....
9 16 10 45
2 8 1 6
3 2 5 8 ...
2 1 ......... 3
2 2 12
4 8 3 5 ....
4 5 4 6 .. ...
8 7 3 3 ..
4 .......... 3
3.......... ............
2......... ..... :..1. .

22 8 4
4 1 1 19 .1

.. . . i 4 .
1..................2..2

98175 53 J 254 10

65 16 10

65 16 10

Total

Increase.

... .. ..

....

Total

Decrease.

..........

....... ...

..........

..........

..........

..........

..........

185q.

REMARKS.

....................

.... .. ....

.......
244 .E ..

10 103. . . .... .. . ..

10 103 103 .......... ........

----------------

............... ,..................................
.. .. .. .. . ...........

..........

..........

1 1

.. . . . . . . . ...........
......... ..........
......... .

. . . . . . . . . ..



Appendix (No. 31.)

GENERAL STATEMENT o BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES, a

COUNTIES.

SHEFFORD.-( Con-
tinued.) ......... 1

P AR IS H E S.

Church of England, Granby ................................
do do, Milton and Roxton .............. .......

Wesleyan Methodist Church, Circuit of Shefford............
Church of England and Ireland, Stukely and Frost Villag.o.

BAPT-

Males.

4
4

4

DISTRICT OF MONTREAL.-(Continued.)-RECAPITULATION

(0 U NT IE S.

MONTREAL ......... .........
VAUDREUIL .....................
SOULANGES ..........................
LAC DES DEUX MONTAGNES.......
ARGENTEUIL .......................
TERREBONNE....................
LAVAL. .........................
MONTCALM......................
JOLIETTE.......................
L'ASSOMPTION...................
BERTHIER .......................
RICHELIEU ...........................
ST. HYACINTHE ......................
BAGOT ..........................
RlOU VILLE.........................
IBERVIl.LE ....... «...................
VERCHERES .....................
CHIAMBLY .......................
ST. JEAN...........................
NAPIERVILLE ....................
LAPRAIRIE ...........................
IUNTINGDON ....................
BEAUHARNOIS .......................
CHATEAUGUAY..................
MISSISQUOI......................
STANSTEAD......................
SHEFFORD. ..............

BA PT ISMS.

MALES. FEMALEs.

2188 2100
167 164
807 829
850 844
291 203
893 887
218 246
285 257
468 441
356 830
881 863
460 411
459 441
875 828
416 858
898 886
812 277
289 290
810 270
880 804
814 275
134 115
877 895
437 888
202 170

58 65
247 224

10472 9822

MARRIAGES.

1016
55

109
107
111

92'
67
74

115
94

118
149
146
100
186
118
126
109
105
90

135
47
97

114
98
16
67

8606 'i

Apperidix (No. 31.)

BURIALS, MADE n TuE DISTRICT oF MONTREAL, &c.-(Continued.)

..ISMS.

Females.

M 2
6 1
9 14
8 2

224 67

BURIALS.

Males. Females.

9.....i.
91

.i I
70

Increase.

8
10
13

810

Total Total
Decrease. ol REAn.Increase. Decrease.

........ ... .. . ......- .. . ............. ........-- .•......-+

810 .........

oF TuE GENERAL STATEMENT, FOR TE YE 1856.

B URIALS.

MALES. FEMALES.

1403
63

109
188

76
154
185
172
226
207
171
159
258
186
179
187
174
164
100
148
121
25

168
143

75
10
91

4987

1282
72

116
187

67
137
128
146
211
205
164
165
217
189
168
126
168
150

94
114
119

28
181
114
53
10
70

4481

INCREASE.

1609
196
416
419
851
489
201
287
488
280
409
552
480
878
427
474
247
267
886
372
849
196
473
568
254
108
810

10881

DESCREASE.

6

5

............
............
............

16

............

..........

............

............

............

........

TOTAL

INCREAsE.

1608
196
411
419
851
489
201
224
472
280
409
552
480
878
427
471
247
265
886
872
849
196
473
568
244

810

TOTAL

DECREASE.

.................. ...
-. .. . . ... •

.. .. . . . .-

. .. ,. . . . ..-

. . . . . . . . . -

. .. . . . . .... -

20 Victoria. 1857

REKADKS.

1

1

55 - 10826 ..... ..

20 Victoria.



Apperdix (No. 31.) 185t

DISTRICT oF MONTREAL.-(CContined.)-,

No. op
PARISHES IN

0 o U N T I E S. EACH BIRTHS. MARRIAGES. BURIALS.,
COUNTY.,

MONTREAL..................... 4288 1016 2635

VAUDREUIL.................... ............ 881 55 185

SOULANGES ............................. 636 109 225

LAC DES DEUX MONTAGNES.... ............ 694 107 275,

ARGENTEUIL.............. 494 111 148

TERREBONNE .................. 780 92 291

LAVAL.................................... 464 67 263

MONTCALM ............................... 542 74 818

JOLIETTE ...................... 9............. 909 115 437

L'ASSOMPTION.............................. 692 94 412

BERTHIER............ .......... 744 118 835

RICHELIEU ................................ 876 149 824 4"

ST. HYACINTHE.................... 900 146 470

BAGOT........................ ............ 703 100 325

Carriedfoarà.......................... 18003 2848 6588

PEOTHONOTARIY's OFoE,
Montreal, 9th April, 1857.

20VTictoria.

ROUVILLE ......................

IBERVILLE.................

VERCHERES ....................

CIAMBLY.................

ST. JEAN..................

NAPIERVILLE ..................

LAPRAIRIE ....................

HUNTINGDON ..................

BEAUHARNOIS ................

CHATEAUGUAY.............

MISSISQUOI................

STANSTEAD ................

SHEFFORD.................

AÆPpeidix(No. 31.)

GENERAL RECAPITULATION.

0 0 U N T I E S.

No. oF
PARISHES IN

EACa 1
COUNTY.

BIRTHS.

13003

774

734

589

579

580

684

589

249,

772

825

872

123

471

20294

MONK, COFFIN, & PAPINEAU,
Protkonotary, S. C.

20 Victoria. IS57~

Brought forward..............1.. .....

MARRIAGES

2848

186

118

126'

109

105

90

135

47

97

114

98

16

67

8606,

BURIALS.

6588

847

268

842

814

194

262

240

58

299

257

128

20

161

L 9468

. .. .. .. .... .

.. .. . ... .. . .

. . .. .. .. .. ..

. . .. .. .. . ...

. . .. .. .. .. ..

. . .. .. .. .. ..



Appendix (No. 31.) 185V.

SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT of BAPTISS, IIAR.
for the years 1852, 1853, & 1855, taken from the ,Registers deposited

BAPT-

COUNTIES. P A RIS ES. Years. M

I Maies.

MONTREAL ...... St. Luke's rhapel ................................ 1855.. 15
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation, Montreal Circuit.. . do .. 10

LAC DES DEUX
MONTAGNES .. Baptist Church ............................... 1852.. 5

5

ST. HYACINTHE.. Notre Dame de St. Hyacinthe ........................ 1855.. 60

60

MISSISQUoI...... Church of England, Stnnhridge...................... 1853.. 8
IWesleyan Methtodist Congregation, Dunham Circuit......do .. 17
Church of Englarnd, Stanbridge ...................... 1855.. 1
Wesleyan Methodist Congregation, St. Armand Circuit..., do .. 3

29

PROTrONOTmRY's OmFcE,

Montreal, 9th April, 1857.

20 Victoria. Appeñdix (iNo. 31.) 1857.

-RIAGES, and BURIALS, in the DISTRICT ofI3IONTREAL
in the Prothonotary's Office, since the last Return, from the year 1855.

-ISMS. BURIALS.
Total Total

Increase. Decrease. REMARKS.
Increase. Decrease.

Females Males. Females.

-~1~1
9 6 4 78 . .... ........ . .... ... - .. ..........

1119 10 21 ........ 21 .......... ..........

7 2 . .. ..... . 12 ........ . ... .. . ........ . ...

7 2 .............. 12 bu ...... 12 ..............

57 22 36 38 43 ....... .... .......... .

57 22 36 38 43 ........ 43 ...... ... .

7 .......1 6 8
14 6 8 8 15
8 ........ 18 ........ ......... .......... ..........
4 1 1 1 6...... .. . .......... .

34 7 10 16 37 ..... 37 .....

MONK, COFFIN, & ?APINEAU,
Prothonotary, S.SC.

20 Victoria.
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GENERAL STATEMENT and RETURN of BAPTISYS;,
THIREE RIVE RS,

COUNTIES.,

ST. MAURICE....'

MASKINONGÉ....1

CHAMPLAIN ...

NICOLET ........

YAMASKA ......

DRUMMOND......

ARTHABASKA

PARISHES, SEIGNIORIES, TOWNSHIPS, on CITIES.

Threc Rivers, Catholic ....................................
do, Anglican Church ............................
do, Wesleyan Congregation...................
do, Presbyterian do .......................

Pointe du Lac ............................... ...........
Yamachiche .....................................
St. Barnab ................. .....................

Maskinongé....... ...............................
Rivière du Loup......................... .......
St. Léon .......... ,........... ..................... ...
St. Paulin............. ..........................
St. Ursule............. ......................
St. Didace............ . ..... ..........

Ste. Anne, near Batiscan....................................
St. François Xavier de Batiscan.........................
St. Geneviève....................................
Champlain ........ ....................-.........
Cap la.Magdeleine ......................... ..............
St. Maurice ................................ .............
St. Stanislas ............... .............................
St. Prosper ....... ,.....................................
St. Narcisse ..............................................

St. Pierre Les Becquets ....................................
Gentilly............... .........................
Ste. Gertrude........ ............................
Bécancour ...............................................
St. Grégoire ......................... . .................
Nicolet, Catholie..........................................

do, Protestant .......................................
Ste. Monique ............................................
Blandford ............. ..........................
St. Pierre Celestin .....................................

St. David......................................
Yamaska.........................
St. François, Catholic...............................

do, Congregational Church ......................... 1
La Baie.......... . ................................
St. Zephirin .................................. ..........
St. Thomas de Pierreville............................

St. Guillaume....................................
Drummondville, Catholie.............................I

do, Protestant.................................

Stanfold .................................... .......
St. Norbert d'Arthabaska .................................
St. Christopher do .................................

BAPTI-

Males.

171
10
.2

8
33
78
54

94
55
52
41
54
21

65
22
49
55
21
59
72
24
28

76
56
80
68
62
51
6

69
16
40

87
48
46

68
84
53

68
52
6

46
51

110

20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 31)

IVARRIAGES and BURIALS, in the DISTRICT of
for the year 1856.

-ISMS.

Females.

151
76
2

41

87
77
54

81
65
48
28
41
22

89
17
89
32
15
60
57
18
17

87
60
40
60
65
50
1

58
12
88

80
40
42

44
26
48

55
89
190

40
48

119

2012

71
BURIALS.

46
8
2

9
82
4

22
20
10

15
5s

16
6

11
8
8

27

18
18
6

14
20

28
27
13
2

86

23

8

4

22
26
16

1
22

9
283

18
8
4

10
18
22

612 818

Males.

86
6

18
24
il

44
81
25
15
22
5

16
8

27
12

9
18
25
18
19

84
18
7

21
18
20
1

28
4

il

41
18
15

1
24
il
17

82
14

10
21
28

IFemales.

66
5

29
8

44
24
16
15
28

7

29
2

21
18
9

28
18
18
12

20
12

26
21
15
2

12

9

28
18 1
17

18
6

18

83
12
1

7
22
26

712 2679

Increase

per

County.

increase ofPopu-
iation ascertain-
ed by the differ-
ence between
the Baptisms
and Burials.

170
6
4

15
46

102
89

87
65
59
89
50
81

59
84
40
62
18
78
86
16
14

109
86
52
76
88
75

4
92
24
58

112
56
56

43
61

58
65
24

69
56

175

2679

RE M A RK S.

PROTHONOTAEY'S OFFIE, Three Rivers, 13th March, 1857.

1857.

11

482

881

407

664

408

142

800

-nCertified. N.A. DtrBERGER, DegpuéwP., .
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GENERAL STATEMENT and RETURN of BAPTISIS,
SAINT FRANCIS, LOWER

YEAR. C 0 U NTIES..1 TOWNSHIPS.

1856.. 1STANSTEAD ....... jStanstead.

COMPTON.......

WOLFE............

RICHMOND ........

TOWN or SHER-
BROOKE.........

latley ........
Barnston.

Clergymen

keeping

Registers.

L. P. Adams.
R. V. Hall .
J. lay........
M. McDonald ..
Wellington Sou-

berger ......
E. Mitchell
Henry Burrage.
J. P. Moulton ..

BAPT-

Denominations.

Males,

Congregational.............
do . . ......
do i 

Methodist ............ 4

Adventist............. 2
Baptist.............. ...
Church ofEngland 10
Baptist........... . ......

Eaton ....... John Dalziel .. 'Church of England....
A. Gillis ...... ,Baptist...........
R. Wilson .... Methodist...........
E. J. Sherrill .. Congregational.

Bury ........ J. Kemp .... Episcopal............
Compton...... A. A. Allan.... do

T. Pennefather, do ............
J. B. Selby .... Methodist.......
0. E. Fortin.... Roman Catholio......

Dudswell...... Thomas Chap.
man..... Episcopal............

Watton........G. Duhaut .... Roman Catholie......

Cleveland .... L. Trahan .... do ......
Melbourne .... Robert C. Swin-

ton.........Presbyterian........
-Constable .. Methodist...........
Thomas Barnes. Congregational ......
Dr. Falloon .... Episcopal............

Danville ...... A. J. Parker .. Congregational ......
Durham ...... J.O. Prince.... Roman Catholi.

-Dunkerley .. Congregational.

Sherbrooke .... C. P. Read .... Episcopal............
J. Robertson .. Congregational ...
A. E. Dufresne. Roman Catholic.
Wm. D. Brown. Methodist.........
Benjamin Slight. do

Lennoxville .... T. Pennefather . Episcopal............
Ascot ........ (J. P. Mallory .. Universalist..........

Travelling Mis-
sionary, W. V.
Lloyd ...... Episcopal.........

'f8
4

6
2

.1

8
6

18

484
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NARRIAGES,' and BURIALS, in the DIS'TRICT of
CANADA, for the year 1856.

PEoTioNoTARY'sh O roe,1 A
SHORT & MORRIS,

57
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GENERAL STATEMENT and RETURN of BAP TIsIs
GASPE' *

BAPT-

YEi. C O UN T I E S. PARISHES, SEIGNIORIES, TOWNSHIPS, on CITIES.

Mis.

1856.. BONAVENT URE.. Restigouche, Roman Catholic Mission................... '33

Carleton, do do................... 50

New Richmond, do do....................21

Hamilton, do do.................... 22

Cox, do do.....................22

Port Daniel, do do .................. 25

Cox, Church of England Mission.... ........ ........ 3

Restigouche, Church of Scotland.... ................ 12

New Richmond, do do. ...................... 12

GASP ......... Grand River, Roman Catholic Mission .................. 49

Percé, do do................... 35

Douglas Town, do do. .................. 24

Fox River, do do'. .................. 23

St. Anne des Monts, do do .................. 34

Percé, Church of England do.................. "6

Sandy Beach, do do ................... 5

Gaspé Basin, do do.................... 14

Magdalen Islands, Notre Dame de la Visitation, Roman
Catholie Mission ....................... ........

do do, St. Magdeleine, Roman Catholie Mission.

do do Protestant Episcopal Mission.......

420'ý

Nw CARLISLE,
2lst April, 1857.

20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 31) 1857

IAtRIAGES, and BUIRIALS, in the DISTRICT of

the year 1856.

Increase of Po- Total per
.ISMS. BURIALS. pulation ascer- Counties.

tained by the R
difference be- Increase REM A RKS.
tweenBaptisms of

Females. Males. Females. and Burials. Population.

22 8 19 15 21
68 22 23 19 76
15 1 5 B 28
23 14 2 3 40
22 16 2 6 36
15 4 3 3 31
21 3 6 3 45
14 ..... .... 25
18 8 2 2 26 83142 12 13 8 71
88. 14 il 9 53
27 12 5 7 89
24 7 7 5 35
28 7 4 7 51
7 4 4 8 6
7 5 8 2 7
17 14 4 423

...No Returh for 1856
... do do.

...... ........ ........ - ... . do.S. 285
408 151 114 99 616 616

WILK[E & WINTER,.s.a
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SUPPLE11ENTARY STATEIMENT and RETURN ofr
DISTRICT of GASPE?,

Ynn. C 0 U N T I E S. PARISHES, SEIGNIORIES, TOWNSIIIPS, on CITIES.

1854 &
1855. GASPE..........Magdalen Islands, Notre Dame de la Visitation Roman

Catholic Mission, 1854.......................

Magdalen Islands, Notre Dame de la Visitation, Roman

Catholie Mission, 1855.........................I

Magdalen Islands, St. Magdeleine, Roman Catholic Mission,

1854 .................... ............ ......

Magdalen Islands, St. Magdeleine, Roman Catholic Mission,

1855 .......................... ..............

àagdalen Islands, Protestant Episcopal Mission, 1855 ....

BAPT-

Males,

29

27

20

17

98

NEW CARLISLE.
21st April, 1857.

20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 31.) 1857.

BAPTISMS, MARRIAGES, and BURIALS, in 'the
for the years 1854 and 1855.

-ISMS.

Females.

18

20

20

13

.71

r14

2

14

5

i6

27

BURIALS.

Males. Females.

20

Iticrease of Po-
pulation ascer,
taindd by the
difference be-
tween Baptisms
and Burials.

81

88

83

Total per
Counties

Increaso
of

Population.

2 24

.... .... .......... ...............
-- 57

18 126 126

R E M A R K S.

The Registers from the

Magdalen Islands

cannot be returned in

winter, and are gener.

ally forwarded after

the opening of the

navigation.

No Return.

WILRIE & WINTER,
P. S.C.

j

Il
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Appendix (No. 82.)

RETURN
To AN ADDRESS from the LEGIsLATIVE ASSEMBLY to His Excel-

lency the Governior General, dated the 3rd uliimo, praying
His Excellency to cause to be laid before the Ilouse ' Copies

of any Reports made by Commissioners appointed to enquire
"into the conduct of the late John Clarke, as Agent for Public

Lands in Huron, and copy of any representations or reports
"from the Commissioner of Crown Lands to the Executive
"Government, relative to the conduct and accounts of Thomas
" Baines, late an Agent for Public Lands at Toronto, together
"with a List or Schedule of Crown Lands Agents in both Ca-

nadas, defauhers, or in arrear, and showing the sums they
are severally thus due and in arrear for."

By Command,

T. LEE TERRILL,
Secretary,

Secretary's Office,
Toronto, 17th April, 1857.

20 -Victoriæ. A. 1857.
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R E P 0 R T.

To the Honorab!e Joseph Cauchon, Comnissioner o] Crown Lands, J5c. c. c.

Si,-On the fourth of April last, we had the honor to reccive from you, a com
munication, stating that His Excellency the Govcrnor General had been pleased t
appoint us Commissioners, " to investigate the mode in which the lands in the newly
"surveyed Townships, in the united Courities of Huron and Bruce, had been

disposed of, at a reniuneration of two pounds and ten shillings per dicm a
and adding, that we would ' be furnished with ftirther instructions in a few days

On the 14th of the same month, we were honored by a furthcr communicati Y
from you, in which in reference to vour letter of the 4th, vou inform us, " that t
" object the Government had in view, in appointing a Commissioner, was to obtf
" information regTarding complaints continually being made by persons represen
" to be settlers in the newly surveyed Townships, of the manner in which the landi
have been disposed of, to their prej udice.

Acconpanying the last iianed communication were a variety of Pettioni
Memorials, Affidavits, Certificates, Letters, and other documents, forwarded
various times, to His Excellency the Governor General in Council, to the lead
the Department of Public Lands, and to otier Members of the Government, "in
"the particulars of which " you express a desire, " that we should enquire." A
further, that we should " investigate all disputes and complaints that may be bro
"under our notice," and upon which you require, that we should " report to you,,f'
" the information of His Excellency the Governor General " you add also your wih
that " arrangements should be made by us, for visiting the several Townshipi, W
" being understood, that the investigations should be made, where the land i
" dispute are situated, upon notice being given to the parties interested.

In pursuance of those requirements, and of the instructions accompanyi
them, we have now the honor to report, that we have endeavored to fulfil the duti
imposed upon us, with as little delay as possible, and with a firm desire to arriv
the facts in each particular case, without reference to the persons, or to the parti
that might be affected thereby.

Our attention was first directed to the complaints emanating from the Tow
ships in the County of -Juron, and which were, up to the period of our appoini
ment, within the local agency of John Clarke, Esquire, of Goderich.

Before proceeding with the enquiry in this County, we called upon Mr. Clark
made him fully acquainted with our instructions, copies of which we offered,' to,
furnish to him, and we added that he should be informed of our meetings, tbat
might be present either personally, or by Counsel, interrogate the witnesses t
might be examined, and take ail such further and other reasonable and fair pro'
ée1dings in reference to the matter, as lie .might be advised ; of which invitati,
Mr. Clarke at once availed himself.

The County of Huron consists of seventeen Townships, namely Ashfiel
Biddulph, Colborne, Goderich, Grey, Hullet, Hay, H-lowick, McKillop, McGillivra
Morris, Stephen, Stanley, Tuckersmith, Turnberry, Usborne, and Wawanosh.'
these seventeen Townshipseleven, namely, Biddulph, Colborne,Goderich, Hullet
McKillop, McGillivray, Stephen, Stanley, Tuckersmith, and Usborne were origin"1'.
settled by the" Canada Company," and did not consequently come withn the sedP
ofour inquiries. Of the other six Townships, three, namely, Ashfild, Moiis,
Wawanosh, had been for severa:l years open for settlement, and but féw compli
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were found to exist in them. In the remaining three Townships, namely, Greyï
I[owick, and Turnberry, the complaints were nu merous, and the discontent of the
resident inhabitants all but general.

Nor were the complaints confined to any particular class or classés of the peo-
ple; to any national, religious, or political parties, but embraced nearly the wholo
resident population, of all nations, of all shades of religions faith, and of ail political

parties.
Prior to opening the commission, we requested and obtained froin your Depatý

ment, copies of the conditions of sale, and of the instructions issued to the Agent.
These we deen it necessary, briefly, to refer to.

The conditions under which the lands within the Huron Agency were sold, werW
fully set forth by publication in the local' newspapers, in printed Hand bills, and in
the "Canada (Officiai) Gazette" (vide " Gazette" dated '' Quebec, 27th July, 1854")
Those conditions were nine in number, and are as follows: First. The price was
fxed at ten shillings currency per acre, payabl in ten equal annual instalmentswith
interest. The first instalment to be piaid on receiving authority to enter upon the land.

Second. Actual occupation to bo inmediate and continuous.
Tlird. The land to be clearad at the rate of two acres annually for each

hündred acres during the first five years.
Fourth. A dwelling house at Ieast sixteen by eighteen feet to be erected.
The timber to be reserved until the land shail be paid for in full and patented

and to be subjected to any general timber duty thereafter.
Sixth. No License of oecupation to be assignable without permission.
Seventh. The sale and License of occupation to become nul and void,,in case of

eglect or violation. of ainy of the conditions.
Eigrhth. The sett ler to be entitled to obtain a patent, upon complying vith all'

the conditions.
Ninth. Not more than two hundred acres to be sold to any one person on these

terms.
Under those conditions were offered for sale 630 lots in the Township of Grey

706 lots in the To wnship of Iowick, and 353 lots in, the Township Êof Turnberry ;"

making a gross aggregate of 168,900 acres of land. The whole was publicly adver
tised for sale, át the agent's office, at Goderich, on and after the thirty-first day of
August, 1854.

For at least twoweeks previons to the opening of the commission for the hear
ing of complaints, and the transaction of husiness, we caused public notice to be
advertised in the Toronto City, and in the Hugvn County newspapers, and also to be
printed and posted up through the most puhd parts of the several Townships of the
County, stating that the Commissioners would meet at the "Exchange Hotel, iw
the Town of Goderich, and Counrty of Huron, at twelve o'clock noon, on the sixtl Of'
lune, 1856, and continue their sittings daily, until further notice, for the purpose of
receiving and hearing complaints from parties who- might consider themselves
aggrieved."

We met at Godericli on the day named, viz: the 6th of June, pursuant to the
public notice already alluded to. There was present a large number of the Peti-
tioners, and of other settlers from the newly surveyed Townships of the County. Mr.'
Clarke, the resident agent, was also present, attended by his Counsel, Malcoln C.
Caneron, Esq., Attorney at law-

For the greater perspicuity of this Report, and for facility ofreference, we havë
taken each Township in alphabetical order; placing each Concession in the order of.
seniority, and again subdividing the Concessions into lots, as they were subdivided,
and nunbered in th e original snrvey ; Wvith our report upon the facts, and ot re
commendations thereon on such separate lot and number.

Wherc time and opportunity permitted, we availed ourselves of theni, to mak
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an actual inspection of the lots. In all other cases, we have beeri obligced to resort
to the best information we could procure. Doubtless in some cases we may have
been deceived, or misled, but we apprehend such cases are too fcw and " far be,
tween," to interfere with the conclusion at which we have arrived, or to cause any
niaterial change in the rècommendations which we have felt it to be our duty to
make.

To ensure greater accuracy, we had recourse to the Assessment Rolls of each
Township, for the year 1856. And as each of those documents is ncade out by an
Officer annually elected by, and directly responsible to the people, and sworn to tie,
faithful discharge of his duties ; we conceived they were the best criterions to which
we could have referred, for comparison with our own views ; more particularly in
all cases of actual occupation and settlement.

In the great majority of cases the complaints may be said to consist in the dis-
regard by the agent, of the pre-emption rights of the actual settlers, and of the sale
of the lands- which they occupied to non-resident speculators. The truth of these
complaints admits of no doubt. It was established in so many instances, and by
such a variety of unquestioned evidence and cireuistances, as to leave no room for
doubt or hesitancy. Indeed, to such an extent was this systein carried, that the
agent himself was obliged to admit, and did admit ta us, that he permitted certain
parties to select such lots as they chose to point out, to the extent of many thou-
sands of acres of land, to pay the first instalment upon them, and to secure them by
the entry for them, of the names of the parties, wholly unknown to the agent, and
whose names were used merely to evade the ninth clause in the conditions of the
sale, which declares " that not more than two hundred acres can. be sold to any one
person, on these terms." We have found upon reference to the sales, as marked
upon the plan, in the agent's office, that the mnembeis of his own faitv were ail
permitted to speculate in these lands. His children (male and female,) bis sons-i-
law, his brother, bis nephew, the clerks in his office, and in the office of his brother
in this City, many of the merchants, traders, lawyers, clerks, Insurance Brokers,
and even cabmen, well known residents of this City; yea, even residents of the Bri-
tish Isles, and of the United States of Anerica, have had their names used for this
purpose, and now remain of record tipon the agents maps. 1s it any wonder then,
that the resident setiers should complain of the adoption of such triekery and fraud,
to defeat the patriotic and benevolent intentions of the Legisiature and of the
Government, and to deprive themn of the hard-earned fruits of their industry and toil ?

As proofs of the extent to which the systemu of land jobbing and speculation was:
carried on in the 'iaownship of the County of Huron, documents were exhibited ta,
us, some in nanuscript and some in p"ëint, of lands offered for sale by non-resident
speculators, the titles to which are yet vested in the Crown, and upon most of which
settiements have been made bv actual residents.

Number I. is stated to be in the hand-writing of Mr. Colin Clarke, (son to the,
resident Agent,) and which commences in these words " List of lands belonging to
one person." Then follow the naines of the Townships, and the numbers of the lots
and Concessions, anonnting in lowick to 94 lots; in Turnberry to 10 lots; and in
Grey to seven lots ; numibering in the whole 111 lots, or eleven thousand one hun
dred acres of land.

Number 2, is a letter from Fran -H Caley & Co., dated Toronto, 9th Novem-
ber, 1855, and addressed to Francis W. Irviie, Esq. of Turnberry. In this communm-
nication they offer, (naming the lots and concessions,) 400 acres of land in Howick,
and 400 acres in Turnberry, " at $8 per acre, one third down, and ihe balance ini
two equal instainients, with interest."

Number 3, is said to be ils the hand-writing of Mr. Adams, Clothier and Tailor,
Goderich, and on the outside is an endorsation, " John Adanis, Goderich, C W." It
contains the nunbers and Concessions of 17 lots in Turnberry, and 32 lots in
Howiek, tnakh tocether, four thouscand nine hundred acres of land.
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Number 4, is a letter from 'Gildstone and Maddison," Land Agents, dated
H1ainilton, 31st March, 1856, and addressed to Mr. Irvine, of Turnberry, offering for
sale 16 lots in the Township of Greenock, (County of Bruce,) amounting to 1655
acres, at fifteen shillings per acre "for the right," (or twenty-five shillings per
acre, including the Gorernment price'; 33 lots in the Township of Elma, (County
of Perth,) arnounting to three thousand three huudred acres, at four dollars and a
half per acre, for the right, (or thirty six shillings and sixpence per acre, including
the Government price); 23 lots in the Township of Grey; and 18 lots in the Town-
ship of Turnberry, anounting to four thousand one hundred acres, at twenty-one
shillings per acre, for the right, (or thirty-one shillings per acre, the Government
price included.)

Nurnber 5 is a letter rrom Rich and Maddison, Land Agents, dated Toronto,
Nov. 24, 1854, and addressed tà Mr. Alexander Thompson, offering 5 lots for sale
in Wawanosh, containing five hundred acres, "$5 per acre"; 8 lots in Minto
(County of Wellington) containing eighr. hundred and two acres, "at $4 per
acre"; 4 lots in. Turnberry, containing fbur hundred acres, " at $4 per acre "; 9.
lots in Howick, containing eight hundred and fortv-four acres, " at $4 per acrel"
and 12 lots in Grey. containing one thousand fwro hundred and two acres, also at
84 per acre.

Number 6, is a paper (the hand-writing not known) received by one of the
settlers, at the office of Mr. Colin Clark, endorsed on the back, " bought byC
W. frorn Dr. C." It contains a return of l 2ý lots in Turnberry, and 32 lots in
Howick, amounting together to four thousand four hundred acres of land.

Number 7, is a printed paper headed "Wild lands for sale in following Town-
ships," and at the foot, " apply to G. M. Trueman, Land Agent, Goderich." This
paper contains a list of 21 lois in Morris, " at two pounds per acre "i; 32 lots in
Howick, 11 lots in Turnberry, and 21 lots in Grey, amounting altogether to eight
thousand three hundred and seventy-one acres.

Number 8, is a printed advertisement published in the "Barrie Herald" of
the 21st May, 1856, and signed ".Wm. Boys, Land Agent," offering "one thou-
sand acres of good farming land for sale (in Howick) County of Huron at $8 per
acre, one fourth in 15 months, and the balance in three equal instalments, with in-
erest, in lots of 100 acres each.

Number 9, is a written paper given by Mr. Boys, of Barrie, to James Wiggani,
of Howick, offering 54 lots in tha Township for sale, many of them marked "set-
tled." Numbers and Concessions aIl given.

Nurnber 10, is a paper written and signed by W. G. Walker, Esq., of How-
ick, offering 88 lots in Howick, 1 in Morris, 1 in Wawancsh, and 1 in Minto, for
sale. Numbers and Concessions ail given.

Number 11,is a letter from Wm. Boys, Esq., of Barrie, County Simcoe, ad-
dressed to John McFairsh, Esq., of Perth, dated 23rd July, 1855, offering 56 lots
for sale in Howick (numbers aIl given), " at twenty-two shillings and six pence
per acre, one-half cash, and the balance in one year."

The above 11 lists (and they are not all we have seen, though they are all
we have been permpitted to copy,) surn up as follows:

Township of Elma,............. 33 Lots - 3,300 Acres.
" Greenock,. ..... 16 " - 1,655

Grey, ............. 63 - 6,300
H[owick,..........411 - 41,100
Minto,.............9 - 900
Morris,............ 22 " - 2,200
Turnberry,........ 76 " - 7,600 "
Wawanosh,.... .... 6 - 600 d

Totals.... .... 636
63,655
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H-ere then are not less than sixty-three thousand six'hundred and fifty-five
acres of land, all held by non-resident land jobbers arid speculators ; and of this
immense quantity, fifty-five thousand acres are in the three Townships of Grey,
Howick, and Turnberry ! Is it any wonder then, that the resident inhabitans :of
these Townships should be clarnorois, or their feelings exasperated to the highest
pitch of discontent ? Better the lands should neyer have been disposed of than
that settlement should be thus obstructed, ihe County blocked up, the roads un
made, and the few scattered inhabitants left to brood over their wrongs, and to
raise up their children in ignor.ance and discontent.

The whole quantity of land in these three Townships (supposing every lot to
cortain one hundred acres, and every one to be fit for cultivation.) amounted to
168,900 acres. In the above eleven lists are contained in these three Townships
alone, 55,000 acres, being over thirteen tlousatnd acres more than the one-fourth
of the whole quantity. And if to this aiiount should be arded the large quantities
sold to Mr. Sheriff McDonald, Mr. Horace Horton, Mr. Thomas McQueen, Mr.
Pyper, Mr. Haldon, (all cf Goderich), Mr. Stayner, (of Toronto City), Mr. Wil-
son, (of London, U. C.,) and others, (partial lists of which were shewn, but not
given to us), we have every reason to believe that very nearly one-half ofthe
whole lands were disposed of to non-resident speculators.

Some of the lots nentioned in the above lists are duplicates, but those are not
sufficient in amount to alter the general features of the transactions connected with
thern. Under such circurmstances, liow can the country prosper, or the resident
inhabitants feel otherwise than discontented ?

lI no single case, that we are aware of, have these absentee speculators
complied with the conditions of sale. In soine few instances they have endea-
vored to evade the conditions under pretence of complying -vith them; while in
the great majority of cases, they have acted as if no such conditions ever had an
existence I

It has been the practice of the Canadian Government to discountenance grants
of the public donain unacconpanied by "settlement duties." From the daysof
the old U. E. Loyalists-the pioneers of the primeval forest-and their children,
down through successive year's, to the gallant soliers and seamen, whose valor
and heroism entitled them to lan s as a reward for their patriotism and their suf-
fering, successive Governmnents have frequently imposed "settlement duties," in
a variety of ferrs, as an essential condition to the alienatiori of the public domain.
The emigrants froin the United States of America, who availed themselves of the ad-
tages of (overnor Simcoe's proclarnation, and aIl of those who, in later years, swelled
the great tide of emrigratioa fron the parent State to this Colonial dependency, were
subjected in their grants to the condition of setlement and occupation. In-
deed, in our npinion, no Government having the interest of the country at heart,
ought to depart from a principle so distinctly recognized by the Legislature, and at
once so wise, so salutary, and so patriotic. Nor need we add our conviction that
the present Governnetit wil reap a rich reward in the gratitude of posterity for
their strenuo-us endeavors to discountenance land speculation and jobbing, and te
secure the public dornain as the heritage of the industrious and laborous resident.

No thoughtful mind can for a moment contend that the money whicl may be
obtained for the land will bear any comparison to the value or importance of actual
settlement. The one is not merely ternporary and trifling, but often not equivalent
to the first expenditure, w'hile the other is not only a source of annually increasm1g
wealth, but carries with it so many elements of power and greatness, monetcry,
political, commercial, military and social, as to counterbalance all considerations,
whether of a few shillings, or it miay bc, of a fcw dollars, an acre, la the selling prie
of the public lands

Nor iiideed can it be said with truth, that the granting of these lands to actùal
settlers, in preference fo absentec speculators, takes from the public revenue ono
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farthing. Ail lands sold, whet.her to residents or absentees, were sold at a uniform
rate per acre, and produced therefore, the like amount to the public Treasury, while
those remaining unsold were deteriorated in value by the blocks held by absentecs;
but enhanced in value to more than double their original price by the improvements
of the resident settlers.

In the course of the visit and inspection which, as cormissioners, we made, we
passed over large blocks of the fnest and most fertile lands in Canada, yet remaining
in their prinieval state, the abode of the bear and beaver, inviting the energy and
industry of the people, but shut out from that energy' and industry by the cupidity
of heartless speculators, who in violation of every principle of good government, if
not of positive law (for in this matter, an Order in Council bas the force of law) have
locked up for their own gain, what was intended for the beritage of the whole people,
the strength of the Governient, and the prosperity of the Colony.

In soine places we found perhaps three or four settiers, before whose stout
hearts and strong arms, the native forest thicket had yielded " openings" te lighl
and vegetation, still separated by miles upon miles of dense " bush," froin some other
three or four settlers similadly situated, no roads for ingress or egress, social intercourse
eut off, ignorant of the passing events of the day, and all hope of churches for their
own instruction, and of schools for the instruction of their children, for many years
hopelessly cut off. Who could but feel pity, on visiting the settlements, and on hearing
the complaints of settlers so situated ? What mnd not wholly steeled against
every feeling of philanthrophy, that would not synpatbize with then in their isolated
and "cut off' condition, or fail to exert its energies for the inielioration cf that
con(lition? Who could witness settlement cut off from settlement, by a wilderns
barricade, without a hcarty desire to remove it ? Or who could witness our young
and hardy and vigorous population springing up in ignorance, without a church or a
school house, and not make an effort in their behalf. Labour is said to be the
truc foundation of the wealth and greatness of nations. To procure labour, the
Country nust possess labourers. As population increases, the consumption of dutia-
ble articles increases, and the public revenue is enriched. Hence also it may be said
that pop)ulation is the foundation of ail our internal prosperity.

To population are we indebted for our rising Cities, and our thriving Towns, foï
our imnproved Agriculture, and our extending commerce, for our imports and our
Exports. our publieRoads and Bridges, our Factories and our Workshops, our progress
it home, and our respect and influence abroad. Can that man then, be a friend te
bis ountry, who would willingly sec it shut up in large wilderness blocks, until it
may suit the cupidity of the land spectlator to part with them? Nor is it just to
the industry of the actual settle, that ,absentee speculators should be permit-
ted to traffick in the public lands. The resident is compelled not only to pay his
taxes upon the property wyhich his industry bas improved, to perform his statute
labour, and all other duties incident to bis residence, but bis labour is also employcd
to muake the public highways through the lands of the absentees, and to
enhance the value cf that absentees property, at the cost of his ovnî laboúr!
No wonder then, that the Governments of Canada have sought to check an
evil so inonstrous, by the imposition of " Settlemert duties," and the enforce-
ment of "immediate and continuous residence," as a necessary condition to the
obtaining of the Public Lands. No wonder that Parliament after Parlianent should
have passed laws recognizing the principle or that Order in Couneil should bave followed
Order in Council, detailiig how the principle should be most effectually carried àut.

We have not deemed it necessary to burthen this report, by detailing it length
the actual or supposed extent of clearing or improvelients mnade upon each lot; in
most cases however, these will be found detailed at length, upon referice to the
Appendix. We bave deeiod "actual continuous residence " to be, if not the only,
at least fle niain condition of settlement, and virtually to include all others. For if a

A. 1857.
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settier is resident upon his lot for a year, he imust, as a work of necessity for the
sustenance of himself and family, possess a house, and clear at least two acres of land.
Residence then, may be said to be the primum mobile upon which the whole condition
of sale and settlenient turn.

It has been stated to us, that since we passed over the lands in. Huron, the
absentee speculators have, in some few cases, sent men to make improvements upon
their lands, hoping thereby to evade the stringent and explicit conditions which
were promulgated at the sale, In other cases, some persons were sent to the landu
by the absentees, who had purchased, to "slash down " (as it is called,) a few acres
of the wood, and to pile up a few logs in the sliape of a "Shanty," (though without
an occupant) in the hope thereby, to evade the conditions of sale. We trust however,
that such pretences will not for a moment, be permitted to prevail. "iActualoccupa-
tion must be immediate and continuous," and no more sham, such as we have been jut1
alluding to, can be allowed to set aside a condition so explicit, so beneficial, and so pre-
else.

Nor should any parties now be permitted nominally to comply with a condi-
tion which circumstances compel them to respect, and which for over two years
they have openly violated. If the lands were purchased-which they undoubtedly
were-subject to the conditions of "immediate and continuous occupation," it
would be obviously unjust, after the lapse of over two years, now when the condi-,
tions are found to be unfulfilled and the land forfeited, that the parties should be
permitted to redress their own wrongs by inflicting still greater wrongs upon other.
Actual settlement had been made upon most of those lands prior to the sale in 1854,
and even after the resident agent (Mr. Clarke) had most unjustly, and in violation
of his instructions, refused to recognize the rights of the settlers, and had sold the
lands they occupied to non-resident speculators, in whose names, or in the names
of their nominees, they now stand. Many of the original settlers still continue in
the occupation of them, have paid the taxes upon thern, and possess them to
this day.

To permit the non-resident speculators now to redress their own wrongs,
would be practically to sanction their neglect, and to inflict still greater evils on the
hardy and industrious settiers, hy depriving them of the result of their labours, ard
turning them horneless upon the world, out of the clearings and dwellings which
they have hewed out of the forest and rendered comfortableý by years of toil and
industry. This is a course which we feel confident no Government will eithér
directly or indirectly suffer to be adopted.

Another mode, not less objectionable, was more early adopted by the non-.
resident speculators. After securing, through the negligence, if not by the conniv-
ance of the resident agent; the nominal right to some of the finest lands in thé
country, they would send on a labourer or two for a few days to put up a " shanty,
(as the forest dwelling is called,) and to " chop " a couple of acres of land. This
nominally to comply with the conditions of sale, but in reality to evade and defeat'
them. In many cases we saw in the " busi," as we passed through it during our
inspection, the few logs piled up to constitute the "shanty," without any oth?,,
appearance of an owner or a tenant than. perchance a nimble squirrel, or a chat-
tering tomtit, such "dwellings," and such "improvenents" as these we could not
view as coming within the conditions of Iimmediate and continuous occupation,s_
but rather as an evidence of a full knowledge of the conditions, and of a studied
attempt to evade them.

It may be said, and doubtless it will be said, by the speculators and their
friends, that to cance the sales to so great an extent as the commissioners recon
mend, would be practically to contravene the sales altogether.

To a certain extent this will be the result, should our recommendationsb
adopted. We respectfully submit, however, that the advice we tender is not oily
in strict conformity with equity-that not only will its adoption be just and fair,
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and honest in principle and in practice, that it will nlot only accord vith the printed
conditions upon which the lands were sold-but that it is also what the purchasers
were distinctly informed would be the resuit, under the circumstances which have
been so clearly established. A reference to any one of the "receipts" for payment,
will at once establish this fact. They were all filled in by the agent, frorn printed
forms, of which the following is a copy :

CROwN LAND OFFICE.
Goderich of 18

Received fror the sum of £ currency. as a deposit (or as first
instalment, as the case may be), on account of Lot , Concession in
the Township of , in the County of Huron, the same being Crown Land,
containing acres, more or Jess, at curf-ency per acre.

This sale is made on the express understanding, that no previous claim existé'
on account of occupation and improvements, and should such a claim be established
the sale will be cancelled.

JOHN CLARKE, C. L. A.

The terms of these receipts remove ail ground of complaint on the part of
the purchaser; for when the elaim of occupation or improvement was established,it
was clearly agreed that the sale should be cancelled. , The purchaser cannot, there-
fore, now complain that the conditions under which he bought, and which were
so enphatically recited in his receipt, should be carried ont.

A very great number of the complaints are from parties who originally settled
by occupation and improvement upon two lots, containing altogether two hundred
acres. To the actual settler, the agent (as appearsby his own admission) constantly
refused more land than the one hundred acres, wirhout enquiry or compunction'
thus establishing as a clear and admitted rule of his office, that the non-resident was
entitled to greater privileges, and aflorded enlarged facilities to purchase, which
were denied to the resident.

In most cases of departure fron duty, the agent pleaded in extenuation of his
extraor(iinary conduct towards the resident settlers his "instructions from the
Department." The Commissioners desired to be informed what the "instructions"
were to which the agent referred ?

In reply they were furnished with a copy of the 13th section of the "General
Instructions to Agents, dated, Crown Lands Department, Montreal, November,
1854; and a copy of a letter dated Crown Lands Department, Quebec, 15th Sep-
tember, 1854, and signed " J. C. Tarbutt, for the C. C. L." That the true purpoit
of these documents nay be fairly understood, they are here inserted.

"Section 13. Squatters and others in unauthorized possession of public lands,
must be informed, that the only way for them to secure the property thereof, is to

'purchase themat once. Occupants in good faith, however.or with improvements
" on the saine, should not be sold to any other than the occupant, without first

communicating with the Department on the subject."

CRowN LANDs DEFARTMENT,
Quebec, 15th September, 1854.

Sin,-In reply to your letter of the 10th ult., I am to inforin you that the list
of squatters sent to you on the 29th of July, was intended merely to make you
aware that certain lots were occupied, in order to put you on your guard against
selling the lands to other per'sons than those reported to be in possession.

With regard to the system to which yon allude, of persons claiming land&
"upon trivial pretences, I beg to state that such has been invariably discountenanced
"by this Department. The claims of persons only, who have been in actual occu-
"pation, with a certain extent of improvèments, being respected.

A. 1857k
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And, also, in cases where persons have taken possession prior to the lan
" being surveyed, as occurred in the Township of Grev.

"The claim of a squatter must be limited to the lot or parts of lots upon which
" bis improvements are found to be. All persons toc, who put forward claims to

pre-emption, should be required to establish them without loss of timue, andJ pay th.
" first instalment of the pre-emption money.

' i have the honour to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

J. C. TARBUTT.
For the C. C. L.

" Johm Clarke, Esq , &c. &c. &c.
" Goderich, U. C."

There may be soine ambiguity of expression, though we Chink not of meniti
in that portion of the preceding iletter, which speaks of iiniting t he resident settler
to the lots or parts of lots upon which their improveinents rray be found. t3w
whatever meaningr it miht have heen intended to coivey by the terms here use
we scarcely think that the gent could have misconceived the general scope and
bearing of the instructions, When taken as a whol thev were clearly intenled te
make exceptions in favour of the resident settler, to guard the home and imprové
ments of the actual occupant, against the over-reaching and avarice of the nonii
residlent speculator. No conceivable ingenuity or perversion couldL construe thee

instructions " as iesigning to concede ta the non-resident, rights of which the res
dent was to be deprived.

If by the reading of those " istructions," A. B., because he resided in one
the Townships oif mie Coiity of Huron, w.as tho be imited in bis purchase to a par
of one lot; while C. D., because 'e resided in som Tlownship cf another County
was to be freely aliowed to purchase two ent:re lots. 'ihen, were the exemption
in favour of squatters a "l mockery and a snare," and the claini to pre-ernptionb'ut.
a bar to equal rights ? Not only the tenor of the instructions, but also hie con d
lions upon which every lot was sold, show tat the Goveinment contemplated
sales except Io actua! settlers. lndeed so precise are the conditions upon this hea
that it is provided, not only that ihe occupation shall be " imrediate " but ' conti
nuous " also; and even the very section (the 13th) to which the agent refeda
bis aithority, clearly provides, riot alone that opportuuilty should be afforded t
occupants of effecting their purchases, but that no improvedi lot should be sold te
any other than the occupant, witlhuti first communicaLing with the Departinen
upon the subjeet. le list of squaters' names furnished to the agent oii the 29t
of July, and referred to in the letter of Mr. T orbu cf ihe 15th of Septernber, wauî
4 intended to put him on his guard against selling the lanis to other persons th
those reported to be in possession." What possible excuse then can be urged
selling the larids of those who ha! their name, and even the exient of the
improvenents, registered in the agent's books, and who were charged by hin fo
such registry ?

What else was the agent's conduct in this matter thai a practical nullification
of the instructions frorm tie department, whose servant he wa ?

Though in reference to ihis matter Ve canniot admit the plca of Departmer
instruct:ons as set up by the agent, yet there are other circumstances wh
appeired to u.s to indicate a secret jifluence <A head quarters, not very faVourabl1
to the actual settlers. In sone cases of sales ruade to speculators, an] which
upon after considerai ion, apî:eared to the agent to b too giaring to be passed ove
he (tle agent) desired to cancel the sales himself (vide the case of George Gough
lot 15, iii the 7th Concession of Howick), and to give the lot to the party in pog
session. In the case alluded to (Gough's), instructions were sent from the depat
ment to the agent, inforrning him that the sale to the wrong party could not',
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cancelled, unless the receipt vas given up by ihe original purchaser (norinally
Thos. Wray). This was an indirect but miost effectual mode to secure the absentee
8peculator in his ill-gotten purchase, and so frustrate the agent in his laudable
desire to do justice to the actual settler. If policy such as is here referred to was
adopted by the chie f of the department, fie comnissioners are at a loss to conceive
the wisdom of it; and if put forward without his direct order, steps should be
taken to prevent a repetition of it.

One fruitful cause of discontent on the part of the resident settlers, was the
practice constantly indulged in by the agent, of giving vacant lots to actual
settlers ln exchange for the lots on which they had previously resided and
improved. Lot number five, in the seventh concession of the Township of lowick
(claimed by Robert Grier), is one of this kind. It was taken from Grier and given to
John Hassard, in exchange for one of three lois (nine and ten in the eleventh, and
fourteen in the tenth concess;on), which H1assard claimed and had improved upon,
but which the agent sold to other parties. This systerm of forced exchange of lots
we found tohave been one of ordinary occurrence on the part of the agent.

In many instances we found that actual residents, attending the sale for the
purpose of purchasing their lots, were inforined by the agent, or by the clerks in
bis office (all of whom speculated in the lands ýo a large extent), that they must
retire and bring with them satisfactory proof of their actual occupation of the lots
elaimed, and of the extent of imnprovements made upon them. The settlers were
thus compelled either to return home, or to hunt up in some other and nearer place,
parties acquainted with the particular locality, who would be willing to go before
some Justice of the Peaze or some Commissioner for taking affidavits, to testif
on;oath as to the residence and improvements. We need nfot say that no suc
demand was made by the agent or by his clerks from any one of the very nume-
rous absentee speculators, vho were allowed to purchase without restriction of
settlement, and almost without lirnit in extent. Nor w'as this the only unfairnes
and injustice which this course entailed on the resident sel tiers. It appears to havë
been resorted to only as a colouring, to afford a better pretext for the disposal df
their lands to others; for we found in numerous instances of this kind, that when
the settlers returned with the proofs required, they were coolly told they were too
laie, and that their lands had been sold. This conduct -ppears to us inexcusable,
and to have greatly aggravated the original wrong.

Mr. Colin Clarke (son to the resident agent), appears t bave acted as a clerk
in his father's oflice, and also to have opened. and kept in the same room, a prieate
Land Agency Office of his own. This gentleman speculated largely in theme lands,
àrd the settlers, whose lands had been soid, uipon application to the agent, were
constantly referred to bis son for further, information touching their lands. On
enquiring froin him, they were at once told thenanes of- the parties who had pur-
ehased their lands, and that he (Mr. Colin Clarke)was their agent. The settlërs
were thus compelled either to abandon their lands, or to pay to Mr. Colin Clarke
such advanced érices upori the original costs as he pleased tO demand. As one
instance of the extent to which this practice of land jobbing and speculationwwas
carried by Mr. Colin Clarke, we may mention that a sheetý of paper is now in our
possession, stated to be in ihe hand-writing of Mr. Colin Clarke; and;which is
headed in these'rd, "List of lands belonging t one person." Then follows
the Tdwnships, Lots, and Concessions iin detail: amounting, in Howick to 94lots,
in Turnberry 1o 10 loi s, and in Grey to 7 lots, making a gross aggregate of 111 lots
contai ning aitogetherekven lhousand one hundred acres of lartd.

In rnany cases of non-resident speculators we found their prices toevary from
fouir t t welve doliars anacre advance upon the original selling price of the lots.
The prices demanded var'ied, according to the soil nd"situation ofttheland. s

In ninerods instances we found lots sold twice, and receiots-,passed to wo'dif
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ferent parties. This was the cause, and most justly so, of great discontent 'afd
clearly proved the irregularity with which the business of the agency was conductea.

To show more clearly the irregular, if not cor rupt manner, in which the busi-
ness of the local agency was conducted, we will here detail a few cases of hardship
and injustice, the strict truths of which were established beyond reasoiiable doubt,
and the full particulars of which will bé found at length in the appendix to thi
report.

Numnber 1, is the case of Allen Larmount. Briefly, it is as follows: In the
month of October, 1852, Allen Larrount called upon the agent at Goderich, stated
that he bad a large family, and was anxious to go into the Township of Grey,:-âàd
settle therc. The agent took down his narne and the names of. his two sona
(Dougald Larmount, and Allen Larmount, Junr.) Dougald had bis naine entei-éd
for lot number seven, in the eighth Concession of Grey; and Allen for lot nuïnbèr
twelve, in the seventh Concession of the same Township. Six respectable inhabi>
tants of the Township attest, that iimediately after this interview, viz: in the latter,
end of the month of October, 1852, both those men entered upon their respective
lots, as above mentioned, erected " shanties " upon them, held actual occupatiohi
wrought their statute labour, and were assessed for them. Hearing from a private
party that Mr. McQuinn, of Godcrich, (the editor of the Huron Signal Newspaper),
had been offering -nany lots for sale, and amongst others, the lots occupied by- his
sons, old Mr. Larmount went to the agent at Goderich to enquire about the mattë r
He was then assured by the agent that no person had any claim npon the lots exciét
his sons, and that they should have them. ,learing a second time, not only that
Mr. McQuinn had offered to sell then to other parties, prior to the general salef
lands in September, 1854, but that he had actually sold them subsequently, to t*b
persons, naned John McLaughlin and John McIntosh, both residents near Harpuå
bey, in another Township, he addressed a letter to Mr. Clarke on the 28th of Sep.
tember, 1854, upon the subject, and received from him a reply in the followid
words:

"CRowN LAND OFFICE
"Goderich, 6th October, 1854.

" Sr,-In reply to yours of the 28th September, I cannot understand.w
"you mean by charging me with having deprived Dougald and Allen Larmountof

their lots ; seven, Concession eight, and twelve, Concession seven. If'money a
" offered in my office for these lots, I am not aware of it. , I only know that the

lots have been kept for them, and that they can have them by at once payingth
first instalment, with rent for two years'occupation. You will please furnIsm nW
with the name of the person you say offered to sell these lots on the 27th
tember. This I have a right to know, else I cannot put a stop to the practice

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

"JOHN CL ARK À.L #
" Mr. Allen Larmount, Grey.

Strange as it m ay appear, at the very time this letter was written3, auJfor sôie
time previous to it, these lands had not only been sold to Mr. McQueen, but rë1l
by him at a large advance, to McLaughlin and Mclntosh, and the nae
McLaughlin entered on the agent's map as the original purchaser from.the brôwïi'
Assuredly, if ever there was a case of fraud and duplicity, this is one." In tte
explanation offered by the agent, be thus accounts for the letter written by hiIn l
Larmount. " 1 handed this letter (Larmout's of the 28th of Setember

person (Mr. McQueen), whom I found it necessary to employ as an assis'tant d
Ïeng the hurry of the sales, and asked him to ascertain *hen, and to wh t

" had been sold.. After looking over the sales book, he said he could not fi
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" they had been sold to any one, bùt that they were marked on the printed lists as
" sold, which he believed was owing to my own order, that all the lots returned on
" the surveyors' list as occupied, should be so marked off, to prevent their being
4sold to others. In consequence of this I wrote the note (the letter to Larmount

of the 6th of October)." , It thus appears, upon the agent's own testimnony, nlot
only that those lots had been long occupied by the Larmounts, that the surveyors
found themi in possession when surveying the Township, but that they had -been
narked off as occupied in agent's office, " to prevent their being sold to others."
Yet, in defiance of ail this, Mr. McQueen, of whom the agent states in a subsequent
part of his explanation, "be had availed hinself of his able assistance during the first
few days of the sale," sold the lots to himself, resold them to others, pocketed the
profits, entered the name of his son for one of the lots, and the name of one of the
parties to whom he sold for the other, as the original purchasers from the Crown;
and when asked by the agent to find out " when and to whom they lad been sold,
said, "after looking over the sale books, lie could not find they had been sold to
any one !" We abstain from remarks upon conduct such as this. It speaks for
itself. The agent closes his explanation in these words: "Mr. McQueen positively
"refuses to yield his right to what he considers an attempt at gross imposition: and
"if actual occupation and improvements are necessary to establish a pre-emption
"right, I respectfully submit that these lads (Dougald and Allen Larmount), have
" no claim whatever to the lots in question." Here are two important admissions,
made by the agent himself. First, that the sale was made in reality to Mr.
McQueen, vhile upon the face of his own books, John McLaughlin appears as the
original purchaser. Second, That be set aside the claim of the Larmounts, because
the " actual occupation and improvements necessary to establish a pre-emption
"right did not exist," while he granted the claim of McQueen, whom it was not
attempted to be shown ever had the shadow of a claim, on account of either " occu-
patiôn or improvement." Notwithstanding the agent's assertions;,it is abundantly
proved by the Larmounts, by six respectable residents of the Township, by 'the
report of the surveyors, and by the entries in the agent's own offiee, that thu Lar-
mounts were~ at the time, and for two years previous, in actual occupation of the
lots.

Number 2,1is the case of Abel Tyndall, as follows: One year prior to the land
sale at Goderich, held in September, 1854, Henry Tyndall (father to .Abel) called
upon the Crown Land's Agent at his office in Goderich, and caused the name ofhis
son (Benjamin) to be entered in the agent's;books as the occupantof lotnumber
seventeen,' in the eigbth Concession of tbe Township of Grey. enjanin heing
unable from sickness to clear and cultivate the lot, transferred 'the right of possession
to his brother Abel, who immnediatelyentered upon the lot, and still occupies it.MI
1853 he chopped and cleared upon thelot and erected a shanty." At theieral
sale at Goderich Le attended and ,paid the first instalinent, which the agent received
and granted a receipt for. When há atte.nded the agent's office is the following
year to pay the, second instalmént, the agent 'efnsed to receive the moneystating
that he had sold the lot to another party (a Mri John Adaiîs, a c'lot ièr and tailor
resident in Goderich> and that he (Adams)'should have it. The, gent persist it
giving the lot to Adams, thoug bh hasnever occnpied it, no nmadethe lightøsò
imprevement of aày kind9upon i. Tyndali still occupies thé lot3 hehas madéon-,
siderable improvements upon it, is asesséd for ,it and bas.paidsal ltaxes withhic
it stood charged. The fidèlity of Tndall's statenents was clearly established before
the Commissioners, and in prese eofboth the agent andMr dams by
twenty respectableinhabitants;resident inathe Townshi

Number 3,ls the case of Denis Barton, and "isas folkows: 1nw the inenths of
July and August1854, b'eted a"shantyuponnd took actuÅl possessfon'lot
twenty seven-aud twety-eight in the eighth Concessiôn -of the óTwnshipofCrey G
upon which he then 'riade sorme' clearing and improvements, and which he ilen-
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tinues to improve and reside upon. He attended the general sale at Goderich,
the month of September following, for the purpose of purchasing those lots. He
was unable to procure an interview with the agent until the eighth day, when, upon
paying five shillings to Mrs. Clarke, lie obtained the privilege of getting into the
office, and speaking to her husband. (Mrs. Clarke states that this five shillings was
paid by Mr. Barton for refreshients). When he obtained admission to the office,
he informed the agent of his claims to the lots, and his readiness to pay the first
instalment upon tbem. The agent then sold him one of the lots (28), but refused
the other. Barton's occupation and improvenents are testified to by over twenty
resident inhabitants of the Townsbip. Mr. Clarke's son has since offered tie lot
(27) for sale, and the name of a feniale (MarianIPearson) stands upon the agent's
books as the purchaser from the Crown. No person of the name of Pearson (male
or female) is known in the Township.

Number 4, is the case of Alêxander McNair, and is as follows: In the month
of Decemiber, 1853, lie went into the Tovnship of Grey for tFe purpose of naking
a permanent home for himself. le found lots thirty and thirty-one, in the ninth
Concession, entirely vacant and unoccupied, and he selected then for settlement and
purchase. He raised a " shanty'" or dwelling bouse, 18 by 16 feet, and chopped
between two and three acres Yîpon the lots, prior to the gereral sale in September,
1854. le attended at the sale, and on or about the fifth day he rendered the first
instalment to the agent, which he refused to receive. The agent told him to return
to the office in about a week, as his books vere so much corf'tsed it would take him
that time to ascertain who was down for the lots. le accorlingly retired, and
again returned as directed. When he came to the office a second time, lie was
inforred the lots had been sold to a person naned John Torrance, (who had also
had his name entered as the purchaser of anotIer lot, number four, in the tenth
Concession). He was then directed by the agent to try and find ont who this per-
son Torrence was, wlere he resided, and to make known his pre-emption right to
him, and obtain a relinquishment. ile endeavoured to do so, but vas ursuccessful
He returned to the office and informed the agent of the result. Hle was then told
by the agent, that Torrence, the original purchaser, had transferred his right to
Robert Hays, of the Township of McKillop, and that he must apply to him. He,
applying to Hays, and stating his pre-emption right, wvas told by him that he (Hays)
had parted with the lots to one Robert Walker, and that he could not, thereforeé
relinquish. Thus was McNair not only deprived of his labour and land, but literally
' humbugged and befooled " by the agent, by b2ing put to the loss of time, expense

and trouble of many journeys far and near, for no other earthly purpose, as appears
by the sequel, than to harass and deceive hlim. WLen the Comnmissioners called
upon the agent for an explanation of his conduct in this matter, his reply in sub-
stance was, that MeNair was not a person of character for truth arid veracity. His
main statenents, however, are fully admitted both by the agent and by Mr. laysp
and they are also vouched for by Messrs. John Bickell, Duncan Avery, Thoma'
Barton, Rosswell. Sedan, William McInnis, Robert Tyndall, James McNair, Charle&
Thomas, and Dennis Barton, all resident inhabitants of the locality, and well>
acquainted with the facts. Mr. Hays' explanation of the facts of the case will be
found in the appendix. Jis statement is in substance as fbllows. "The lots were
" bought on thé sixth day of the sale by John Torrence, a friend of mine. In abut
" three months after my purchase, a mari (MNair) caine to mny house and told m&
Slie had a claim upon the lots, and a shanty on therm. He afterwards cane to nef

4 in company with his brother, to know if I Would allow him to have the boards irn
" the slanty. I said lie migbt take them, or if he wisled I would pay him for th
4 shanty, whatever any two of the neighbours would say it was worth. He sad he

was satisfied, and gave up bis claim. I am in no way interested in these lots, as
" have sold them to Robert Walker, Esq,, the present Reeve of Stephen, who paid

a high figure for them (stated to be seven hundred and fifty dollars), and it would
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"be a pity lie should ome to such a Ioss." Divesting Mr. Hays' explanation of its
hearsay and irrelevant statements, the above is its substance. From this it appears:
First. That the lots were not purchased till the sixth day of the sale, although MeNair
was in attendance from the first, and tendered the first instalment to the agent on
the fifth day of the sale. Second. It appears that Mr. Hays did not puróhase the
lots froin Torrence till about three months after the sale, although, strange as it may
appear, on the agent's map of the Township, Torrence's name does not appear upon
those lots, but Hays is entered as the original purchaser! Tilird. The lots ulti-
mately passed into the ownership of Mr. Valker, though neither he (Walker) nor
Mr. Hlays (the original purchaser) were then, nor are they yet, residents of the
Township. Fourth. The previous occupancy of McNair is admitted by Mr. Hays,
who offered to pay him the value of his shanty. And lastly, The value of the lots
are admitted, for Mr. iays states that Mr. Walker " paid a high figure for them
" ($7501', and it is a pity he should corne to sucli a loss ;" not reflecting at the same
time that the person who " came to such a loss,' or rather the person who lost, if
not robbed of both the money and the land, was poor McNair, who appears to have
been the victim throughout.

Number 5, is the case of John Bradly, Juar., the particulars of which are as
follows: On the 19th of March, 1853, he located himself on lot number five, in the
twelfth Concession of the Township of Grey, with the intcntion of clearing the land
and settling thereon. Before going on the land, he attended at the agent's office at
Goderich, represented to the agent what he was about doing, and had his name
entercd in the agent's books for the lots. After this he went on to improve the
land. le cleared, fenced and chopped over eight acres, and has regularly paid the
taxes and performed the statute labour chargeable against the lot. He always
understood that settlers in good faith would, at the tiie of sale, be allowed priority
in 1)urchase. With this understanding he entered upon the land, made the improve-
ments mentioned, and still resides upon it. Thougli he bas frèquently since tendered
his money for the lot, it lias been as frequently refused, the alleged ground being
that it has been reserved for mill purposes. The agent it appears, lias taken the
levels of the water upon this lot, and finds thére is not sufficient head to be used for
mili purposes. In his explanation of the case before the Commissioners, lie concur-
red in all Bradly's statements, and regretted that he had not the power of disposing
of the lot to him. It is clear that Bradly should not be deprived of the lot upon
such a pretext.

Nunber 6, is the case of William Shire, which is, in substance, the same as
Bradly's, the one occupying lot number five, the other lot numnber six, both in the
same Concession and Township, and both being withheld fror sale under the name
of being reserved for mill purposes. Shire entered upon his lot (No. 6) in October,
1852, and had up his shanty with two acres and a half cleared, and four acres under-
brushed previous to the general sale in September, 1854. He lias now large clear-
ances and other improvements on the lot, including a dwelling house, barn, and
stables. 'He bas several time. tendered his money to the agent, but he bas refused
to receive it, under the plea that he had no instructions to seli. Cases like these,
which rest with the Government rather than -with the agent, should, in the opinion
of the Commissioners, be at once disposed of, and the discontent arising out of them
allayed.

Nunber 7, is the case of David Breakenridge, and is as follows: In the month
of September, 1853, he entered upon lots one and two, in the second Concession of
the Township of Grey, and erected a "slhanty " or dwelling house thereon. In the
following month, there being then no roads in the Township, lie carried in provi-
sions on his back, and underbrushed three acres on lot number two, and remained
till his stock of provisions were exhausted, In the month of March, 1854; he again
returned to his shanty with a fresh supply of provisions, and resumed work on both

B2
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lots. On the first of May following, Breakenridge went to the agent's office at.
Goderich. He informed Mr. Clarke that he was living on those lots, and the improve-
ments he had made upon them. The agent then entered Breakenridge's name in a
book in his office for both lots. The first instalment was then tendered to the agen
but he refused to receive it, stating that the Township was not yet open for sale,
but that, as he had entered Breakenridge's name for the lots, no other person could
get therm. He again went to the office on the first day of October, 1854, and was
there told by the agent that the lots were sold, but to return again in about three
weeks, when the throng of the sale would be over, and he would settle the matter
for him. Breakenridge again returned at the time directed by the agent, and was-
then told by him that his land was sold, and he (the agent) would do nothing for
him. Breakenridge then enquired who the lots had been sold to, that lie might
represent to him the particulars of the case, and if possible, secure his land. The
agent replied to him rather tartly, that " it was none of his business to whom he
had sold them." Breakenridge then retired from the agent's office, and upon mak.
ing enquiry, he was inforned in Goderich that Mr. Thomas McQueen, editor of the
" uron Signal" Newspaper, who was employed by the agent as a clerk in his
office, had got his lots, and also the three adjoining ones, numbers one, two, three,
four, and five, in the second Concession ; also, that he had got one half of lots
eighteen and nineteen, in the first Concession; number twelve in the seventh Con-
cession, and numbers twenty-five and twenty-six in the fourteenth Concession;-
making in all nine hundred acres in this one Township, picked lots, with water
power on them, and with industrious settlers to be turned out of their houses and
improvements, Breakenridge not being willing thus to be robbed of his lands and
improvements, and supposing that the agent would still be open to reason, -vent to
several of the neighbours who were cognizant of the facts, and procured affidavits
from them of his improvements and other particulars connected with the case.
With these affidavits Breakenridge went to Goderich, and on going into the agent's
office he handed them to the agent's son-in-law, Mr. Newman, who was then act-
ing as a clerk in his office. The agent asked Mr. Newman what the papers were,
to which he replied " aflidavits." Mr., Clarke then took them up and looked at
them, after which he said " d-n the affidavits !' Breakenridge then tendered the
noney to pay the first instalinent, and hoped the proofs of bis pre-emption rights

were satisfactory. The agent replied the lots were already sold, and he would not
be further troubled about them. Breakenridge then asked for his affidavits, thathe
might make application to the Government, and furnish proofs of the truth of his
assertions. The agent then got angry, refused to return his affidavits, and ordered
hiint out of his office. In the month of January following, Breakenridge went round
and procured fresh affidavits, which he enclosed in a petition to the then Commis.
sioner of Crown Lands, and to which lie received no reply. Again in August
1855, he presentcd himnself to the age nt, at Goderich, begged to bring his case before.
hir, and hoped he would do hima justice. The agent's reply was, that as he
(Breakenridge) had thought fit to apply to the Government, he would do nothing for
hira. Thus was Breakenridge robbed out of his land and lard earnings, after tak-
ing every necessary stop ithin his power to secure them. In about a month after
his last application to the agent's office at Goderich, Mr. McQueen, of the " Hurn'
Signal," camne to the lots, accormpanied by thiee men, stated that he was going to
put up a miili upon them, and that if Breakenridge would give him up. possession,
he would give him lot number five, which was worth fifty pounds, and added, that
if he Vould Inot accept those terms, he (McQucen) would come on him foral
damages, as lie lad bouglht the lots, and had the tickets for them in bis pocket.r
Breakenridge was now puzzled what to do, he had applied to the Government, but
his application was not noticed, he had five times applied to the agent, had been
five times refused and driven from bis office, and now threatened with the penaltiewn
o.f the law, le sought the advice of his neighbours in his distress. Their advice wÊas
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to avoid the law and settle with McQueen. Poor Breakenridge thus forced to
terms, agreed to accept lot number five and twenty dollars, and to leave the lots
peaceably. This is a plain statement of the facts of Breakenridge's case, and
clearly proves the heartless collusion pjractised against him by the agent an1d Mr.
McQueen, of whose ' able assistance (as the agent states) he availed himself dur-
c ing the first few days, of the sale." Upon referring to the agent's plan of the
Township of Grey, we found Breakenridge's information, touching the quaotity of
lands given to Mr. McQueen, to be correct. James G. McQaeen is entered on the
plan for the north halves of lots eighteen and nineteen in the first Concession.
Thomas McQueen, Junr., is down for lots one and two in the second Concession ;
Thomas McQueen, Senr., entered for lots three and four (it appears to bave been
subsequently blotted on number three) ; Hugh McQueen is down for number five,
all in the second Concession. Allen McQueen is enteced for lot twelve in the
seventh Concession; and Betsy McQueen for lots twenty-five and twenty-six in the
fourteenth Concession. Most assuredly if any case requires redress, p ompt and
effectual, this one does.

Number 8, is the case of Isaac Johnston, and is as follows: On the 11 th of
November, 1853, Hugh Caldwell, tben residing at Galit, applied to the agent, Mr.
Clarke, to purchase lots number nineteen and twenty, in the first Concesssion of
Grey. In reply to this application he received a letter from the agent, of which the
following is a copy.

GODERaO, 17th Nov., 1853.
"SIR,-In reply to yours of the 111h iost., I have to inform you that 1 have

"entered your naine for lots nineteen and twenty, Concession one, of Grey. The
" Township is not yet for sate, and 1 canoot say when it wj! be. It is ait school
n land, under the management of the Government, and when i is in the market, L
L expect to have the sale.

"Your obedient servant,
JOHN CLARKE.

"Mr. Hugh Caldwell, Galt."

In pursuance of this, the written pledge of the' agent Caldwell entered upon
the lots, and chopped about an acre in the spring of 1854, as is fully proved by the
aflidavits of John Adams and Dunrcan McPherson, both residents of the v.cinity,
but he did not erect a shanty or other residence upon them. In the month of May
following, Robert Garvy (finding no resident settler upon eiftier lot) entered ipto
possession of lots twenty and twenty-one. At the oublic sale of the lands, which
followed in the month of September following, neither Garvy nor Caldwell were
permitted to purchase,. but all ihiree lots were disposed of to absentee speculators,
onie being a female, the daughter of Mr. McQueen, editor of the Huron Signal.
Caldwell subsequently sold his right of possession to Isaac Johnston, who is now a
resident settler, and for which right Johnston paid the surn of ten pounds. In this
case the agent could not plead ignorance of the occupancy of CaJdwell, as bis o .i
letter states that he had entered his nane for the lots. The Commissioners have
recomiended the cancelling of the sales made by the agent; that lot nineteen
be sold to Johnston as the assignee of Caldwell, and that lot twenty be sold to
Garvy.

These, it is hoped will be sufficient to show the character of the conplaints in
the Township of Grey, and the " mode in which the public lands were disposed of

therein, to the prejudice of the resident settlers."
We will now proceed to give a few instances of how matters were managed

in the Township of -lowick.
Number 9, is the case of John Irwin, and is as follows,: In the month of June

I854, he wrote to Mr. Clarke, C. L. A., at Goderich, that hehad entered into pos-
session of lot No. 1, Con2ession A., Township of Howick ; that he then had about

A. 1857
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half an acre chopped, and that he wished to be considered as the first applicant for
the lot, whenever the Township would be opened for sale. To this letter he gotno
reply. On the 21st of August following, he again wrote to the agent, and received
an answer in the following terms:

CowN LAND OFFIcE,
" Goderich, 29th August, 1854.

Sin,-In reply to yours of the 21st instant, I have to state that the lands in
" Howick will be open for sale on and after the 31st day of this month, and if you
" wish to secure the lot you refer to, you had better be here, as your having chopped
" some on it and then left it, gives you no claim, if any one else has occupied it

since. Each purchaser is required to sign a form of application. Culross and
" Carrick will be for sale on the 27th of next ruonth.

Your obedient servant,
"JOHN CLARKE.

Mr. John Irwin,: Wellesle.
John Irwin being at the time unable to go to Goderich himself, sent bis brother

Thomas, with the first instalment; but before he could get into the office he was
informed that the lot vas sold in the name of Peter Robinson, but in reality to Mi.
Boys, of Barrie, there being no such man as Peter Robinson there. In a few days
afterwards, he returned to the office, and brought with him a number of affidavits
(numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, in the appendix), showing what improvements had
been done on the lot, when done, and by whom, but the agent refused to receive
them. John Irwin was residing on the lot at the time of the sale, and still resides
upon it, and no other person has ever made the slightest improvement of any kind
npon it. Since the sale Irwin went to Barrie to try and purchase from Boys, but
he refused to sell, saying the land had not yet come to its value. He offered Boys
seven hundred dollars over the Government price for the lot, but lie refused to take
it. Boys recently visited the Township of Howick, and sent a message to Irwin by
Thos Playford, that he (Boys) was going to lay out the site of a village upon the lot,
and that if Irwin would give him one hundred pounds per acre, he would seIl
to him.

Number 10, is the case of William Hamilton, as follows:
A person named Robert C. Watson was the first settler upon lots twenty-six

and twenty-seven, Concession A, Howick. On the 21st of May, 1854, Watson sold
bis right of possession and all claim to the lots to Hamilton ; the consideration paid
being one hundred and twenty-five dollars. The day previous to the sale, viz: the
30th of August, 1854, lamilton's brother called upon the agent, informed himof
the transfer, and tendered the first instalment for the lots. The agent refused the
money, but entered Hamilton's name for the lots in a book kept in bis office, and for
which entry he charged a quarter of a dollar. Notwithstanding this, however, the
agent sold the lots nominally to another person, but in reality to Mr, Boys of Barrie.
Neither Mr. Boys, nor the nominal purchaser, nor any other person, except Watson
and Hamilton, ever entered upon the lots, or made the slightest improvements upon
them. Hamilton procured affidavits, showing the extent of bis improvements upon
the lots, and three times waited upon the agent with them, but all to no purpose;
he could obtain no redress. Last winter Mr. Boys came to the lots, and threatened
Hamilton with proceedings at law if he would not give up his possession and
improvements; he added, that he would fence him (Hamilton) in, and prevent
intercourse with him. Hamilton being poor, and unable to defend himself at law,
was forced into Mr. Boys' terms, which were to surrender bis lots, house and
improvements, and to accept of another lot, with one quarter of an acre of his oWn
in lieu of them; and which equivalent Hamilton considers of not one fourth the
value of the property taken from him.
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Number 11, is the case of James Cowley, as follows : He settled on lots
twenty-five and twenty-six, Concession C, in the Township of Howick, in the month
of March, 1854. Owing to à chronic disease affecting his knee joint, caused by a
fall from his horse, while serving in Her Majesty's seventh dragoon guards Cowley
was unable to attend the sale of lands himself, in the month of September, 1854, but
sent the money to the agent by a neighbour (Joseph Hainstock), for the purpose of
paying the first instalment on the lots. At that time lie (Cowley) had a house built
on the lots, 16 by 26 feet, and three acres cleared and under crop. The agent
refused to receive the money, or to sel] him the lots. In June, 1855, Cowley «as
sufficiently .well to go to Godericlh himself; he then offered the money to Mr. Clarke,
and also tendered to him certain affidavits, to prove his residence and improvements.
The agent again refused to take the money, but asked Cowley what he would be
willing to give for the lots. Cowley replied, lie would be willing to give the Go-
vernment price, and all back rent, but nothing more. Mr. Clarke then told him
he should not have them, and gave him some abusive language. No person save
Cowley has ever entered upon the lots, or made the slightest improvement of any
kind upon them; and in addition to the improvements made by him prior to the
sale, and heretofore mentioned, lie has now a log barn, 18 by 28 feet ; and over
seven acres of land under crop. He has regularly paid the taxes, and performed
the statute labour for the lots, though he cannot get a title for them. Lot twenty-
five has been sold in the name of N. J. Colvin, and twenty-six in the name of Wil-
liam Float, both names evidently put in by Mr. Colin Clarke, as a cloak to cover the
sale to himself, as lie has advertised both lots for sale, as has his agent, Mr. W. G.
Walker.

Number 12, is the case of John McLeod. l June, 1854, McLeod entered
upon lot thirty-six, Concession C, Township of lowick. On the 10th of September
following, lie sent in the money to the agent by his father-in-law, with instructions
to pay the first instalment. The agent refused the noney, and stated the lot was
sold. In June last McLeod again applied to the agent, stating the improvements he
had made, and his residence on the lot. The agent then looked over his books, and
said bis (McLeod's) was a bard case. The agent's son, Mr. Colin Clarke (who was
in his father's office at the time), then looked at the book, and baving done so, said
to McLeod, that if lie (McLeod) would pay fifty-five pounds over and above the
Government price, lie should have the lot. Mr. Clarke, the agent, was present at
this conversation, but made no remark upon it. No person bas ever made any
improvement upon the lot except McLeod. It was sold in the naine of Edward G.
O'Brien, who is a well known resident of Toronto; and is advertised for sale by Dr.
Clarke, brother to the Crown Lands Agent.

Number 13, is the case of John Webb. It is as follows : John McGee was the
original purchaser of lots nine and ten, in the first Concession of Howick. le sold
his interest in the lots to John Webb, for the sum of £50 over and above the
Govcrnment price. On his (Webb's) going to Godericb, to make payment of the
second instalment, lie was told by the agent, that the land had been sold to another
person, a Mr. John Halden, of Goderili ; and that the sale to McGee (although the
original one), was invalid. Mr. Clarke told Webb to leave him bis receipt for the
first instalment, together with the transfer from McGee, and lie (the agent) would
furiish him (Webb) with other lands in lien of them. With this request Webb com-
plied, and the agent charged hlim £2 10s. for making the promised change. The
agent then handed Webb some printed forms of application to be filled up, together
with a list of lands li Turnberry. Webb went to Turnberry, found the lands very
inferior in quality, and refused to take then. Upon further investigating the-mnat-
ter, in the presence of the agent and of Mr. Halden (the party to whom the lots had
been last sold), Halden adrnitted that lie lad purchased the lots from Mr. Colin
Clarke, the agent's son, and for which he gave him (Colin Clarke) t sum of £50.

A.d857.
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Colin Clarke stated at the time of the sale to Hlalden, that he was acting as agent for
the original purchaser. Mr. Halden's name is entered on the agent's map of the
Township as the original purchaser from the Crown.

Number 14, is the case of John Armstrong. At the sale of the 8th of Septem
ber, 1854, Mr. Armstrong purchased for his son, lot number eleven, in the first
Concession of Howick. fHe paid the first instalment on the lot, and took a receipt
for it. In about a year after this sale, namely, in the month of December, 1855, a
letter from the agcent's son (of which the following is a copy), came to the knowledge
of Mr. Armstrong.

CROWN LANDS OFFICE,
Goderich, December 6, 1855.

" Ma. CHARLES W. PICKFORD,-Would you be kind enough to examine lot
" eleven, Concession one, Howick, and ascertain if there is a man by the name of

Armstrong living on it, if any improvements, and what amount? By letting me
"know with the least possible delay, you will much oblige me.

" I feel uneasy at not hearing from you before this time, with reference to the
" other matters you took in hands for me.

'I will apprise you when your location ticket arrives. Hoping to hear from
you soon, I remain, yours truly,

COLIN CLARKE.
P. S.-I wrote to you on the 20th ult., but received no answer.

" C. C

The knowledge of this letter naturally alarmed Mr. Armstrong, and be imrme-
diately proceeded to Goderich to'pay the second instalment on the lot. This occur-
red in the month of July, 1856. On his going to the agent for that purpose, he was
told by him that he could not take the second instalment upon the lot, as it had
been previously sold to another person. Mr. Armstrong asked the agent to whom
it had beeh sold, but he declined to tell him. He (Armstrong) then returned,
called upon Pickford, and obtained from him the information contained in the fol-
lowing letter:

"HOwICK, October 27, 1856.

"At the request of John Armstrong, Esquire, I beg to state, that in or about
" February last, one Mr. Halden, of Goderich, requested of me to inform him vhat

sort of a lot number 11, concession 1, Howick, was. I stated what I knew about
said lot. During my time in Goderich, I again met Mr. Ialden at the Crown

"Lands Office. He (Mr. Halden) said to Colin Clark, that lie did not like said lot,
'<as there was considerable swamp upon it. Colin Clark told Mr. Halden at the

same time, that if he did not like the lot, lie would give him another lot in its
" stead.

C. W. PICKFORD.
This clearly satisfied Mr. Arnstrong that the agent trafflcked in the public lands,

and that lie suffered his son to be the instrument of robbing men out of their money
and their lands, by selling the same lot to different parties at advanced prices, and
allowing one, or it might be, both parties to bc the sufferers. Mr. Halden is returned
to the department as the original purchaser of the lot from the Crown.

Number 15 is the case of James Orton. This man went into the Township of
Howick in May, 1854. le attended the sale of lands in September following, aid
on the 20th lie purchased lots 16 and 17 in the first concession, paid the first iin-
stalment to the Agent, and took his receipt for the same. Returned home, went Onf
improving upon the lot, and it was only last week (the first week in July, 1856) that
he discovered that the Agent had since sold his lot to another party, the Rev. WT
Stewart of Godericli, who lias since bcen returned to the Government as the original
purchaser from the Crown.
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Number 16 is the case of Robert McDonald, and is as follows: Robert McDonald
entered upon lots 29 and 30 in the Second Concession of Howick, and having imn-
proved thereon, he applied to the agent at the sale in September, 1854, to purchase.
The agent refused to sell, alleging as the cause of his refusal, that the lands had been

previously sold to one Alice Newman, the agent's daughter. . After some conversa-
tion upon the subject, the agent agreed to sel] McDonald the lots, which he did, at
an advance upon the Government price, of eighty-four pounds currency, which sur
was paid by McDonald to the agent, and for which he holds Mr. Clark's receipt.
Upon the agent's map of the Township, Robert McDonald's name stands as the
original purchaser from the Crown.

Number 17 is the case of Alexander Murray, and is as follows: In the month of
September, 1855, Murray went to Goderich, and applied to the agent to get lands
to purchase. The agent informed Murray that he had no lands of the Crown for
sale, as they had been all bought up, but that he was empowered to sell by certain
parties who had purchased from the Crown, and who were then disposed to selil.
Murray being anxious to obtain lands, agreed to purchase, when the agent sold to
him (Murray) lot No. 10 in the fifth concession of Howick, for the sumr of £57 10s.
over and above the Government price, at the same time paying two instalments'on
the lot. Mr. Colin Clark (son to the agent) being in the office at the time, then
prepared a transfer, called in Miss Isabella Clark (the agent's daughter) and she
signed the transfer, and Colvin Clark handed it to Murray. When Murray went to
take possession of the lot thus sold to him, he found that the lot had been previously
sold to a person named Robert Mosgrove. He immediately communicated with the
agent, who wrote him a letter in reply, stating that his transfer was a mistake, and
that it should have been lot No. 10 in the third, instead of lot No. 10 in the fifth
concession, which should have been inserted in the transfer. On going to take pos-
session of lot No. 10 in the third concession, as directed, Murray found it occupied
by one Hugh Dockett, who had resided upon it since the month of March, 1854;
had a house upon it, and over six acres under crop.

Murray was thus deprived not only of his land, but also of his money, amounting
to two iLstalments of the lot and a premium of £57 10s. for his supposed purchase.

Number 18 is the case of John Ilassard, as follows: At the public sale of land on
the 2nd day.of Septemuber, 1854, John Hassard purchased from the agent lots 9
and 10 in the eleventh concession of Howick, paid the first instalment and took a
receipt for the same. Two days after the sale to Hassard, the agent sold the same
lots to a person named George Green, who entered into immediate possession, and
who qtill holds the lots. . Hassard called upon the Agent, and informed him of the
double sale. The agent admitted the fact, that he (the Agent) must only give him
(Hassard) two otherlots in lieu of those previously sold to him.. Mr. Clark then
sold him lots 5, concession 7, and 15, concession 10, for which he took a receipt,
a copy of which will be found in the appendix. On Hassard's proceeding to take
possession of the lots last sold to him, lie found they bad previously been sold to,
and long occupied by a man named Robert Grier, wbo refused to surrender his
claim. Hassard still remains without his money paid to the agent, and wiîthout
the lands sold to him in either instance.

Number 19 is the case of William Hassard (son to number 17) and is as fol-
lows: On the 2nd of Septeinber, 1854 (the third day of the sale of lands) Wil-
liam Hassard purchased from the agent lots 14 in the 9th and lOth concessions
of Howick, and took a receipt for the first instalment ; a copy of which will be
found in the appendix.

Young Hassard erected a house on lot 14, in the 9th concession, in which he
now resides, and lie bas ten acres cleared and under crop upon the lot. He al-
ways supposed his title good to this lot, till the Commissioners, on examining
the agent's map of the Township, found it had been sold to One James Robertson,
and that it is inserted in the list of lands advertised by Mr. Colin Clark. The
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other lot (14 in the 10th concession) bas also been sold to another party named
George Rolls, who is an absentee, but who has sold his right to one William
Burns. It is now over two years since Hassard paid for both lots and is not yet
returned as the purchaser of either.

Number 20 is the case of William Walker, as follows: On the 2nd of
September, 1854, Walker purchased, at the public sale, lot 3 in the 9th and lot 8
in the 10th concessions of Howick, paid the first instalment to the agent, and
took a receipt. IHe has ever since resided upon the lots, erected a house 20,by
30 feet, upon 3, in the 9th concession, and has about eight acres under crop upon
it. The agent subsequently sold the lot (3 in the 9th) to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in
the name of Samuel Blakee, as admitted in his own letter to Walker, dated the
22nd of November, 1855, and lot 3 in the 10th to Thomas Gregory, another of
Mr. Boys' men. Both those men are returned to the Department as the pur-
chasers, instead of Mr. Walker.

Number 21 is the case of James Walker, and is. as follows: On the 2nd of
September Walker purchasdJ from the agent, and paid the first instalment upon
lot 4 in the 9th concession of Howick. The agent (as admitted by himself) sub-
sequently sold the same lot to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in the name of William
Creighton, and returned Creighton's name to the Covernment as the original pur-
chaser, though he (the agent) admits, under his own hand, that Walker was the
original purchaser. Walker occupies the lot, has made considerable improve-
ments upon it, and neither Boys, who purchased in the name of Creighton, nor
any person for him, lias ever eut a stick upon it.

Number 22 is the case of William Strong, as follows: On the 2nd of Sept.,
1854, Strong purchased fron the agent, at the public sale, lots 9 and 10 in the lßth
concession of Hlowick, upon which he had previously resided and improved. He
bas now 21 acres chopped upon the lots, of which over. eleven are under cprop
When Strong sent the second instalment to the agent, he refused to receive it, stating
that the lots had been sold a second time, and the name of the second purchaser
forwarded to the Departnent. On the Comnissioners asking the agent for an ex-
phnation of the matter, he admitted the double sale, stated it was an error, and that
he would do wlhat he could to have it adjusted.

The cases here quoted will, it is presumed, be sufficient to exhibit the nature of
the complaints in the Township of Howick. A large number of similar cases night
be cited, particularly those of Hugh Hfollinshead, lots 26 and 27, concession B;
George lnland, lots 19 and 20, concession C ; John Mackie, lots 31 an]d 32, con-
cession C; Matthew Sharpii, lots 33 and 34, concession C ; Jaines Davidson, lot 19,
concession 2; Allen Inland, lots 1 and 2, concession 3 ; Leonard Lampkin, lot 14,
concession 3; Peter Cooke, lot 16, coU cession 3; George Bolton, lots 19, 20, and
21, concession 3; John Robinson, lots 4 and 5, concession 4: William Armstrong,
lots 28 and 29, concession 6 ; John Carter, lots 11 and 12, concession 7, and 12, con-
cession 8 ; William Gilkinson, lots 13 and 14, concession 7 ; Joseph Copeland, lots
11, concessions 9 and 10 ; and George and Robert Iainstock, lots 13 and 14, conces-
sion 13.

The 1 particulars in all these cases will be found detailed at length, in the appen-
dix; and the Commissioners do not deein it necessary to lengthen this portion of
their report, by setting them forth in it otherwise than by mere reference.

A few cases may now be cited fron the Township of Turnberry, to show " the
node and manner in which the public lands were disposed of thercin," and the

rature of the coniplaints and grievances which the people of that Township have
advanced.

Numaber 23 is the case of Elijah Martin ; his statement is in substance as follows:
On the first day of March, 1854, lie set tled on lots 39 and 40, in the first concessiono f
Turnberry ; so constantly and laboriously did he work upon thoselots, that prior to the
sale, wVhich vas in the ionth of September following, lie had eight acres cleared and
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under crop, and at the present time he has over 85 acres fenced and cropped. On
the 20th of August, 1854, (ten days before the lands of the Township were opened
for sale) he went to the office of the agent at Goderich; informed Mr. Clark of his
improvements upon those lots, and had his name entered for them, for which he
paid the sum of one shilling and three pence to the agent; at the same time he
obtained from the agent six months, within which time he was to pay the first in-
stalment. The day previous to the sale, namely, the 13th.of August, lie again re-
turned to the agent's office, carrying with him the money to pay the first instalment,
which he had obtained in the meantime, and which he rendered to Mr. Clark's son-
in-law, Mr. Newman, who was then acting as a clerk in the agent's office. Mr.
Newman then informed Martin, that he could have but one of the lots, again re-
corded his name for them, and again demanded and received from him one shilling
and three pence for recording his name. On the second day of the sale, Martin
was informed that the agent had privately sold the north halves of both lots (which
were rendered valuable by the River Maitland crossing them) to his brother in Tor-
onto, who had used the name of some friend in that City in order to cloak the sale.
It is certain the lot was not publicly offered for sale. As Martin's crops, then
growing on these lots, were suffering for want of care, he gave the money which he
had to pay for them to a person named John Miller, with whom he was acquainted,
who was a resident of the Township of Morris, and whom the agent had selected as
the door-keeper of his office. When Miller applied to pay the money, he yas in-
formed by the agent that Martin must first furnish affidavits to prove what claim
he had to the lots. On Miller conveying this information to Martin, he procured
the required proof, and returned to the agent's office with the proof and with the
money, both of which he tendered to the agent, but Mr. Clark was then too much
hurried, and refused all satisfaction except for the south halves of the lots,
which he then agreed to let Martin have. In the month of November following,
Martin again returned to the agent's office and again tendered payment for the
reimainder of the lots (the north halves.) Instead of giving Martin any satisfac-
tion, the agent knocked the money he had tendered him about the office and sun-
marily turned him out of it. To this day Martin remains the only occupant.of
either lot. This is a brief summary of Martin's case, the accuracy of which is
not denied, and the only explanation offered by the agent is that he could not
give Martin two lots, that he divided them for Martin's accommodation and that
when he was last at the office, he was rude and insolent. We apprehend how-
ever, that the true cause will be found in the fact, that the north halves of the
lots were valuable and were purchased for the benefit of the agent's brother, in
the name of W. H. Staineton, Esq., of this city. The lot is now advertised for
sale by Mr. Trueman, a private Land Agent at Goderich.

Number 24, is the case of Nathaniel Holmes ; bis statement is briefly as fol-
lows: Holmes was one of the original settlers of the Township of Turnberry,
having settled upon lot number ten in the fourth concession of that Township,
previous tothe lands in it being open for sale. A few days prior to the sale, he
went to the office of the agent at Goderich, stated his desire to purchase lo-
number ten in the fourth concession of Tunberry, and mentioned the improvet
ments he had made thereon. He was then informed by the agent that he could
have the lot as there was no other clairnant for it, that lie (the agent) could not
then take the first instalment, as the lands were not at the time open for sale;
but that he would enter his (Holmes') naie for the lot, in a registry book kept for
that purpose. Holmes then had his nane entered for the lot, paid the agent one
shilling and three pence and left the office. On the firsi day of tle sale, again
attended at the office, tendered his money for the lot, but was informed by the
agent that it was sold. No other person but Holmes has ever resided upon the
lot, cut a stick, or made the slightest improvement of any kind upon it. Holmes
still occupies the lot, and is assessed for it. When he remonstrated with the
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agent, all the excuse he offered was, that he would give him another lot n
exchange for it, and he accordingly assigned him lot number eleven, which was
a snaller lot, worse situated and of rnuch less value. The lot which Holmes
was then deprived was sold in the name of John Billings, a non-resident and
unknoivn in the Township, and presumed to be used only as a cloak for
another party, for whose benefit the lot is now advertised for sale by Mr. True-
man, a well known Land Agent at Goderich.

Number 25 is the case of Andrew Miller and Thomas Brazill. It is briefly as
follows: In the month of May, 1854, four months before the Township was opened
for sale, Andrew Miller entered upon lots seventeen and eighteen, in the sixth con-
cession of the Township of Tàrnberry, and made considerable improvements upon
them ; he subsequently informed the agent of bis residence and improvements, and
had bis name entered or registered, as it was called, in the agent's book for pre-emp-
tion right. For this service he paid the agent two shillings and six pence, the agent
promising at the same timethat he should have the lots when the Township should
be opened for sale. When the period for the sale arrived, Miller attended, tendered
bis money for the lots, and was refused ther. Subsequently, on the sixth day of the
sale, Thomas Brazill tendered the money for both lots, and was allowed them by
the agent. He then paid the first instalment upon them, which the agent received
and granted a receipt for (vide appendix to this report.) Miller then abandoned bis
improvements and Brazill entered into possession of the lots, upon which he still
continues to reside and improve, and for which he is assessed. When Brazill sub-
sequently attended, to pay the second instalment, bis money was refused by the
agent, upon the alléged ground that the lots had been previously sold to another
party (John Saul). Brazill was then offered two other lots (12 and 13 in the fourth
concession) in exchange for bis right to these, and which exehange he refused. Saul
is a non-resident and unknown in the Township. Thus it appears that these lots
were pledged to three different parties (Miller, Brazill and Saul) sold to two of them
(Brazill and Saul) and ultimately given to the only one of the three who was a non-
resident and had no claim whatever upon them.

Number 26 is the case of William Burnett. It is as follows: On the 15th
of March, 1854, six months before the Township was open for sale, he entered upon
lots numbers five and six, in the seventh concession ofthe Township of Turnberry;
upon which he had erected a dwelling bouse, in which he resided, and he had
chopped five acres, three of which were cropped prior to the sale in September of
that year. He attended the sale for the purpose of purchasing those lots upon which
he resided with bis familv. When he tendered bis money, he was informed by the
agent, that he must procure affidavits to establish his claim to the lots. On Burnett's
return to the office with the affidavits required, he was informed by the agent that
the lots were sold, and that the affidavits must be sent to the Government at Toronto.
He again attended at the Agent's office on the Sth of December following, when the
agent received the first instalment upon both lots (five and six) in presence of
Mr. Robert S. Duff. The agent subsequently sold the lots to some more favored
party, under the feigned naine of John Shanty, and absolutely denied that
he had received the instahnent on lot No. 5 from Burnett, and iu which denial he
persisted in the presence of the Commissioners, though positively contradicted by
both Burnett and Duff. The agent was subsequently sued for the ainount by
Burnett, in the Division Court at Goderich, on the 18th of August last, when he
paid the money into Court and stopped the suit. The Agent paid into Court at
the saine time, five dollars, which, it appears, was Burnett's portion of twelve dollars
and a half, paid by Burnett and Duff to Mrs. Clark (the wife of the agent) to secure
her interest and good services with her husband. Burnett bas now large improve-
ments on the lots, but they are held by.sone favoured speculator in the naine of
Shanty.
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Number 27 is the case of John Hastings. It is as follows: Hastings entered
upon lot eleven, concessions eight and nine, in the Township of Turnberry, prior
to the sale oflands, in September, 1854, at which time he had ten acres chopped and
five cleared up and under crop. On the 9th of November, 1854, he paid the agent
the first instalment on lot number eleven in the eighth concession, as appears by his
receipt produced to the Commissioners, and on the 19th of December following le
paid the first instalment on number eleven in. the ninth concession. When he at-
tended the agent to pay the second instalment, it was refused on number eleven in
the eighth concession ; which had in the mean time, been sold to some more fa-
vored party, who holds the lot under the name of James Redford. Thus, then, did
the agent cancel the sale made to Hastings7confine him to one lot, and give the
benefit of his hard labour and improvements to some favored speculator, who prob-
ably to this day has not seen the lot. Hastings still occupies, and pays the taxes
upon it.

Number 28 is the case of James Holnes, and which is briefly as follows
On the first day of May, 1854, he entered upon lot number twenty-three, in the
tenth concession of Turnberry, and before the sale in September of that year, he
lad put up a dwelling-house, chopped two acres and a half, planted five bushels
of potatoes, and sowed a large quantity of turnip seed upon the lot. After he
had made these improvements, and previous to the sale, he went to the agent's
office at Goderich, and informed Mr. Clark of what he had done on the lot. The
agent then entered his name in a book in his office, and told him he should have
the lot. He returned to the office at the time appointed for the sale. He watched
closely from the first to the fifth day, to hear when his lot would be called. 'Not
finding it named, he went into the office and offered his noney for the lot to the
agent. 'He was then told that the lot was sold. Holmes then reminded the
agent of his improvements and residence upon the lot, and of the entry of his
name. The agent then informed him that he must go and procure two affidavits
to show the extent of his improvements. Holmes went and procured the two affi-
davits required, (copies of which were exhibited before the Commissioners,) and
banded them to Mr. Clark. The agent replied it was all right, he might go and
live on the land, and he would get i1. Holmes then oflred the money to pay the
first instalment, but the agent said, "never mind, go back to your lot, and I will
"write you word when to come in and pay the instalment." Hearing of so much
trickery been played upon other settlers, and fearing lest all would not be right
with himself, he again went to Goderich, and called upon the agent with the
money to pay the first instalment. The agent then became quite violent, told
Holmes he was " a liar,'' and ordered him out of his office. Holmes is the only
person who ever entered upon the lot ; he still resides upon it; bas made large
improvenients, which were inspected personally by the Commissioners ; and he
has also regularly paid the taxes upon it. .The strict accuracy of these facts was
clearly established before the Commissioners, and in the presence and hearing of
the agent. The lot was sold by Mr. Clark to some favored absentee speculator
in the name of John Cross, whose residence or vhereabouts is unknown in the
Township.

Number 29, is the case of Alexander Beckett, who is a merchant and steam
mill owner at " Zetland," in the Township of Turnberry,-it is the lot next ad-
joining his steam saw-mill. The father went to the agent's office at Goderich,
in September, 1854, and there purchased for his son, at the public sale, the lot
which he now claims, He paid the first instalment for the lot at the time of the
sale, and took the agent's receipt for it. When the period arrived for the pay-
ment of the second instalment, he again went to the agent's office at Goderich,
for the purpose of paying it. When he offered the money, le was informed by
Mr Clirk that the lot had been sold to another party, whose name had been re-
turned to the Goverurnent as the purchaser. Mr. Beckett then drew from bis
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pocket the agent's receipt for the payment of the first instalment, to show ihat he
was the first purchaser, as well as the only person in occupation, and that he was
justly entitled to the lot. The agent thereupon took possession of the receipt,
which he refused to return to Mr. Beckett, and placing the amount of the first i.-ñ
stalment upon the table, he insisted upon Mr. Beckett's taking it. Thus was the
original sale made to young Beckett, a resident settler, cancelled, without cause
assigned, and the lot sold to some favoured absentee speculator, in the name of
John Hamilton, who is utterly unknown in the Township, and who, up Io this
day, has not eut a stick upon the lot.

Number 30, is the case of Jacob Cantlan, and is as follows:- On the i 3th of
December, 1854, lie applied to the Agent, Mr. Clark, for the purpose of purchasing
some lands. In reply to his application, the agent told him that he had no Gov,
ernment lands for sale, as ail had been sold. The agent then added, that if he
(Cantlan,) would apply to Mr. Henry Newman, he would direct him where he
could get lands to purchase. (Mr. Newman vas the agent's son-in-law, and
employed as a clerk in his office.) On application to Mr. Newman, lie said he
could have lots 31 and 32, in the first concession of Turnberry, by paying three
hundred dollars over and above the Government price. This sum Cantlan agreed
to pay. Mr. Newman then referred him back to the agent, to whom he paid
down £15 in money, being a portion of the said $300, and gave the agent two
notes of hand for the balance ; one for £20, payable in one month from date, and
the other for £40, payable in twelve months from date. Cantlan got no transfer
from Newman or any other person, but paid the. first instalment upon the lots,
took a receipt for it, and his name was entered upon the map, and subsequently
returned to the Department, as the original purchaser from the Crown. The £15
first advanced by Cantlan was paid to the agent; both the notes of hand given
by him were drawn by the agent, and made payable to himself, and when they
arrived at maturity, they were both paid by Cantlan to the agent. The original
notes and receipts, in the agent's hand-writing, will be found in the Appendix.

The above cited cases, selected.from the ordinary run of complaints, made by
the inhabitants of the Township of Turnberry will it is hoped be sufficient to show
"dtie mode and manner in which the public lands were disposed of to the prejudice
of the settlers," in that Township. If farther details should be required, reference
can be had to the Appendix to this Report.

laving thus briefly stated sorne of the evils under which the settiers have la-
boured; the nature of the complaints which they have from time to tirne made to his
Excellency the Govornor Gencral, and " the mode in which the public lands were
disposed of to their prejudice," we shall now shortly refer to the course which we
have taken in preparing the fbllowing nore detailed report upon each lot in the"
ncwly surveyed Townships of Grey, Howick, and Turnberry.

Ii ail cases where purchases have been made by non-residents, the sales are re-
commcnded to be cancelled, as being in violation of the conditions upon which the
lands were sold, and which required " immediate and continuous occupation." Inà
no instance known to us, have we departed from this rule ; and we carnestly urge its
adoption, as tie only truc principle upon which settlement should be made, the
Country improved, and general discontent allayed.

Where a " squatter,' or resident settler has clainied a lot, whieh he entered
upon prior to tie sale in September, 1854, or has claimed one on account of actual
occupation and improvements made prior to that date, bis claim is recomiended to
be allowed. This courze we conceive, justice to the parties, as well as to the pub-
lie interest, unite in demanding. It is plain that under the conditions of sale, ail
such parties were in equity entitled tO pre-emption right. And indeed it appears to
us tlat in the case of a resident settier, who is willing to pay the full price de-
manded by Government, and to comply with all the conditions attached to the salé,
le should be entitled to preference.

A. 18%%
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In each case where the original purchaser was a non-resident, and some other
party had subsequently entered upon the lot, or was assessed for it, but has nót
claimed it before the commission, we have recommended that the sale to the origi-
nal purchaser be cancelled, and the land resumed by Government, unless the party in
occupation, or under assessment, (as the case may be,) can show that he is acting
for or under the original nominee. This course, while complyinc with the condi-
tions of sale, will aford ample room to protect the interest of ail those who became
actual settlers, under assignments inade in good faith from the original purchasers.

In each case where a lot has been sold to an absentee, and the lot remains un-
occupied, unassessed, and unimproved, we have recommended the sale to be
cancelled, and the land resuned by the Government. As these lands are now much
more valuable than when originally sold, this course will be productive of a large
increase to the public revenue, and will also materially conduce to the immediate
seulement of the Townships.

Settlers who have gone on and improved vacant lots, subsequent to the gen-
eral sale in September, 1854, are recommended for pre-emption right, but flot at
the original price, but at the present actual value to be deterinined by the resi-
dent agent. This course, under all the circumstances, we believe to be the most
just and equitable, as well to the Government as to the settlers.

We now proceed to lay before yon in detail, a synopsis of the facts and evi-
dence as they presented themselves before us, in relation to each particular lot,
concession and Township : together with the course vhich we respectfully re-
conmend for adoption in each case.

(Signed,) OGLE R. GOWAN,
MORGAN HAMILTON,

Commissioners.
TOWNSHIP OF ASHFIELD.

The Township of Ashfield was, it appears, originally settled under instructions
issued so long back as the year 1842, to William Hawkins, Esquire, the then local
agent for the Huron District, the Honorable Mr. Morin being at that period Com-
missioner of Crown Lands. By those instructions, which bear date " Crown Lands
Departient, Kingston, 30th December, 1842," and which were subsequently trans-
ferred to Mr. Clark, as the successor in office of Mr. Hawkins, the agent was di-
rected, that " where any any of the lands might be occupied or inproved without
authority," he was " to communicate the fact to the department and to withhold
them from sale, until further instructed in each individual case." By the second
clause of these instructions, the agent was further directed to observe, that " where
parties occupied or improved particular lots, but who by bis (the agent's) own
knowledge, or by their own admission, had no reasonable claim thereto, their claim
to pre-emption was to be entertained on condition of actual payment only." The
third clause instructed the agent, that, "before making sale of any occupied lot, te
require the occupant, by- notice in writing, to prefer within a day to.be fixed by the
agent, any claim he might have upon the same for pre-emption or otherwise."

These instructions (which applied also to the Township of Wawanosh) explicitly
acknowledged the right of squatters to pre-emption, and were so framed as to in-
clude a tender regard for the interest of those claimants who, even upon their own
admission, or from the agent's knowledge of the facts, had no reasonable claini to
pre-emption. Happily, however, matters were so managed in the Townships of
Ashfield and Wawanosh, that but few claims were advanced and but little discontent
found to exist.

The complaints from the Townships are about seven in number, and are as
follows :

Number 1 is from Joseph Cline, who resides on the one half of lot 41, on the
Lake Shore Range. The other half of the same lot is held by an absentee speculator,
who never made any iniprovements on the lot, and as Cline bas a large family he

,A 1857,
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desires to be allowed to prurchasc the whole lot. The Cornnissioners are of opinion
that wherc the Government cau do so without violation of good faith, the actual
settler should have a preference over the. non-resident speculator. They therefore
recommend, that if the patent has not issued for this lot, the money paid be restored
to the original pnrchaser, and that Cline bc. permitted to purchase the lot at the
valuation of tle resident agent.

NU1nber 2 is the complaint of Robert Johnston, who is the purchaser of lot
number nine, concession one, in the eastern division of Ashfield. The last instal-
ment on his land was paid to the agent, on the 21st of April, 1854, (two years and
a half ago) and thoughli he has since frequently applied for his patent, he cannot
obtain it. The explanation given by the agent is, that lie made application to the
departrnent wittiin the last month for the deed, but did not obtain it. .If the agent
forwarded the payment for this lot when niade (the 21st of April, 1854) the De-
partment is to blame for not having forwarded the patent long since. If the agent
did not forward the money till recently, then is he the party to blane. In either
case we recommend that the patent be at once made out, and forwarded to the resi-
dent agent for delivery.

Nunber 3 is the com-plaint of Thomas Kelly, from which it appears that one
Matthew Furlong, of the Township of Seneca, in the County of Haldimand,
was the original purchaser of lot number three, in the 8th concession, eastern
division of the Township of Ashfield, having paid the first instalment thereon,
On the 2nd of November, 1852, Furlong sold his right, title and interest in the
lot for the sunm of twelve pounds and ten shillings, to Thomas Kelly, the com-
plainant, and executed on the same day a quit claim deed of conveyance, in
Kelly's favor, delivering over to him at the same lime, his reccipt for the pay-
ment of the first instalirent. Kelly took possession of the lot, was the only actual
settler on the land, and now bas ton acres chopped upon it, and three acres of
wheat, and ialf an acre of potatocs sowed upon it. The quit claii from Furlong
to Kelly appears to have been properly drawn and executed, and is duly proved
by one of the witnesses. Furlong died in about three months after the execution
of the quit claim conveyance to Kelly, and the agent (Mr. Clark) refuses to re-
ceive Kelly's instalments, or acknowledge bis right, without there be produced
an adknowledgment in writing from the widowT of Furlong, that lie, Kelly, had
purchased the lot. We recommend that as the conveyance has been legally ex»
ecuted and duly proved, it Le at once acted upon, and the instalnents received
from Kelly.

Number 4 is the case of Donald McDonald, who paid the last instalment
upon his land, number 10, in the 9th concession, western division of Ashfield,
containing tvcnty-niine acres, on the 6ti July, 1855, and took the agent's receipt
therefor, which le exhibited to us. This case may be classed with number 2,
and exhibits a degrec of neglect, eitber on the part of tic agent or of the De-
partment which ought not to exist. We recommend that McDonald's paient be
forwarded wi thout further uinecessary delay, Io the resident agent for delivery.

- Number 5 is the case of Donald McKenzie, who, it appears, entered upon
the souili half of lot eight, concession thirteen, in the Township ôf Ashfield, on the
16th1 of January, 1852, and upon which le still resides. In the month of May fol-
lowieng h informied the resident agent, Mr. Clark, that he was settled on the lot and
improving ,it. In about a year after', he called upon the agent to pay tle first instal-
mont, which he refused to take, aleging that he lad sold the lot in the man
lime, to one William leSwton, of tle City of, Toronto MvcKenzie is flie onlf
resident settle r upon ti lot, and the only one vbo cver nade any improvements
up on n is a wel known resident of ilhis city, whose name has been
usecd 1 an bscuiee but more wealthy speculator. We recommend tIat the sale
to ŽNwton be cancelled, and tle pre-emption right of McKenzie be allowed
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Number 6 is the case of John McKenzie, which is a complaint rather against
his son than against the government or its agent. His statement is, that in the
year 1852 he gave bis son money to pay the first instalment on lot 13, in the 14th
concessiou of Ashfield; that owing to a dispute between the father and the son,
the latter, instead of having one half of the lot entered in his father's name, and
the other half in bis own name, got himself entered as the purchaser of the
whole lot of two hundred acres. In this case the. Commissioners addressed a
letter to the son, upon the impropriety of his conduct, and recommended. a com-
pliance with the father's wishes, and with justice. 8hould he not comply, we re-
conmend that payment be taken from the son upon one half the lot onily.

Number 7 is the case of John Hawkins, Jr., who, it appears, purchased in
the month of October, 1841, a mill privilege in the village called Port Albert, in
the Township of Ashfield. The following is a copy of Mr. Hawkins' applica-
tion to purchase:

PORT ALBERT, AsHFIELD, Oct. 29, 1841.
SI,-I propose to purchase the whole of the Government Mill privilege in

this Town, containing about 14 acres, the wide road not included, and have privi-
lege for a tail race to the navigable part of the river, so as that boats could load
and unload at the mills, for which I will pay £200 currency in 4 years, with
interest.

I engage to erect a good, susbtanial flour mill, the building to be of stone,
and have one run of stones in operation in two years, and another run of stones
so soon as the country will require such; to commence the work forthwith. I
will also erect another saw mill and tannery when the town and township is
sufficiently settled to support.

Have the goodness to submit this proposal to the proper authorities, and
oblige your obedient servant,

(Signed,) JOHN HAWK1NS.
To Williain Hawkins, Esq.,

Goverment District Agent, &c.,
Ashfield, Huron District.

In the month of April of the following year, six months after bis offer, Mir.
lavkins' tender wvas acceptec by the then Comrnissioner of Crown Lands, as

appears by an official communication made to hlm, of which the foilowing is a
copy

CROWN LANDs' DEPARTMENT,
KINGSTON, 21st April, 1842.

SIR,-I have to inform you that your application to purchase' the mill site in
Ashfield has been favoUirably entertained by the Honorable the Executive Council

The Committee recommend a sale of the mill site to you for £200, payable
in four instalments, the first to be paid down and all payments to be forfeited,
unless the mill be completed, so as to have one run of stones in operation in two
years.

I therefore have to request, that you will inform me whether you are willing
to comply with the conditions, and if so, to complete the purchase at your earliest
conVemence.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

Signed,) JOHN DAVIDSON.
To .Mr. John. 1-awkins

Care of Mr. Wrm. Hawklins, Ashfield.
It appears that Mr. Hawkins complcted the purchase as required in terms of

the foregoing letter, in the month of January following, and in, the month of
December next ensuing ho received an official letter, of vhich a copy foiIows

A. 1857.
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below, announcing to him that the balance due had been remitted by order in
Council, that steps vould be taken for the issue of the patent.

CRowN LANDs DEPARTMENT,
MONTREAL, 11th Dec., 1847.

SI,-By Order in Council of the 4th of August, the balance due by you on
the mill reserve at Port Albert, purchased by you in January, 1843, having been
remitted, steps will be taken for the issue of the patent.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) T. BOUTHILIER.
To John Hawkins, Esq.,

Goderich, U. C.
When the patent subsequently issued, it appears it covered, but seven acres

and three quarters of an acre, instead of fourteen acres, leaving six acres and one
quarter of an acre in the hands of the Crown. This appears to be a juggle, for
which, in the absence of further evidence or explanation, the Commissioners are
at a loss to account. Part of the six acres and one-fourth yet rem.aining un-
patented to Hawkins, has been since sold to other parties, these of course, cannot
now be granted. We reco:-nmend that the portion yet remaining in the hands of
the Crown be at once conceded to Mr. Hawkins, so as to insure him free access
to the navigable portion of the river, which free access appears to be a sine qua
non to the rafting of lumber for the saw mil, and to the approach of boats laden
with wheat and other corn to the first mill; and further, we recommend that Mr.
Hawkins be granted other lots as an equivalent for the portion taken froin him
and sold to other parties.

TOWNSHIP OF GREY.
First Concession.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of James Orr, a non-resident and unassessed.
Both lots occupied and assessed by Donald Scotts. Recommended that the sale
made in the name of Orr be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the land resumed by the government, unless it shall appear that Scott is act-
ing for or under him (Orr.)

3 and 4. Number 3 sold in the name of Henry Obrine, and number 4 in the
name of John Connoly, both non-residents and unassessed, and number 3 is ad-
vertised for sale by Girldstone and Maddison, Land Agents and Speculators at
Hamilton, at 21s. per acre for riglit lots vacant. Recommended that the sales to
Obrine and Connoly be cancelled, and the lands resumed by the Government.

5 and 6. Sold in the name of John Kirkland, a non-resident and unassessed.
Claimed by Robert Conyingham the second, who was resident before the sale in
1854, had made considerable improvements, but was refused at the time of the
land sale. Recommended that the sale made in the narme of Kirkland be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Conyi.ngham allowed.

7 and 8. Sold in the name of George Kirkland, a non-resident and unassessed.
Claimed by George Devor who had occupied the lots prior to the sale in 1854;
tendered his money for them, but was refused them by the agent. Recon-
mended that the sale made in the name of Kirkland be cancelled for non com-
pliance with the conditions, and the claim of Devor allowed.

9 and 10. Sold in the name of James Kirkland, a non-resident and unas-
sessed. Claimed by George Devor who had entered on them, erected a house'
and had made improvements, prior to the sale in 1854, but was then refused then
by the resident agent. Recommended that the sale made in the name of Kirk.
land be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Devor
allowed
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10 and 12. Sold to James Anderson, a resident settler and assessed for both
lots. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

13 and 14. Sold in the naine of James Lang, a non-resident and unassessed.,
Claimed by Hugh Montgomery, who was a resident settler before the lands were-
opened for sale in 1854, and had made improvements thereon. Recommended
that the sale made in the name of Lang be cancelled, for non-compliance withs
the conditions, and the claim of Stewart allowed.

15. Sold in the name of Adam Spears, a non-resident and unassessed.
Recommended, that the sale made. in the name of Spears be cancelled for non-
cornpliance with the conditions, and the land resurmed by the Government.

16 and 17. Sold in the name of Elijah Hall, a non-resident and unassessed.
Clairned by William Montgomery, who entered upon them in June, 1854, erected
a house, and wished to purchase them at the sale in September of that year, but was
refused by the agent. Recommended that the sale made in the name of Hall be-
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Montgomery
allowed.

18 and 19. One half of each of those lots in the nane of William Lynn, and the
other half of each in the name of Janet G. Queen. Both are now residents, andý
unassessed. Janet G. McQueen is reputed to be a daughter of Thomas McQueerY,
Editor of the Huron Signal newspaper, who is a resident near Goderich, and who
acted as a Clerk in the Agent's Office at the time of sale. Both lots are vacant.
Recommended that the sales made in the name respectively of Lynn and McQueen
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resuned by the
Governm ent.

20 and 21. One half of each of those lots sold in the nane of James Orr, and
the other half in the name of Thomas Mott, both non-residents, unknown and unas-
sessed in the Township, claimed by Robert Garry, who entered upon them in May
1854, and made improvements, attended the sale at Goderich in September following,
but was refnsed the lots by the Agent. Recommended that the sales made in the
name of Orr and Mott respectively, be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and the claim of Garry allowed.

22 and 23. One half of each lot sold iii the naine of Thomas Mott, who is a non-
resident and unassessed in the Township. The other half of each lot is returned
upon the Agent's map of the Township as unsold. A person named William Wattring
resides upon and is assessed for lot No. 22, and John McNab is assessed for No. 23.
Reconrended that the sale made in the name of Mott be cancelled for non-compli-
ance ith the conditions, and the land resumed by the Goverrnent, unless it shall
appear that Wattring is acting for or under him, Mott.

24 and 25. Number 24 is sold to John McNab, vho is assessed for the lot
(vide 23). Number 25 is returned by the Agent as unsold. It is claimed by Jacob
Wynne, who recently moved upon it and is now improving it. Recommended that
the sale of No. 24 to McNab be confirmed, and that Wynne be permitted to purchase
No. 25 at the valuation of the resident Agent.

26 and 27. Both sold in the naine of Ellen Olive a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Andrew Underwood, who entered upoi
them before the Township was surveyed, and who attended the sale at Goderich in
September 1854, tendered his money for the lots to the Agent but was refused.
Both lots are advertised by Girdlestone & Maddison, Land Agents and speculators
at Hamilton, at the rate of 21 shillings per acre for the right. Recommended that
thé sale made in the name of Oliver, be cancelled for non-compliance with ther con-
ditions, and the claim of Underwood allowed.

28 and 29. Sold to Robert Sheam, a resident settler and assessed. -Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

30. Sold in the name of John McDonald, a non-resident and assessed, claimed
by George McGee, who has resided upoa the lot for sone time past and has made

c2
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improvements upon it. Advertised for sale by Girdlestone & Maddison, Land Agents
and speculators at Hamilton, at 21 shillings per acre for the right. Recommended
that the sale made in the name of McDonald be cancelled, and that McGee be
allowed to porchase the lot at the valuation of the resident Agent.

31 and 32. One half of each of those lots sold to A. Erwin, and the other half
of eaci sold to Joseph Armstrong. A rmstrong is a resident settler and assessed for
bis own portion of both lots, and a person named John Anderson resides
on the part sold to Erwin, and is assessed for it. Reconmended that both sales be
confirmed.

33. Sold to A. Erwin (vide 31 and 32). John Andéison (who acts for Erwin)
resides on the adjoining lot and works upon, and is essessed for this one. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

34 and 35. Sold to William Armstrong, a resident settler and assessed for lot
No. 35, is claimed by Peter Morin, who resides on No. 36 and has made imiprove-
ments. Recomnmended that the sale to Armstrong he confirmed, and that Morin be
permitted to purchase another lot in the Towlsbip n lieu of No 35.

36. Sold to John Armstrong, a resident settler and assessed. Peter Morin
also resides on the lot nd claims it, with lot 35. Reconmnended that the sale to
Armstrong he confirned, and that i\orin be permitted to purchase a lot in the
Township in Feu of No. 36.

37 and 38. The fnsi sold to James Walker, and the other to John Page. James
Walker also claims lot 38 as the original settler upon it, both resident settlers and
assessed. Recommnended that the sales be made to Walker and Page, both be
confirned, and that Walker be pernitted to purchase another lot in the Township,
in lien of No. 38.

39 and 40. Sold in the name of James Link, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township, claimed by George Mitchell, whoJ has recently gone to
work upon them. Recommended that the sale made in the name of Link be can.
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, aid that Mitchell be permitted to
purchase at the valuation of the resident Agent.

41 and 42. Sold to George Clark, who is a non-resident and unassessed, but
who has sold bis right to Henry Burnett, who is the Assignee of Clark, and is a
resident settler and assessed. Recommended that the sale Be confirned.

43 and 44. Sold in the name of John lefferman, a rin-resident unknown and
unassessed in the Township ; lot 43, claimed by Hugh Spence, who chopped an
acre and underbrushed two acres in Jne, 1854, who attended the sale at Goderich,
offered his money for the land to the Agent but was refused. Lot 44 claimed by
Samuel McKec (vide 45). Recormmended that the sale made in the naine of Heffer-
man be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the clainis of Spence
and McKee both allowed.

45. Sold to Samuel McKay, a resident settler and assessed (he also claims lot:
44, upon which he made the frst and only improvement). Recommended that the'
sale be conflrmed.

46 and 47. Both sold to George McKay, a resident setter and assessed.
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

48 and 49. Sold in the name of Robert Cristie, a non resident and unassessed.
A person naned Richard lazer resides on the lots and is assessed for them.
Recommend that the sale in the name of Cristie be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed b)y the Government, unless it shall appear
that 1izer is acting for or under him, Cristie.

50. Sold in the name of John iMcMullin, a non-resident, unknown and un-
assessed in the Township. Claimed by Joseph Page, Jr., who entered npon it
and made improvements before the Township was opened for sale, and who ten-
dered his rnoney at the agent's office, at the sale in September, 1854, but was re.i
fused the lot by Mr. Newman, (son-in law to the agent) and who was then actitg,

A. 1857.



20 Victorie. Apendix (No. 32)

as Clerk in his office. It is aIso claimed by James Mitchell, who has recently
gone to work on it. Recomrnended that the sale made in the narme of McMvulle
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the claim of Page
allowed. And that Mitchell be permitted to purchase a lot in the Township in
lieu of this one.

51 and 52. The South halves of boih lots sold to Robert Mitchell, and the
Worth halves to John Mitchell. Both resident settlers and assessed. Recom-
mended the sales be confirmed.

53 and 54. The south halves of both sold to Robert Mitchell, and the north
halves Io John Mitchell. Both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended
that the sales be confirned

55 and 56, Sold to Peter Graham, a residant settler and assessed. Recom-
monded that the sale be confirmed.

57 and 58. South halves of both lots sold to Robert Ellictt, and the North
halves to William Graham, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended
that the sales be confirmed.

59 and 60. South halves sold to Robert Elliott, and the north halves to Wil-
liami Graham, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales
be confirmned.

61 and 62. Sold to Alexander Scott, a resident settler and assessed. Re-
comnended that the sale be confirned.

63 and 64. Nuaber 63 sold to John Graham, and No. 64 to William Camp-
bell: is a resident and assessed for both lots, and is understood to be th: assignee
of Graham. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

65 and 66. Sold to Samuel MeGeorge, a resident settier and assessed. Re-
commended that the sale be confirmed.

67 and 68. Sold to John Caipbell, who is a non-resident and unassessed, but
his interest, it is stated, has been sold to Hector NlcLean and John Smith, the
former of whom occupies the north halves and the latter the south halves. Both are
assessed for their respective portions. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

69 and 70 Sold to Tirnothy McIvat, a resident settler, who, with Robert
McKee, resides upon the lots and are assessed for them. liecominended that the
sale be confirmed.

Second Concession.

1 and 2. Sold to Thomas MeQueen, Jr., (son to the Editor of the Huron Signal
published at Goclerich). Mr. McQueen is a resident aud assessed. David Break-
enridge claims thése lots, as reference to his statemnents in the appendix shows,
and appears to have been very hardly treated by the Agent (Mr. Clark). lie is
elearly entitled to pre-emption right. Recomnended that the sale to McQueen be
cancelled for No. 2, as being made fraudalently and in violation of the conditions,
and the claim of Breakenridge allowed, and that the sale of No. 1 to McQueen
be confirmed.

3 and 4. Sold in the name of Thomas McQueen, Sen'r, who resides near
Goderich, and edits the ' Huron Signal" published in that town. Is a non-
resident and unassessed. Recommended that the sale made in the name of
McQueen be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land
resumed by the Government.

Note.-The name on No. 3 appears to have been erased on the plan in the
Agent's office, and thelot to be vacant.

5. Sald to Hugh McQueen (son to Thomas McQueen of Goderich). David
Breakenridge appears to be the only resident upon the lot, and he is assessed for
it. Recommended that the sale made in the name of McQueen be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and the land resumned by the Government, unless
it shall appear that Breakenridge is acting for or under him (McQueenj.

A. 1857à'
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6 and 7. Sold in the name of John Jamieson, a non-resident and unassessed.
No. 6 is occupied by Alexander McDonald, and No. 7 by James McCracken, both
of whom arc assessed. Recomnended that the sale inade to Jamieson be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resrimed by Govern-
ment, unless it shall appear that McDonald and McCracen, or either of thern,
are acting for or under himu, Jamieson.

8 and 9. Sold No. 8 to John Reilley, and No. 9 to Peter Fitzgerald, both
resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

10. Sold to John Halliday, a resident setiler and assessed. Recommended
that Ihe sale be confirrned.

11. Sold in the name of Michael Halliday, a non-resident and unassessed.
Recomended tha, ih sale be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditionris,
and ihe land resunied by the Government

12 and 13. Sold to Gilbert McCollum, who is a resident settler and assessed
for No. 12. James McDoneld the first, being assessed for No 13. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

14 and 15. No. 14 sold to Duncan McDonald, and No. 15 Io James McDonald,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended tlat flte sale be confirmed.

16 and 17. Sold to Archibald McDonald, who is assessed for the lot. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

18. Sold to Duncan McDonald, who is a non-resident, but John McDonald
is assessed for the lot. Eecommended that the sale be confirmed.

19 and 20. Sold to Duncan McDonald, who is assessed for both lots. Recom-
mended that Ihe sale be confirmed.

21 and 22. Sold to Alexander McDonald, Jr., vho is assessed for both lois,
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

23 and 24. Sold to Alexander McDonald, Senr., who is assessed for both lots.
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

25 and 26, No. 25 sold iii the name of James Robertson, and No. 26 in the
name cf Thomlas Robertson. They are both non-residents, the lots vacant and
the land unassessed. Lot 26 is claimed by Richard Hassard, who entered upon
it about the middle of August, 1854, but was prevented by sickness from attend-
ing the land sale that vear. Recommended that the sale made in the name of
Robertson bc cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that lot 25 be
resumed by the Government, and the claim of Hassard to lot 26 allowed.

27 and 28. Lot 27 sold in tIe name of William Robertson, and lot 28 to
Timothy Hialliday. Robertson is a non-resident and unassessed. Halliday is a
resident setller and assessed. Recomnu nded that the sale to Robertson be cancel-
led for non-compliance witlh the conditfons, and tle land resumed by Government,
and thai the sale made to Halliday Ue confirmed.

29. Sold to Morgan Layne, a resident setler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirned.

30 and 31 Both sold to James Moore, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

32 and 33. Lot 32 sold to Robert Fagan, and lot 33 to George Birch. Fagan
has made some improvenients on the lot and is occasionally resident; though not
in the strict sense of the terms an "actual and continuons" resident: lie is assessed
for the lot. Birch does not reside on lot 33, and John Reynolds is assessed for it,
Both lots are claimîed by John Elliott, who entered upon therm in the month of
April, 1854, and chopped about two acres of land. Recommended that the sale
made to Fagan be confirmed, that the sale made to Birch be cancelled for non-
cornpliane with the conditions, and the land given to Elliott, unless it shall ap-
pear thai Reynolds is acting for or under Birch, and that should the sale to Birch
be confirmed, that Elliott be permitted to purchase a lot in another part of the
Township.
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34 and 35. Lot 34 sold Io William Ford, and lot 35 to Thomas Gager. Ford
is a non-resident, and John Cozens is assessed for the lot sold to him. Gager is
a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that the sale made to Ford be
cancelled for noti-compliance with the conditions, and the land resurned by the
Governnent, unless it shall appear that Cozens is acting for or under him ; and
that the sale of lot 35 to Gager be confirmed.

Third Concession.

1. Sold to Thomas Straclian, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

2 and S. Sold to John Strachan, a resident settler and assessed. Recor-
mnnded that the sale be confirmed.

4. Sou to James Strachan, a resident setler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

5 and 6. No.-5 sold in the naine of John McLeol, and No. 6 in the name of
Thomas Iloward, bothnon.residents and unassessed, cliamed by Ezekiel Robinson,
who eniered upon ihem long prior to the survey of the Township, and though a
resident settler, was refused thei by the Agent at the sale in 1854. Recom-
rnended that the sales made in the naine of Mcleeod and Howard respectively, be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the daim of Robinson
alloweCd.

7. Sold in Ie name of Thomas Howard (vide No. 6) a non-resident and
unassessed. Reconmended that the sale be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, nnd the land resumed by Government.

8 and 9. No. 8 sold to James Kerr, and No. 9 to Robert lutcheson, both
resident setilers and assessed. Recoinnended that ihe sale ho confirned.

10 and 11. The first to Robert Binger, and the second to Richard Roc. Joseph
Friend occupies No. 10, and is assessed for it on behalf of Binger. and Roc occu-
pies No. 11 and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

12 and 13 No. 12 sold'to Robert Laighland, and No. 13 to Hector McKay.
Neither are residents nor assessed. No. 12 is vacant and unassessed. No. 13 is
assessed in the name of Joseph Walsh, who purchased and vho occupies the
adjoining loi (14). Recornnended that the sales be cancelled and the lands
resurned by the Government.

14 and 15. Lot 14 sold to Joseph Walsh, and lot 15 to James McDonald.
Walsh is a resident settler and assessed (vide 13). McDonald is a non-resident
and unassessed, but Donald McFarl--ne is assessed for his lot. Recommended
that the sales be confirmed.

16 and 17. Sold to Archibald McDonald, Who is assessed for both lots. Re-
commended that the sale be confirmed.

18. Sold to Duncan McDonald, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

19 and 20. Sold in the name of John Miller, a non-resident and unassessed,
clahied by William Moore, who settled on them prior to the sale in 1854, but who
was refused them at the sale held in the fall of that year at Goderich, advertised
for sale by Girdlestone and Maddison, Land Agents and speculators, Hamilton,
at 15 shillings per acre for the right. Recornmmended that the sale made in the
name of Miller be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim
of Moore allowed.

21. Sold in the name of Henry Carroll, a non-resident and unassessed.
Recommended that the sale be cancelled and the land resumed by the Government.

22 and 23. Sold to John Savage, a resident settler and assessed. Recorm-
mended that the sale be confirned.

24 and 25. Nunber 24 is retu rned upon the Agent's Map as vacant and unsold,
and number 25, as ha.ving been sold to Joshua Triers, a non-resident and inas-
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sessed. They are claimed bv Roberr Smith, who resided and made improvements
upon thern, rior to the sal in September, 1854. Recommended that the sale
made in the naine of Triers, be cancelled for non-compliaince with the conditiois,
and the claim of Smith allowed.

26 and 27. The first sold in the name of William Conner, and the other in
the name of Oliver Grace, both non-residents and unassessed. They are claimed
by James Rooney, who went in upon then in the month of June, 1854, put up a
house and made improvements, attended the land sale at Goderich that year with
the intention to purchase, bu wvas refused the lots by the Agent. Recomniended
that the sales made in the name of (onner and Grace, respectively, be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Rooney allowed

28 and 29. Nuiber 28 sold in the naine of Elias Dow, and number 29 in the
naie or, Oliver Grace, (vide 27,) hoth non-residents and unassessed. Recom-
melnded tlat the salcs be cancelled, for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
land resuned by the GovernrInent.

30 and 31. Both sold in the name of William C. Belly, a non-resident and un..
assessed, lot 31 is asscssed in the naine of Robert Perry. Recoinmended thaï the
sale of lot number 30 be cancelled fbr non-compliance with the conditions. and that
lot 31 he also cancelled for a like cause, unless it can be shown, that Perry is acting
for or under Beatty.

32. Sold to Joshua Travers, wbo is a non-resident and unassessed. James
Burgess is assessed for the lot, and resides on it. Recommended that the sale to
Travers be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the lot resumed
by the Governiment, unless it should appear that Burgess is acting for or under hiin
(Travers.)

33 and 34. Both sold to John Christie, a resident settler and assessed. Re-
commended that the sale be confirmcd.

35. Sold to James Bowes, a resident settler, and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

FOURTII CONCESSION.

1. Sold to Thomas Strachnan, a resident settler, anîd assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

2. Sold to Patrick Hallisay, a resident settler, and assessed. Recommended
that the sale bc confirmed.

3. Sold to Dennis Iogerty, a non-resident and unassessed. Lot claimed by
Smith and Martin (vide lot No. 3 in the 5th con.) as the first and only settler. Re-
cornended that the sale to -Iogerty be cancelled'for ron compliance ;vith the coin>
ditions, and the claim of NMartîn allowed.

4. Sold to Patrick H-allisay, a resident settler, and assessed. (vide No. 2.) Re-
commended that the sale be confirmed,

5 and 6. Sold to Donald Forsyth, a resident settler and assessed. Reeom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

7. Sold to Thomas Forreinar, a non-resident and unassessed ; Thomas L. Smith
resides on the lot, and is assessed for it. Recomended that the sale to ForreM.àã
be cancelled for non-cornpliance with the conditions, and the land resurned by fflå
Government, unless it shall appear that Smith is acting for or uinder him (Forre-
man.)

8 and 9. Sold to Mathew Herbertson, a resident settler and assessed in the
name of bis son Robert Hitcheson. Rccormcnded that the sale he confirmed.

10. Sold to James Kerr, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.
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11 and 12. Number 1l sold to John MeDougall, ano number 12 to Hector
McQuaine. McQuaine claims both lots, as heing the original settler, but it appears
he subsequently made an arrangement with McDougall under. the sanction of the
Agent, by which he relinquisled his prior claim to 11. Recommended that both
sales be confirrned.

1H. Sold to iIector McKay, a resident settler and assessed. 'Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

14. Sold to Neil McKay, a non-resident and unassessed, Henry Walsh resides
on the lot. and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale to McKay be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Govern-
iient, unless it shall appear that Walsh is acting for or under him (McKay.)

15.. Sold to Thomas Savage, a resident settler and assëssed in the name of
HJenry Savage. Recommended that the sale lie confirmed.

16. Sold to Robert Foster, a resident settler antid assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

17. Sold to Samuel Ames, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

18. Sold to Henry Savage, who is a resident settler and" assessed. Recom-
nended that the sale be conilrmed.

19. Sold to Alexander McEwan, a resident settler and, assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

20. Sold to William Cameron, a non-resident and unassessed; James Simpson
occupies the lot and is assessed for it. Recommended that the. sale to Cameron be
cancelled for non compliance with the conditions, and the la nd resumed by the Go-
vernmnent, unless it shall appear that Simpson is acting for or under him (Cameron.)

21 and 22. Both sold to Robert Pearson, a resident settler, who is assessed for
then. llecommended that the sale be confirmed.

23. Sold to Robert Oliver, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirrned.

24 and 25. 24 sold to Malcolm McCorish, and 25 to Murdock McCorish. both
resident settlers and assessedi. Recommendled that the sale be confirmned.

26 and 27. The first sold to Malcohîn MeNicholl and 27 to Murdock McCorish.
Both resident settlers and assessed. Recmenmnded that the sales be confirmed.

28. Sold to Murdock McCorish who is notiresident upon this lot. It is occu-
pied by John McPherson, and assessed in his narne. Recommended that the sale
to McCorish be cancelled and the lot resnmed by the Government, unless it shall
appear that McPherson for or under him (McCorish.)

29 and 30. Sold to Samuel Holmes, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

31. Sold to Joseph Duke and occnpied and assessed by his son David Duke.
Reeommended that the sale be confirmed.

32 and 33. The former sold to David DunLibar, and the latter (33) to Robert
Perry, both resident settlers and both assessed. Recommenled that the sale be
confirmed.

34 and 35. Both sold in the naie of Andrew, Hendersona non-resident and
unassessed, an inhabitant of Toronto, and well known as an auctioneer in the City.
Claimed by Joseph Page', Senior, who wasone of the carliest settlersof the' Town-
ship, anti whose money was refused for the lots, at the time of the land sale in
Goderich, in September, 1854, advertised for sale by Girdlestone and Maddison, Land
Agents and Speculators ui Hamilton at 21s. per acre for the right. Recomniend-
ed that the sale made in the ame of 1-enderson be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions and the claim of Page allowed.
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FIFTHI CONCESSION.

1. Sold to Alexander Forsyth, a resident settier and assessed. Reconunended
that the sale be confirmed.

2, 3 and 4. Number 2 sold to Henry Baker, No. 3 ro Patrick Whelan, and
No. 4 to William Gillard, all three non-residents and unassessed ; lots 2 and 4 are
claimed by George Catley, as the flrst and only settler, made improvenents by
clearing and residence prior to the sale in 1854, and money refused by the Agent
at the tin- of sale. Lot 3 is claimed by Smithson Morton, (who resides on 3 in
the 4th Concession,) and whoinade clearing and improvemnents prior to the sale at
Godericli in September, 1854. Reconiiended that the sales ;nade to Baker, Whelan
and Gillard, bc cancelled for no eon-cmpliance with the conditions, and the claims of
Catley and Morton, to their respective lots allowed.

5 and 6. No. 5 sold to Donald McLaughlin, and No. 6 to Robert Harrison, both
non-residenis and unassessed, claimed by James McMartir. who had entered upon
them prior to the survey of the Townships, tendered his rnoney for them
at the sale, in 1854, bat would not be allowed to purchase by the resident
Agent. Recomnmended that the sales made in the anme of McLaughlin and
Harrison respectively bc cancelled for non-compliance vith tle coidicions, and the
claim of McMaster allowed.

7 and 8. Sold to William MeGuin, a resident settler and assessed. Recomend-
ed that the sale bh confirmed.

9 and 10. Sold to Duncan iMcLaughlin, a resident sehler upon No. 9 and
and William Low on No. 10. Recomnmended that the sale be confirned.

il Sold to Henry McKay, a non-resident and unassessed, William Malloy
resides on the lot and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale to MciKay be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the lot resumed by the Gov-
ernment, unless it shall appear that Malloy is acting for or under him (MccKay.)

12. Sold ao Michael Larin, a non-resident and uinassessed ; clained by Thomas
Vanston as the first and nly settler wh had made imiprovements prior to the sale
in 1854. Recommended that the sale bc cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the clain of Vansion allowed.

13 and 14 Sold to Duncan McNab a non-resident. ''he lots are occupied by
Mrs. Bishop and assessed in lier namne. Recommended tUat the sale to McNab be
cancelled, and the land resumed by the Governinent, unless it shall appear that
Mrs. Bishop bas an assiginent fron him (MeNab.)

15. Sold to Thomas Fruwaiton, a non-residert and unassessed. Claimed by
Thornas Vanstor (vide No 12) at the first, and settler. leconnendfed that the
sale b cancelled for nori-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Vanston
allowed.

16. Sold to John Baker, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

17 and 18. The first (17) sold to George Fowler, and the other (18) to William
Fowler, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Claimîed
by Robert Vanston, who had entered upon them priôr to the sale in September
1854, and made some improvements. Recommenced that the sales made to
George and William Fowler be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Vanston allowed.

19 and 20. The fist lot returned by the Agent as unsold, and the other lot
(20) sold in the name of William Gordon, who is a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Both lots claimed by Thomas Abraham, who
resided upon them prior to the sale in 1854, and still resides upon them, having
made considerable improvements. Recommended that the sale of No. 20 to
Gordon be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim
,of Abraham to both lots be allowed.
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21 and 22. Both sold in the name of John McDonald, Jr., a non-resident,
unlknown and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by James Kennedy, who
vas the first and only seltler having entered into possession and made clearing

and improvements prior to the sale in September, 1854, when his money was
refused by the Agent, saying the lots had been sold. Recornmended that the sale
made in name of McDonald be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Kennedy allowed.

23 and ý4. Sold to John McDonald, Sen., a non-resident, unknown and unas-
sessed in the Township. Claimed by Charles Copeland as the only settler, having
gone upon them in the month of May 1854, and made improvements prior to the
sale in the month of September of that year, but wasý refused them by the resident
Agent at the time of the said sale. Recommended that the sale to McDonald be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claims of Copeland
allowed.

25. Sold to Thomas Faulkner, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in
the Township. Claimed by David B. Johnson, who had settled upon it, and had
rmade considerable imuprovements on lois 25 and 33, long prior to the sale in Sep-
temiber 1854, at which periodi he was refused them by the Agent. Reconmended
that tlie sale made to Faulkner be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, and the claim of Johnston allowed.

26 ani 27. The fîrst named sold to David [Lolmes, and the second to Joseph
Keinat, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be
confirmed.

28 and 29. No. 28 sold to David Mitchell, and 29 to Thomas Collingwood.
Neither appear to be residents or to be assessed. Joseph lensey occupies both
lots, and is assessed for them. Recommended that the sales made to Mitchell
and Colingwood be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that 1-lensey is acting for
or under under them (Mitchell and Collingwood )

30. Sold to William Longford, who is a resident, though the lot is unassessed,
and also occupied by Joseph Killnot (vide lot 27). Recommended that the sale
to Longford be confirned.

31 and 32. Sold 31 to William -lHobson and 32 to Jacob Hobson, both non-
residents and unassessed. Recommended that the sales tô Hobson be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government.

33. This lot is returned by the Agent as unsold. It is claimed by David B.
Johnston (vide lot 25), Recommended that the claim be allowed.

34 and 35.. Both returned by the Agent as unsold. Claimed by James Pick,
who bas been for over two years resident upon them, and had made the necessary
improvernents prior to the sale in 1854. Recommended that the laim of Pick
be allowed.

SIXTE CONCESSION.

1 and 2. Sold to Margaret McLaughlin. a resident settler and assessed.-
Recommended.that the sale be confirmed.

3. Sold to Anckew Arnott, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

4. Sold to John MeLaughlin, a non-resident and unassessed. The lot is
occupied by William Caneron, who is assessed for it. Recommended that the
sale to McLaughtin be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the
land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that Cameron is acting
for or under him, (McLaughlin.)
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5 and 6. The first sold to James Richardson, and the other (6) to James
Simpson, both resident settlers and both assessed. Recoimended that the sales
be confirmed.

7 and 8. No. 7 sold to Walter Alexander, and number 8 to William Malloy,
both resideint settilers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

9 and 10. Sold to Robert Jones, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
nended that the sale be confirined.

il and 12. The first sold to Joirn Johnston, and the la>t to William Chapman,
both resident setilers and assessed. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

13 and 14. Number 13 sold to James 'Trutta, and number 14 to Robert Moore,
both non-residents and unassessed. Clairmed by Hugh O'Neill, who lias been long
resident upon them, and whose money 'was reftsed by the Agent at the period of
the sale in September, 1854. Recommended that the sale made to Tratta and
Moore be cancelled for non compliadce with the conditions, and the claim of
O'Neill allowed.

15 and 16. The first sold to Mr. Chapman and the latter to George Yeoman
both resident settlers and assessed. Recomrriended that the sa!es be confirmed.

17 and 18. Both sold to Abraharn G. Welsh, a resident settler and assessed.
Recommended that the sale be confirrmed.

19. Sold to John Somerville, a non-resident and unassessed. Recommended
that the sale be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land re-
sumed by the Goverrnment.

20. Sold to John Hlolland, a resident settler and assessed. Recoreinded that
tbe sale be confirmed.

21 and 22. No. 21 sold to Lawrence Dobson, and 22 to David Dobison, both
residenits and assessed. Recommended tliat the sales ie confirmed.

23 and 24. Lot 23 sold to Thonas Sanderson, and 24. to James McKelvey,
both non-residents and unassessed. Claiimed by James Horton, who had settled on
them prior to the land sale in 1854, but who was refused then by the Agent. Re-
commended.that the sales made to Sanderson and McKelvey be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and the olaim of Horton allowed.

25 and 26. No. 25, sold to William Somnerville, and No. 26 returned iy the
Agent as unsold. Claimned by William Beatty, who had cleared and improved,
and was a resident settler upon them prior to the sale in 1854, when the Agent re-
fused them to him. Recommended tIhat the sale of No. 25 to Somerville be- can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Beatry toe both lots
allowed.

27. Sold to Joseph Kelnant, a resident settler and assessed. Recommende
that the claim ie allow, d.

28 and 29. Both sold to Joseph Hensey, a resident settler and assessed. Ie-
commended that the sale be confirmned.

30, Sold to Joseph Kelnant, (vide 27), who occupies both lots and is assessed
for them. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

31 and 32. Sold to Richard Young, a resident settler. Recommrended that
the sale be confirmed

33 and 34. Returned by the Agent as unsold. Claimed by Christopher
McInerin, who has resided upon them since May, 1854, and made considerable im-
provements. Recommended that McImmerin's caim be allowed.

35. Returned by the Agent as vacant. Claimed by Robert Beatty who re-
sides upon it, and who improved upon this lot (and also upon lot 35 in the 'th
Concession) prior to the sale in Septemuber, 1854. Recomnmended that the claim
of. Beatty be allowed.
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SEVENTI CONCESSION.

1 and 2. The first sold to Donald McLaughlin, and tFe second to John
McLean, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be con-
firmed.

3. Sold to John Arnott, resident settler and assessed. Recommended that the
sale be confirmed,

4. Sold to Thomas A. Tisdall, who is a non-resident; the lot i3 occupied by
Peter Sinclair, who is also assessed for it. Recommended that the sale to Tisdall be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed hv the Gov-
ernment, unless it shall appear that Sinclair is acting for or under him (Tisdall.)

5 and 6. Sold to James Richardson, and lot 6 to Alexander Ferguson, both
resident settlers and assessed. Reconnended that the sales be confirmed.

7. Sold to Malcolm Larmount, a non-resident, the lot is occupied by Robert
Ingles who is also assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made to Larmount
be cancelled lor non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resuned by the
Governinent, unless it shall appear that Ingles is acting for or under hiri (Larmount.)

8 and 9. Sold to Allen Larmount,' a resident settler and assessed for both lots.
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

10 and 11. Number 10 s(ld to Duncan McDougall, and 11 to Annabella
McKinnon, both resident setlers and assessed. Recomrmended that the sale be
confirmed.

12. Sold to Allen MCQueen, a non-resident and unassessed. . The lot is now
vacant, but assessed in the name of John McIlntosb, who is a resident of McKillop"
near Harper Hay. The lot is claimed by Allen Larmount, who, il appears, has
been settled upon the adjoining lot (and improved upon this one,) long prior to the
survey of the Township. The whole matters in dispute respecting this lot, were fully
discussed before the Commissioners and the resident Agent (Mr. Clark,) all. parties
interested being present, Mr. Clark admitted MeQueen, editor of the Huron Signal,
to become the purchaser, knowing that he was a non-resident, while he refused the
lot to Larmount, whom he knew to have been a resident with his father, upon the
adjoining lot. prior to the opening of the Township for sale. Recommended that
the sale to McQueen be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the
claim of Larnount allowed.

13 and 14. Sold to John Larmount, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirned.

15 Sold to Thomas Taylor, a resident settler and assessed. Recomnended
that the sale be confirmed.

16 and 17. The first sold to Jacob Keefer and the last (17) to John Crumbash,
both nonesident' and unassessed. Claitmed by James Wallace, who resided upon
them prior to the sale in 1854, and whose money was refused by the Agent on the
second day .of sale. Recommended that the sales made to Kefer and Crumbash be
cancelled for noi-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Wallace allowed,

18. Sold to Elijah Beatman, a resident settler and assessed. Reconmended
that the sale be confirmed.

19. Soldto Henry Conner, a non-resident and un.assessed. Claimed by
Irwin Wallace (vide 23 and 24), who resided upon it prio to the sale in 1854,
and who then offered to purchase it from the Agent, but was refused. Recom-
mended that the sale t Copner be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Wallace allowed.

20, 21 and 22. The first sold to Jphin lHolland (vide 20 in 6th, concession>
the second to Lawrence Dobson, and the thild to David Dobson, all three resid ht
settlers and assessed. Recommrended that the sales be confirmed

23 and 24. Number 23 sold to '[homas Sanderson, and 24 to James McKÇelvey,
both non-residenîs and unassessed. Clainied by James Wllace, of lot 19, who
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improved upon both lots, prior to the sale in 1854. Recommendced that the sales
made to McKelvey and Sanderson be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions ; that the claim of Wallace to one of the lots be allowed, and that the other
be resumed by the Government.

25 and 26. Sold to William Sharp, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirm)ed.

27 and 28. Sold to Alexander Henry, resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

29. Sold to John Hogan, Junior, a non-resident and unassessed. The lot is
occupied by John Grant, who is assessed for it as the assignee of Hogan. Recom-
nended that the sale be confirmed.

30 and 31. Number 30 sold to Robert Laurie, and 31 to James Buchanan,
both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. ÎNuniber 30 claimed
by John Hogan, Junior, and 31 claimed by Edward Gamble, as the first and only
settler, and whose claim to purchase was refused by the Agent, at the sale in 1854.
Both lots ire contained in a " list of lands belonging to one person," in the hand-
writing of Colin Claike (son to the agent). Recommended that the sales to
Laurie and Buichanan be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claims of logan and Canipbell allowed.

32.. Sold to Frederick Bannister, a non-resident and unassessed. Claimed by
John Gamble (vide 34) who irnproved on this lot, and also on lot 34, prior to the
sale in 1854, and who has been a resident settler up to the present, advertised for
sale by Girdlestone and Maddison, land agents and speculators, Hamilton, at 21s. per
acre for the right. Pecoimended that the sale to Bannister be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Gamble allowed.

33. Sold to David Mitchell, a resident settler. Recommended that the sale be
Confirmed.

34 and 35. The first sold to Robert Moore, and the last-narned to John
Douglas, both non-resident and unassessed. 34 is claimed by John C-amble (vide
that lot), and 35 by Robert Beatty (vide 35 in the 6th concession). Recommended
that the sales made to Moore and Douglas respectively be cancelled, for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and the respective claims of Gamble and Beatty
allowed.

EIGHTHi CONCESSION.

1 and 2. The first sold to Robert Work and the second to Alexander Stewart,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

:g3. Sold to John, Fergusson, a non-resident and unassessed. The lot is
occupied by Colin McDonald, who is also assessed for it. Recommended that
the sale to Fergusson be cancelled for non-conpliance with the conditions, and
the land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that McDonald is
acting for or under him (Fergusson).

4 and 5. The first sold to George .Bellow and the last to Walter Gumlock,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recomnended that the sales be cohfirmed.

6 and 7. Number 6 sold to James Fergusson, and number 7 to John
MeLaughlin. Fergusson is a resident settler and assessed, McLaughlin is not.
Dugald Larmont claims this lot, and is justly entitled to it, even upon Mr.
Clark's own admission, as contained in his letter of the 6th October, 1854. Re-
commended that the sale made to Fergusson be confirined, that the Aale made to
McLaughlin be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim
of Larmont allowed.

8 and 9. Number 8 sold to John Bishop, and Number 9 to John McDougald,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.
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10 and 11. Both sold to Donald Larmont, a resident and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

12 and 13. The first sold to Thomas Logan and the last named to Robert
McKay, both non-residents and unassessed. Mordica Mill ard resides on lot number
12and William Kay on lot number 13, and are both assessed for their respective
loIs. Recommended that the sales made to Logan and McKay be cancelled, for
non-compliance with the conditions, and the lands resumed by the Government,
unless it shall appear that Millard is acting for or under Logan, and Kay for or
under McKay.

14 and 15. Number 14 sold to Joseph Chidley and 15 to Malcolm Larmont.
Chidley is a non-resident and unassessed, but Solomon Peterbrough resides upon
the lot and is assessed for" it. Larmont is a resident settler and assessed for bis lot.
Recommended that the sale to Chidley be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions and the land resumed by Government, unless it shall appear that Peter
brough is acting for or under him, Chidley, and further, recommended that the sale
made to Larmont be confirmed.

16. Sold to John McIntyre, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

17. Sold to John Adams, a noi-resident and unassessed, claimed by Abel
Tindall, who resides upon the lot and is assessed for it. This case was thoroughly
examined by the Commissioners in the presence of both the parties interested,
(Adans and Tindall) and also in the presence of the resident agent, (Mr. Clark,)
whose report upon it will be found in the Appendix. The lot is advertised for sale
by Girdlestone and Maddison, hrnd agents and speculators, Hamilton, at 21s. per acre
for the right. The Commissioners have no hesitation in recommending that the
sale to Adams be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the sale to
Tindal 1 allowed as a righteous and just one.

18. Sold in the name of Robert B. Reynolds, a non-resident, unknown, and
unassessed in the Township, claimed by Robert Tindall, (brother to Abel Tindall of
No. 17,) as the first and only settler, and whose claim to pre-emption was
fully established before the Coummissioners, as a reference to the document in the
appendix will show. Recommended that the sale made in the naine of Reynolds
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Tindall
allowed.

19 and 20. Sold to Henry Tiîndall and 20 to Michael Shine, junr. Tindall is
a resident settler and assessed, and Charles Sparling occupies No. 20 for Shine, and
is assessed for it. lecommended that both sales be confirmed.

25 and 26. Sold No. 25 to Whillet Bowman and number 26 to Marian Pear-
son, both non-residents, unknown, and unassessed in the Township. 25 is claimed
by Thomas Barton, who purchased the right of possession held by James Buchanan,
who it is alleged was the original settler upon the lot, at the period of the sale in
October 1854. A person named Tanner purchased the lot in the name of Bowman,
and now holds it, though knowing at the time that Barton was entitled to the right
of pre-emption. James Smith. who resides on Park lot No. 1, in the village plot
of the Township called Cambrook, claims number 26, as being the only person who
had ever made any improvements upon it, he bas about one acre cleared; lot
26 is advertised for sale by Girldestone and Maddison, Land Agents and Specu-
lators, H-anilton, at 21s. per acre for the right. Recommended that the sales
made to Bowman and Pearson. be cancelled, for non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and that Barton and Smith be permi;ted to purchase at the valuation of the
resident agent.

27 and 28. Lot 27 sold to Marian Pearson and lot 28 to Dennis Barton.
Marian Pearson, who is also entered in the Agent's books, as the purchaser of lot
26,) is a fernale, unknown and unassessed, in the Township, and believed .to be
merely fictitious; Dennis Barton is a resident settler on lot 29, and is assessed for
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it, he cla me 27 in right of Possession, and his statemeht of facts is suport i by
the testimony of thirty-one of the respectable inhabitànts 6f the Toinship. Re
comn:ended that the sale inade n the name of Peai-son be canéelled, for non-com
pliance with the conditions, that the sale of 28 to Barton be confirnied, and thft
his claim to 27 be also allowed.

29 and 30. Number 29 sold to George Seely and 30 to Robert Laurie, both
non-residents and unassessed. Henry J. Hunter resides on the lots and has made
large improvenients upon them, both lots are contained in a "list of lands the pro-
perty of one person," in the handwriting of Colin Clark, (son of the agent). Re.
commended that the sales made to Seely and Laurie respectively, be cancalled, for
non-compliance with the conditions, and that Hunter be permitted to purchase at
the valuation of the resident agent.

31. Lot 31 sold to James Buchanan who is a non-resident, and unassessed.
This lot is contained in a "list cf lands the property of one person," in the hand-
writing of Colin Clarke, (son to the agent). Recommended that the sale be cancelled
for non-cormpliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by Governinent.

32 and 33. Both sold in the name of George Perkins, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the Township. Claimned by William Wilson, as the first and ornly
settler, and who was refused them, at the sale in September, 1854, advertised
for sale by J. A. Truman, a Land Agent and speculator at Goderich. Recommended
that the sale inade in the name of Perkins be cancelled for non-compliance with thé
sonditions, and the claim of Wilson allowed.

34 and 35. Lot 34 sold to Thomas Oliver and 35 returned by the Agent as
unsold. Oliver is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Lot
34 advertiscd foi sale by Girdlestone & Maddison, Land Agents and speculators
Bamilton, at 21s. per acre, for the right. Claired by John White asthe only settler
who ever rade improvemnents upon either lots, and to whom the Agent refused them,
at the Septemober sale, in 1854. Recommended that the sale to Oliver be cancclled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of White allowed.

NINTH CONCESSION.

1, 2 and 3. The first sold to Alexander Stewart, the second to John Vincent, and
the third to John Knightall, ail three resident settlers and assessed. Recom-
mendei that the sales be confirmed.

4. Sold to George Bellew, a non-resident, and unassessed. David Whitton
occupies the lot and is assessed for it Recommended that the sale to Belle w be can-
oelled for non-coinpliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Govern-
ment, unless it shall appear that Whitton is acting for or under hirm (BeIlw.)

5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. Number 5 sold to Rolland McNaughton, 6 to dames Ferguson,
7 to Donald Ferguson, 8 to Thomas Robertson, and 9 to Henry Roe. Ail five are
resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

10, il and 12. Numnber 10 sold to Henry Roo, and number 11 and 12 to William
MeGregor ; both resident settlers and assessed. Reconmended that the sales be
confirmecd.

13 and 14. Sold to William F. Collins, a non-resident and unassessed. Claimed
by John Balfour, who was resident upon them, arid had made inprovements prior to
the sale in 1854, and whose monev was refused by the resident Agent. Recom-
mended that the sale made to Collins be cancelled for non-conpliance with the con-
ditions, and the claim of Balfour allowed.

15. Sold to Thomas Dawson, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in th
Township. Clairned by Alfred Philps, who was the only settler, and who had cleaê'ýd
and improved upon it prior to the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale to Daw.
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son be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Philps
allow ed.

16 and 17. Number 16 sold to John MeIntyre, and 17 to Charles F. Carroll.-
McIntyre is a resident settler and assessed; Carroll is a non-resident who was impro-
perly allowed to purchase the lot on speculation; Benjamin Tindall, who was an
actual settler upon the lot, subsequently purchased Carroll's right for the sum of $50,
and now occupies the lot and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sales bc con-
firined.

18 and 19. Lot 18 sold to Robert Tindail and 19 to Henry Tindall, both resident
settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales bc confirmed.

20, 21, 22 and 23. Number 20 sold to John Hunter, 21 to Miles Barton, and
22 and 23 to John Siemmon, all resident settiers and assessed. Recommended that
the sales be comfirmed.

24, 25, 26 and 27. The first named sold to Samuel Jones, the second tp Miles
Barton, and thec two last to Michael Shine, Jr. They are all resident settlers and
assessed. Recommended that the sales bc confirmed.

28 and 29. Sold to Robert Oxbaby, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
reiided that the sales bc confirmed.

30. and 31. Sold toRobert Haves, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the
Townshiip ; the lots are vacant, but are assessed in the name of William Walker,
Aloxander McNair claims the lots, as the only person who ever entered upon them, or
ever made any clearing or improvements upon cither. Recommended that the sale
to4layes be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of MeNair
allowed.

32 and 33. Sold to Herbert Jarvies, a non-resident and unassessed ; 32 is occu-
pied by Francis DeWolf, and 33 by Hugh Campbell, both of whom are assessed.-
liecommended that the sale to Jarvies be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, unless it shall appear that DeWolf and Campbell are acting for or under him,
(Jarvies.)

34 and 35. Sold to Charles Burrows, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
nen(led that the sale be confirmed.

TENTH CONCESSION.

1. Sold to William Ainsly, a resident settler, and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed Note.-This lot may be said to constitute a village in
itself, Besides the purchaser from the Crown, there is living on it, William Grant,
John Kingstall, Archibald Currie, John Burgess, John Robertson, Daniel Brady,
Alexander Stewart and other settlers.

2. Sold to Henry Ainsly, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

3 and 4. Number 3 sold to William Hope, and number 4 to John Torrance.--
Hope is a non-resident and unassessed ; Torrance is a resident settler and assessed.
Thomas Taylor occupies number 3, and is assessed for it. Recommended that the
sale to Hope be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land.resum-
ed by the Government, unless it shall appear that Taylor is acting for or under him,
(Hope,) and that the sale to Torrance be confirmed.

5. Sold to Peter Fergusson, who is a non-resident, but who is assessed for the
lot. John Brady, Jr., claims this lot, and is most ju.stly entitled to it, even upon the
admission of the Agent (Mr. Clark,) whose only pretence for not selling it to Brady
was that he (Mr. Clark) was unauthorized to dispose of it, as there was a mill site
upon it, while it appears by his books that he has disposed of it to Fergusson, though
pretending to Brady he had no. power to sell. Recommended that the sale to Fer-
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gusson be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Brady
allowed.

6. Sold to Robert McNaughton, a non-resident and unassesssed. Clairned by
William Shine, who bas resided upon it since October, 1852, and has made large and
valuable improvements. This lot, like the last,, was claimed by the occupants at the
time of the sale in 1854, but refused by the Agent (who has since frequently refused

it,) upon the plea that it, with the two adjoining lots, lias been reserved by the Govern-

ment, and that he had no power to sell; though it really appears he had sold to
McNaugliton. Recommended, that the sale to MeNaughton be cancelled for non,

compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Shine allowed.
7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 and 15. Number 7 sold to Thomas Morton, 8 to

John li, 9 to John Joncs, and 10 to John Gorinlock, 11 to George Tannor,, 12 to
John Vincent, Jr., 13 and 14 to Moses Edmonds, and 15 to David McIntyre. They
are all right resident settlers, and assessed for their respective proportions Reconi.
mended that the sales b all confirned.

i6 and 17. Sold to Henry Philipps, a non-resident and unassessed. These lots
are occupied by John Meintyre, who is also assessed for them. Recommended that
the sale made to Philipps b cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the lots resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that McIntyre, is

acting for or under hin, (Philipps.)
18 and 19. Sold to Henry White, a residont settler and assessed. Recommended

that the sale be confirmed.
20, 21 and 22. No. 20 Sold to Thomnas Percy, 21, to Alexander Barton, and 22 to

John -unter. Percy and Hunter are resident settlors upon, and assessed for, their re-

spective lots ; Barton is a non-resident, and unassessed, and Percy has possession of his
lot 22, and is assessed for it. Recomended that the sales macle to Percy and Hun-

ter b confirmed, and that the sales made to Barton bc cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumîed by Government, unless it shall appear that
Percy is acting for or under him, (Barton.)

23 and 24. The first sold to Charles Lusher, and the second, 24, to Coleman

James. Lusher is a non-residout and unassessed ; William Kerr occupies the lot and

is assessed for it. James is a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that the

sale mado to Lusher bc cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land

resumed by the Governmoent, unless it shalîl appear that Kerr is acting for or under

him (Lusher.,) and that the sale to James be confirmned.
25. Sold to Joseph Gill, a resident settlor, and assessed. Recomended that

the sale be confirmed.
26 and 27. Both sold to Alexander Miller, a non-resident, unknown, and unas-

sessed in the Township. Claimnod by William Stewart as the first and only settler

who was refused at the sale in 1854. Iecomnmended that the sale to Miller be can--

celled for non-compliance with tho conditions, and the claim of Stewart allowed.
28 and 29. The first sold to William C. Stephenson, and the other to Andrew

Gourinlock, both resident seIties and both assessed. L ecommended that the sales

be confirmed.
30 and 31. Number 30 retuiried upon the Agent's map as vacant, and num-

ber 31 as sold to Denis Hioward, who is a non-resident and unassessed. Clained by
William Balfour as the onl' settler, and whose claim was refused by the Agent
in. 1854. Recommended that the sale made to H-oward be cancelled for non-com-

pliance vith the conditions, and the claim of Balfour allowed.
32. Sold to John Morrison, a non-resident and unassessed. Clained by Edward

Gamble, (vide 31 in 7thi cou.) Recomrnended that the sale made to Morrison be

cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Gamble ai-

lowed.
33 and 34. Sold to Adam Crooks,-a non-resident, unknown and unassessed iii

the Township. Claimed by Willian Connell as the only person who ever made
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any improvements upon either lot, and who was refused them by the resident
Agent, at the sale in 1854, advertised for sale by George M. Trurnan, a land agent
arnd speculator, at Goderich. Recornrmended that the sale to Crooks be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Connell allowed.,

35. S:d d to Robert Dalby, anon-resident, unknown, and unassmssed in the Town-
ship. Claimed by JohP Connelil as the only settler who ever entered upon the lot
d whose money was refused at the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale to

Dalby be canceled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Cori-
nell allowed.

Elevpnth Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. Nurnber 1 sold to William Ansley, 2 to CIristian iewmin,

3 to Joint Glopon, 4 to Philipp Butts, and 5 to Peter Fergusn, all reshient set-
tiers and assessed. Recomiended that the sales be coa firrjed.

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. Number 6 sold to Robert McNaughton, 7 to Thomas Yeo, 8
ta William Sqiires, 9 to George Dack, and 10 t-> Andrew Gouifilock ; all five resi-
dent settlers and assessed. Reco'otriended that the sales be cnfirmed.

il, 12, 13, 14 and 15---These five lots are reserved for a Town plot, and are
not yet open for sale. They are occupied by Obediah Gager, George Tanner, Wil-
liam Tanner, Robert Go-don, Jarnes F. Smith, John Lackie, Jarnes Tuck and other
squatters.

16, 17, 18, 19 and 20. Numabers 16 and 17, sold to Robert Mclntyre, 18 to
Hfenry White, 19 to Hirarn White, and 20 to Michael Rermond. They are all resi-
dent srttlers, and all assessed. Recornrnended that the sales bc confirmed.

21, 22, 23, and 24. Lot 21 sold to Sanuel Oster, 22 to Andrew Falick, 23 to
Isaac Gray, and 24 to Coleman James, all resident settlers, and all assessed. Re-
commended that the sales be confirned.

'25 26, 27, antd 28. Number 25 sold to Joseph Gill, 26 and 27 to Williaim
Clark, and 28 to George Cox. They are-all resident settlers, and all assessed. Re-
commended that the sales be confirrned.

29 and 30. Lot 29 sold to John Ferguson, and 30 to George Hopson, both
non-resident and unassessed. Claimed by John Morrison as the only person who
made improvements upon either lot, and who was refused them by the Agent at
the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sales to Ferguson and Hopson be cancel-
led for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Morrison allowed.

31 and 32. 31 sold to Joseph Dunbar, and 32 to John Hall, both non-residents
and unassessed, claimed by Robert Shannon, who made improvements upon them,
prior to the sale in 1854, and whose offer to purchase was at that timne refused by
the Agent. Recomtnended that the sales marie to Dunbar and Hall be cancelled,
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Shannon allowed.

33 and 34. Lot 33 sold to John Hall, (vide 32,) and 34 to William Hall, both
non-residents and unassessed, claimed by John Lemon, who had enteretd upon them
and improved three acres, prior to the sale in 1854, and attended the sale that year
at Golerich, and offered to purchase, but was refused by the Agent. Recommended
that the sales made in th- name of the Halls be- cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the clain of Lemon allowed.

35. Soltd to William Halil, (vide 34,) a nor-resident and unassessed, claimed
by John Connell, (vide 35 in the 1 ith concession.) Recommended that the sle
made to Hall be cancelled for non-compliance wih the conditions, and the claim
of Connell allowed.

Twdfth Concession.
1, 2, and 3; Number i sold to John Burgess, No. 2 to John Johnston, and 3 to

Robert Johnston; they are all resident settlers and assessed. Rccommended that
the sales be confirmed.

A. 185%.
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4. Sold to John Fenninson, a noa-resident, and unassessed. David Ros e-
sides on this lot, and is assessed for it. Reeommended that the sale made to Fen-
ninson be cancelled for non-compliance with thv conditions, and the land resumed
by the Government, unless it shail appear that loss is acting for or under hîm,
(Fenninson.)

5, 6, and 7. These three lots have been reserved from sale, upon a supposition
that there is a suffciency of water upon them to answer for mil] purposls. From
the report of Mr. Clark, (the resident Agent,) and also from the report of the Sur-
veyor rade to the Crown Lands Department, dated 4th of October, 1854, it ap.
pears the presumption that they would suit the purposes of mill site, is unlouiînded,
The rçport of the 4th of October says: After carefully taking the levels and sur-
vey of the River Maitlard. through lots 5, 6, and 7, concession 12, report as Ifolows:
Total fall from the west side of lot 5, to the east side of lot 7, three feet three inehes;
breadth of the water stream at high water, 90 flet ; at the side fine, between 5
and 6, a dam could be made to give about seven feet of head, which would cause
the water to flow back to a reat.distance, and render useless the mill-site reported
to be on the reserve for a T own plot. John Bradley, Jr., occupies No. 5; William
Shine, No 6, and.James Aghvard, No. 7. They are al[ resident settlers and assessed;
have been occupants snce 1852; attended the land sale to purchase in 1854; they
have made large improvements, and the agent (Mr. Clark,) states that he "entirely
"concurs in the prayer of their petiton, and regrets that he had not been autho.
b rized by the Crown Lands Department to sell them lots." Recommended that the
claim of Bradley to lot No. 5, of Shine to Lot No. 6, and of Aghvard to Lut No. 7,
be allowed.

8, 9, and 10. Number 8 sold to John Walker, 9 to Obediah Gager, and 10 to
William Gager; they are ail resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that
the sales be confirmed.

11. Sold to Jurdon Fulton, a non-resident and unassessed. George Gager
resides on this lot, and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made to
Fulton be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of
Gager (which is vouched for by the most abundant testimony) be allowed.

12, 13,14, and 15. Number 12 sold to William Panson, 13 to George Ramsay,
14 to Samuel Stemon, and 15 to William Tanner; they are al four resident set-
tiers and assessed Recommended that the sales be confirred.

16. Sold to William McKay, who resides on lot 16, in the 18th concession, and
claimeid by William Tanner, who resides on part of the Town plot of the Town-
ship, and is the post·master thereof; there are a nunber of affidavits and cerifi-
cates, as well as verbal statements, accompanying their applications, of both McKay
and Tanner's, that are not merely conflicting, but absolutely contradictory in many
material points. Recommeided that the sale made to McKay be cancelled, and
the lot sold at public auction to the highest bidder.

17, 18, 19, 20, and 21. Numbers 17 and 18 sold to Walter Tanner, 19 to
James Watson, and 20 and 21 to John Ducklon. They are ail resident settir's,
and all assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

22; 23, 24 and 25. Lots 22 and 23 sold to Robert Leckie, 24 to Trueman
James, and 25 to Hiram White, Senior, al. resident settlers and assessed. Recoin-
mended that the sales be confirmed.

26, 27, and 28-No. 26 sold to David Millard, 27 to John Evans, and 28to
John Whitefield, all resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sale ýbe
confirmed.

29. Sold to Nelson Hilboro, a non-resident and unassessed. James Meagher
occupies the lot and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made to HbQro-
be cancelled for non compliance with the, conditions, and the land resumed 1yé
Government, unless it shal1 appear that Meagher is acting for or under him, I O

A. 18J7
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30, S1. Number 30 sold to James Carroll, and 31 to Robert Pearson, both non-
residents and unassessed, and lots vacant. The original receipt for number 31 was
granted in the name of Robert Dalby, and Mr. Clark, Jr., (son to the Agerit,) sinèe
sold the right to John McIntyre. Recommended that hoth sales (30 and 31,) be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the lands resurmed by the
Govern ment.

32 and 33. Both these lots sold in the name of John G. Carroll, a non-r si-
dent unknown and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by William Page
as the only settler who ever made any improvements upon either lot, and whdse
money was refused at the sale in September, 1h54. Recommended that the sale
made to Carroll be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of. Page allowed.

34 and 25. Sold in the name of James A. Carroll, a non-resident unknown
and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Henry Montgomery, who made
a settlement upon them, prior to the Township being opened for sale, and whose
money was refused by the Agent at the sale in 1854. Recornmended thait the
sale to Carroll be cancelled, for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of Montgonery allowed..

Thirieenih Concemsion.

1, 2 3, 4, 5 and 6. Numbers i and 2 sold to Thomas Blackie; 3 and 4 to John
Gcary; 5 to John Bradley; and 6 to Thomas Blake. They are ail resident settlers
and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

7. Sold to Patrick Dugan, who is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Thornas Blake, 'who resides on the adjoining lot (6) occupies
this one also, and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made to Dugan
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by
Government, unless it shal appear that Blackie is acting for or under himn (Dugan).

8, 9, 10, 11 and 12. No. 8 sold to John Walker, 9 to Obediah Gager, 10;to
William Gager, Il to George Gager, and 12 to John Roberson, al resident set-
tiers and all assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

13, 14, 15 and 16. Number 13 sold to John Ramsy, 14 and 15 to Iraigh Hall,
and 16 to William McKay, all resident settlers and assessed. Recommended
that the sales bc confirmed.

17 and 18. Sold to Hugh Philps, a non-resident and unassessed, claimed by
Robert Cunningham, who had made a clearing and improvements upon them
prior to the sale in 1834, but who was refused them by the A gent at that sale.a-
Recommended that the sale to Philps be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the. claim of Cunriingham allowed.

19 and 20. Sold to Archibald McNeil, a resident settler and assessed.-
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

21, 22 and 23. No 21 and 22 sold to William McInnis, and 23 to )uncan
Avery. They are both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the
sale be confirmed.

24. Returned upon the Agent's map as vacant,-claimed by James Miller,.
who has been settled upon it and made considerable improvements prior to the-
sale in 1854. Recommended that his claim be allowed.

25, 26, 27 and 28. Number 25 sold to Hiram White, Senr., 26 to David Mil
lard, and 27 and .28 to John Leckie. White and Millard are resident settlers
and assessed. Leckie is a non-resident and unassessed. Mordica Millard re-
sides on lot 27, but occupies both lots (27 and 28,) and is assessed for them.-
Recommended that the sales made to White and Millard be confirmed, and that
the s:le made to Lecki be caòelléd for~non-compliance with the cohdi ione, and
the land resumed by the Government, untess it shall appear that MordioaMillardî
is acting for or under him (Leckie.)

A. 857.
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29 and 30. Sold in the name of George Forbes, a non-resident,unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimed by George Montgomery who had cleared,
and improved upon them prior to the sale in 1854, when he was refused them
by the Agent. Recommended ihat the sale Io Forbes be cancelled for non-cony
pliance with the conditions, and the clain of Montgomery allowed.

31 and 32, Sold in the name of Francis R. Bell, a non resident, unkno"a
and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Thomas Stewart, a resident set-
ler since 1852, and whose claim to purchase was refused by the Agent at the

sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale to Bell be cancelled for non-compli-
ance with the conditions, and the claim of Stewart allowed.

33, 34 and 35. The two first sold to John Marshall, and the last to William
lMarshall, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. 33 anid
34 are claimed by Thomas Underwood, and lot 85 by James Miller. These
claimants appear to have been amongst the earliest setlers of the Township, and
to have been refused their pre-emption rights by the Agent at ihe sale in 1854.-
Recommended that the sales made in the nane of the Marshalls be cancelled 1,4
non-compliance with the conditions, and the claims of Underwood and Millard
allowed.

Fourteenthà Concession.
1. Sold Michael C. Gerian, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the

Township. George McKay resides on the -lot and is assessed for it. Recoin-
mended that the sale made to Gornan be cancelled for non-compliance with tle
conditions and ihe land resumed by the Government, unless it shal appear that
McKay is acting for or under him (Gorm an.)

2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. Number 2 sold to John Hyslop, 3 to James Hyslop, 4 to
Denis Blake, 5 to Thomas Blake, and 6 to William Alcock. They are all resi-
dent settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirned.

7. Sold to Edward Lamb, a non-resident and unassessed. John Whelan
resides on the land and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made to
Lamb be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed
by the Goverement, unless it shall appear that Whelan is acting for or under
him (Lamb.)

8 and 9. Lot 8 sold to John McDonald, and 9 to Donald Stewart, both resi-
dent settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

10 and 11. Number 10 sold to James Carroll and 11 to James Logan. Car-
roll and Logan are non-residents upon these lots; though Logan is assessed for
number 1l; George H orton Wornica resides upon them, is assessed for No. 10,,and
has done the statute labour for both lots for the past year. He claims both lot%
as the first settler; and upon a full hearing of both parties before a Justice. of the
Peace, Wornica's prior claim was fully established. Recommended that the sales
made to Carroll and Logan be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions
and the claim of Wornica allowed.

12 and 13. Lot 12 so(ld to William Logan, and 1.3 to Alfred Tanner. Both are
residents and boih assessed. Tanner claims 12, and it will be found upon referengeg
tu bis papers in the appendix, has clearly established his right to pre-emption, and
that the sale made to Logan was in violation of the agent's instructions and ofjus'
tice. Recornmended that the sale made to Logan be cancelled, and the claim of
Tanner allowed.

14 and 15. Sold to Peter Sinclair, who is assessed for them. Number 14is
clairned by John Brennon, who has clearly establisbed his right to pre-emption;
Recommended that the sale of lot 14 to Sinclair be cancelled, and the claim of
Brennon allowed, and that the sale of 15 to Sinclair. be confirmed.

16, 17, 18, 19 and 20-Number 16 sold to' Hugh McNeil, 17 and 18 to
Laughlin McNeil, and 19 and 20 to John 'Shields, they are all resident inhabitants,
and ail assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.
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21 and 22. Lot 21 sold to Duncan McNeir and 22 to James McNeir, both
resident settlers and both assessed, Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

23 and 24. Sold to Hugh McNeill, the second, who is a non-resident and unas-
sessed. Donald Mc\eir occupies thèse lots and is assessed for them. Recommended
that the sale to MeNeill be caricelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that McNeir is acting
for or under iirn (MeNeilh.)

25 and 26. Sold to Betsey McQueen, a non-resident and unassessed. Mordica
Millard (of 27 and 28 in the 13th concession) is assessed for number 26. Recom-
mended that the sales made to McQueen be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions and the lands resumed by Government.

27. Sold to John Spearin, a resident settler. Recommended that the sale be
confirm ed.

28 and 29. Sold in the name of John A. Callender. a non-resident, unknown,
and nnassessed in the Township, claimed by George Clyne, who had enteréd upon
them and made improvements prior to the Township being opened for sale, and
whose money was refused by the Agent at the sale in 1854. Recommended that
the sale made in the name of Callender be cancelled for non-compliance with thé
conditions, and the claim of Clyne allowed.

30 and 31. Returned on the Agent's map as unsold. Claimed by Hugh
Matheson, junior, as the only settler prior to 1854. Recommrnended that the clairr
of Matheson be allowed.

32 and 33. Returned by the Agent as unsold. Claimed by Robert Gilmore,
as the only settler prior to 1854. Reconmended the the claim of Gilmore b*
allowed.

34 and 85. Number 34 returned to the Agent as unsold, and 85 as sold tO
William Marshall, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed., Claimed by Nicholas
O'Neill, as the only settler prior to 1854, when the lands were first opened for sale.
Recommended that the sale made to Marshall be cancelled for non-compliancecwith
the conditions, and the claims of O'Neill to both lots allowed.

Fifteenth Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Number 1 sold to Peter McDonald, 2 to WilliamI Haislop, 3

to John Ilaislop, and 4 and 5 to John Sillers. All resident settlers and' assessed.
Recommnrended that the sales be confirmed.

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. Number 6 sold to John Stewart, 7 to William Douglas, 8 to
Robert McCartney, 9 to James Douglas, and 10 to William Douglas, all resident
settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

11, 12, 13, 14 and 15. Numbers 11 and 12 sold to David Logan, 13 to Alexan-
der Stewart, junr., and 14 and 15 to John McDonald. They are all resident settlersr
and assessed. John Brennan (vide 14 in the 14th concession) claims No. 14 as the
first settler, and no doubt his cdaim is correct, though most improperly set aside by
the Agent. But considering that the actual purchaser is a resident settler, has
Made improvement upon the lots and has not violated the conditions of sale, it is
reconmended that the sales le all confirnred and that Brennan be allowed a lot in
another part of the Township in lieu of No. 4.

16, 17, 18, 19 and 20.ý Number 16 sold to Hugh McNeill, 17 to Peter McIn-
tosh, 18 to Donald Melntosh and 19 and 20 to George Sheilds, ail resident settleri
and assessed. Rtecommended that the sales be confirned

21, 22, 23, 24. Number 21. sold to, Duncan McNeir, 22 to Jamés McNeir, 28
to Nicholas Brisu and 24 to Alexander Stewart. These are all resident settlerd
and assessed, except Brisu. Recommended that the sales be confirmed:

25, 26, 27 and 28. Number 25 sold to Josepli Ashe, 26 to John C. Copcland,
27 to Johnston Adair, and 28 to Hartwell Sparin. These are ail resident settles,
though Ashe and Adair are ànassessed. ,Reconiënded'that the sales be confirmed.

A. 1857.
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29 and 30. Sold to John ]Barr, a non-resident and unassessed. Claimed by-
Hugh Matheson, senr., as the first and only settler upon cither lot.. Both lots ad,
vertised for sale by Girdlestone and Maddison, land agents and speWulators, lHam-.
ilton, at 15s. per acre for the right. Recommended that the sale made to Barr be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Matheson allowede,

31 and 32. Nunber 31 returned by the agent as unsold, and 32 as sold to
Patrick Clinn, a non-resident and unassessed. Claimed by Thomas Irwin, as the1
only person who ever made a settlement upon either lot, and whose claim was dis-
regarded by the Agent at the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale made in
the name of Clinn be cancelled for non-coinpliance with the conditions, and the
claim of Irwin allowed.

33. Sold to William Clinti, a non-resident and unassessed. Recomnended thaï
the sale be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumede
by the Government.

34 and 35. The first sold to Murphy Shea and 35 to Peter Colgan, both non-
residents and unassessed. Claimed by Thomas Armstrong, as the only settler whopý
prior to the sale in 1854, had located upon either lot or made improvements uporn
them. Recommended that the sales made to Shea and Colgan be canceled for
non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Armstrong allowed.

Sixteentk Concession.

1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Number 1 sold to Peter McDonald, 2 and 3 to Hugh Stewart,
and 5 to William Douglas, ail resident setilers and assessed, except Hiugh Stewar,
Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. Number 6 sold to John Douglas, 7 and 8 to Donald Puchan-
an, 9 to IDuncan Buchanan, and 10 to James Clark, ail resident settiers and assess-
ed, except Duncan Buchanan. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16. Number 11 sold to Alexander Murchison, 12 to
Alexander Learmont, 13 and 14 to Alexander Sewart, 15 to Thornas Learm1on'
and 16 to Alexander Learmont. They are ail resident settiers and assessèd. Re-
commended that the sales be confirmed.

17 and 18. Returned by the agent as unsold ; claimed by John Fullerton, as
the only person who had ever made a settlement upon either lot, and who had
cleared nearly 3 acres prior to the sale in 1854. Recommended that the claim 61
Fullerton be allowed.

19 and 20. Sold to John McIntosh, a non-resident and unassessed. Wlliarnd
Fulton resides on these lots and is assessed for them. Recommended that the saI,
made to McIntosh bc cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
lands resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that [Fulton is aciiig I'
or under hin, 'McIntosh.

21 and 22. Sold to James McKenzie, a non-resident and unassessed, oécupied4
by Thomas Cornfeet, whois also assessed for them. Recommended that the sale
rmade to Mackenzie be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, anid th
land resumed by the Government,unless it shall appear that Cornfeet is aeting for o
under him, (Mackenzie.)

23 and 24. Sold to Thomas Pollock, a resident seler and assesséd. 'Recôn m.
mended that the sale be confirmed.

25, 26, 27, 28 and 29. Number 25 sold to John McCallum, 26 to AlexandÏ
Eaton, 27 to George Sheilds, 2S to William Dean, and 29 to Anna Dean; thef ar
àll five non-residents and unassessed, except Sheilds, who is a resident settier and
assessed. Number 25 is vacant and unasses"ed. John Campbell rsides on 26 and
is assessed for it, and Nathaniel Pearson occupies 28 and 29 and is assessed fdr
them. Both the last named lots are advertised by Rich and Maddison, Land
Agents, Toronto, at 25s. per acre for the right. Recommended that the sales mad
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to McCallum, Eaton, and Dean, of lots 25, 26, 28 and 29, be cancelled for non-corn-
pliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by Government, reserving to,:
Campbell and learson to show to the satisfaction of the Agent that.they have been
acting for or under McCallum. Eaton, or Dean, respectively, and that the sale of 27
made to Sheilds, be confirmed.

30. Sold to George Tremble, a non-resident and unassessed. Recommended
that the sale be cancelled for non-compiance with the conditions, and the lands
resumed by the Government.

31 and 82. Sold to James Ironside, a non-resident, unknown and unassesed
in the Township ; claimed by John Williamson, as the only occupatnt who ever
entered on either lot, and who was refused them at the sale in September 1854.
Recommended that the sale made in the name of Ironside be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Williamson allowed.

33 and 34. ýSold in the naine of John fronside, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township; claimed by James Tweedy, who eniered upon the
lot before the Township was laid off for sale, and whose claim was disregarcad by
the agent at the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale made in the name of
Ironside be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim 9t
Tweedy allowed.

35. Sold in the name of Peter Colgan, (vide 35 inthe 15th Concession,) a non-
resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township; claimed by Mark Cardiff, who
has been a resident settler for nearly four years, and whose just claim for pre-
emption was improperly set aside by the agent at the sale in 1854. Recommended
that the sale made in the narne of Colgan be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the claim of Cardiff allowed.

Seventeenth Concession.

1, 2 and 3. Number 1 sold to Charles Marchie, and 2 and 3 to John McFaddyn,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

4 and 5. Sold to William Burke, a non-resident and unassessed in the Town
ship. No. 4 is claimed by Thomas McFaddyn, as being settled upon byhim and
largely improved prior to the land sale in 1854, when his right to pre-emption was&
refused by the Agent. McFaddyn's right to pre-emption is, clearly pro ved in the
papers attached to bis case in the appendix, he yet resides on the lot and is assessed
for it. Recommended that the sale made to Burke be cancelled for non-compili-
ance with the conditions, that McFadden's claim to lot No. 4 be allowed, and thaï
lot No. 5 be resuned by the Government.

6, 7 and 8. Numbers 6 and 7 sold to James Campbell, and number 8 to Johti
McPhial, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be oea-
firmed.

9 and 10. Number 9 sold to George Bignall and 10 to Samuel tsea on; boti
non-residents and unassessed; 9 is vacant, and 10 occupied by one Donald McMar-
tin. Recommended that the sales made to Bignaîl and Beaton be dancefled fi
non-compliance with the conditions, and that both lots be resumd by the Goväsi n
ment, unless it shall appear that McMartin who resides on number 10 ils actina fo
or under him, (Beaton.)

11, 12 and 1. Lot Il sold to Malcolm Beaton, 12 to Archibald Duncanson,
and 13 to Roderick MeKenzie; they are all three resident settiers and assessed.
Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

14. Sold to Henson Gibson, a non-resident and unassessed. Recommendë4
that the sale be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land
resumed by the Government.

15 and 16. Sold to Roderick MeLeod, a resident settler and assessed.
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

A. 185
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17 and 18. Number 17 sold to Robert Melton, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed, and 18 returned by the Agent as unsold. Claimed by Alexander
Kyle, as the only person who ever made improvements upon.them. gRecommended
that the sale of 17 to Melton be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Kyle to both lots allowed.

19, 20, 21 and 22. Number 19 sold to William Birch, 20 to William Miller,
and 21 and 22 to James Bird, Jr., all non-residents and unassessed; 21 and,2
advertised by Girdlestone and Maddison, land agents and speculators, at 15s.per
acre for the right. Recommended that the sales be caicelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Governnent.

23, 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28. Numbers 23 and 24 sold to William Henderson,
25 to John Donney, 26 returned upon the Agent's map as unsold, 27 sold tò
Thonas Nicholson, and 28 to Robert McCregue; they are non-residents and
unassessed. 25 and 26 are claimed by James Willianson, who entered upon
them in 1852, chopped three acres, and erected a house, agreeable to the regula-
tions. Lot 24 is occupied by a man named Thomas Mosson, who Js also
assessed for it, and both it and 23 are advertised for sale by Girdlestone and
Maddison, land agents and speculators, Hamilton, at 15s. per acre for the right
Recommended that the sales made to Henderson, Donney, Nicholson, and
McCregue be cancelled for non-compliance wilh ihe conditions, and the whole
lands resumed by the Government, except 25 and 26, to be allowed to William-
son, and also except 23 and 24, if it shall appear that the occupant (Mosson) is
acting for or under Henderson.

29, 30, 31 and 32. Numbers 29 and 30 sold to George Leith, and 31 and S3
to James Taylor, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in.the Township.
29 and 30 are claimed by John Smith, and 31 and 32 by Thomas Earl, as the
only settler who had entered upon either lot, and whose improvements and occu-
pation extended to one year prior to the lands of the Township being opened for
sale. Recommended that the sales made to Leith and Taylor be cancelled for
non-compliance with the conditions, and the claims of Smith and Earl allowed,

33, 84 and 35. Lots 33 and 34 sold to William Taylor, a non-resident, un-
known and unassesd, and lot 85 returned upon the Agent's map as unsold.
The two first named lots are yet unoccupied, and Mark C'ardiff (vide 35 in the
6th Concession) claims lot 35. Recommended that the sale made to Tayloi, of
33 and 34, be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land
resumed by the Government, and that the claim of Cardiff to lot 35 be allowed.

Eighteenth Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Number 1 sold to John H-ewit, 2 to James Gamble, 3 t

John Hewit, and 4 and 5 to John Blair; they are all resident settlers and assessed
Recommended ihat tie sales be conlirmed.

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. Number 6 sold to Hugh McPhee, 7 and 8 to Duncan
McPhee, 9 to Hugh McDonald, and 10 to Agnes Buchanan, all resident settlers
and assessed. Reconmended that the sals be confilmed.

11, 12, 13 and 14. Numbers 1l and 12 sold to Hugh McDonald, and 13and
14 to Jamns Hueston; they are both rion-residents and unassessesl. Angus McMile
Ian occupies 11 and 12, and Adram Fergsson 13 and 14, and are assessed f4r thetn
respectively. Recommended, that the sale ima!e to MeDonald and Hueston. be ca
celled for non-compliance witb the conditions, and the land resuned by Governmient,
unless it shall appear that MeMillan and Ferguson are acting for or under them
(McDonald and Hueston)

15 and 16. Sold to Joseph Gibson, a non-resident and unassessed, and' lot-
yacant. Recomnended that the sales be cancelled ani the lands resumed by Goe
ernnent.
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17 and 18. Sold to Joseph Watson, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

19, 20-and 21. Number 19 sold to Robert McKinley, 20 to William Miller,
and 21 to Robert McKinley ; they are both non-residents, and' the lots vacant and
unassessed. Recommended that the sales be cancelled and the lands resumed by the
Government.

22, 23, 24. The first two sold to William Tough, a non-resident, -and
unassessed; the last (24) returned by the Agent as unsold. They are ail three
vacant. Recomrmended that the sale made to Tough be cancelled' for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government.

25, 26, 27. Sold to Adam Akam,-a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Claimed by James Peck, who is the only occupant, and whose
right to )re-enption- was disregarded by the Agent at the sale in 1854. Recom-
mended that the sale made to Akam be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the claim of Peck allowed.

28 and 29. Sold to Henry Akam, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the 'T'ownship, and lots vacant. Recomrnended that the sales made to Akam
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by
the Government.

30, 31, and 82. Sold to William Barbour, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Thomas Lambert, as the only settler
who improved, upon either lot, and whose money was refused by the Ageht àt
the general sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale to Barbour be carncelled
for nori-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Lambert allowed.

33, 34, 35. Sold to John Saunders, a non-resident, unk nown and unassessedl
in the Township. Claimed by Thomas McKinney, who was the only settler upon
the land prior to the sale in 1854, and whose claim to pre-emption was disregardedl
by the Agent at the sale held that year. Recommended that the sale made to
Saunders be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the daim of
McKinney allowed.

HOWICK.

Concession A.

1. Sold in the name of Peter Robertson,. a non-resident, unknown, and
unassessed in the Township, John Irvin claims the lot, having first settled upon
it in June 1854, from which date up to the present, he has continued to improve
upon it. This lot was sold in reality to Mr. Boys, a land speculai or at Barrie,.irn
the County of Simcoe, who made use of the name of Peter Robertson, as, a cloak
to cover his own, and who has since advertised it. for sale. Irvin nctified the
Agent (Mr. Clark) in writing, on the 21st. August 1854,,of his residence and
imiprovements on the lot, and of his desire to become the purchaser,. vhich desire
he attempted ho carry out at the land sale in September following,.by tendering
the money for the lot, which the Agent refused. Recommended that the sale to
Robertson be, cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of
Irvin allowed.

2. Sold to Thomas Nicholls, who is a non-resident,. and unassessed. This
lot is occupied by one William Anderson, who is also assessed first Recom-
mended that the sale to Nicholls be cancelled, and the land resumed bv the,
Governinent, unless it shall appear that Anderson is acting for' or under him;
(Nicholhls.)

3. Sold inthe name of Peter Robertson, (vide No 1,) who is a non-resident.
unknown and unassessed in the Township. Mr. Boys, of Barrie, County of
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Simcoe, being the bonafide purchaser The lot is unassessed, but one William
Danlop is now residing upon it, and claims pre-emption right in it. Recom_,
mended that the sale made nom inally to Peter Robertson, but really to Mr. Boys,
be caracelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resurmed by
Government.

4. Sold in the name of John Anderson, a noi-resident, unknown, and un
assessed in the Township. John A. Callender, Esquire, a resident in England,
and for whom Mr. Colin Clark acts as Agent, is believed to be the real purchaser.
Thomas McNicholl claims pre-emption right; is a resident upon the lot. and has'
maide some improvements upon it. Recommended that the sale made nomin
ally to Anderson be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
land resurned by the Government.

5 and 6. Sold in the name of Frederick Hollis, a non-resident, unknown;'
and unassessed in the Township, and whose name was used by Mr. Boys, of
Barrie, as a " stalking horse," to cloak the sale to.himself. Claimed by Richardy
Jones, who entered upon them in the month of October, 1858, and continuedto
chop and improve up to the sale in September, 1854, when he tendered his mnoney
for them, but was refused by the Agent. They are also claimed by James DuanW
lop, who appears to be a recent settler. Recommended that the sale to Hollis be:
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim. of Jones
allo\wed.

7 and S. Sold to Richard Anderson, Jr., a resident settler and assessed,
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

9. Sold in the name of John Adamson, (vide No. 4,) a non-resident,
unknown and anassessed in the Township. The real pu.chaser is believed to
be John A. Callender, Esquire, a resident of England, and for whom Mr. Colin
Clark acts as Agent. The lot is unassessed, but claimed by one Joseph Anderson,
who now resides upon it. Recommended that the sale made in the name of
Adamson be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and" the land
resumed by the Government.

10 and il. Sold William Anderson, a resident settler, and assessed for bothl
lois. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

12. Sold to James Bel], a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the
Township. The lot is vacant, unassessed, and unclaimed, but is contained in
Colin Clark's list of "lots owned by one nan." Recommended that the sale to1
Bell be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions. and the land resumed
by Government.

13 and 14. Sold to Donald MeNeill, a non-resident, unknown, and un
assessed in the Township. Neither lots are assessed, but a man named Jeremiah
Collins resides on Number 13; and 14 is occupied by one John Abbott; bothW
men have made some improvements, by way of chopping, &c., and express a'
desire to be permitted -to purchase. Both lois are in the lists of John Adarms
Dr. Clark, and G. W. Tremain. Recommended that the sale made in the narne
of McNeill be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and ihe land
resumed by Government.

15. Sold to Thomas Mosgrove, but occupied and assessed by Willian Ortào,
who is understood to derive fron Mosgrove. Recommended that the sale be con'
iirmed

16 and 17. Sold to John Gallagher, who is a resident settler and assessed
Recommended that the sale be confirrmed.

18 and 19. Number 18 sold in the name of Mrs. A. Murray, and number 19¶
in the nane of George A. McLeod, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed
in the Tovnship Number 18 is advertised in the lists of Colin Clark andAW
G. Walker, and is no doubt one of the speculators' lots, claimed by William Ekins:"
who had made improvements upon thern prior to the sale in September, 1-5
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attended at the sale and tendered the first instalment to the Agent, but it was
refased. Recomnended that the sales made to Murray and McLeod respectively,
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Ekins al-
lowed.

20 and 21. Sold in the name of Henry Horton, Senr., a non-resident, un-
known and unassessed in the Township. A man named Alexander McDougall
resides on 21, and. is assessed for it Recormended that the sale made in the
naine of Horton be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that McDougall is acting
for or under him (Horton.)

22 and 23. Sold in the name of George McLeod, who is a non-resident,
unknown, and unassessed in the Township. John McTavish occupies number
22, and is assessed for it. Recommended ihat the sale made to McLeod bc
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resurned by lhe
Government, unless it shall appear that McTavish is acting for or under him
(McLeod.)

24 and 25. Sold in the name of William Dunlop, a non-resident, unknown,
and unassessed in the Township, and believed to be " a stalking horse," (as the
fictitious names put in by the absentee speculatôrs are usually called.) These
lots are claimed by Samuel Whittakei who had entered upon them in October,
1853, and continued to improve upon them up to the land sale in the month of
September ofthe following year, when he attended to purchase, but vas refused
them by the Agent. Recomrnended that the sale made in the name of Dunlop
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Whittaker
allowed.

2é and 27. Sold in the name of Henry O'Brien. a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township, and undoubtedly another " stalking horse " for Mr.
Boys, in whose list of lands for sale both lots appear. The lots are claimed by
William Hamilton, who purchased the pre-emption right of Robert C. Watson,
the original and only settler uptn either lot, to whom he paid $125 for his im-
proverenits, and subsequenily had his name entered in the Agent's book as the
only occupant. At the sale his brother attended, and tendered the first instal-
ment for the lots, but it was refused by Agent,, who most improperly sold to Mr.
Boys, of Barrie, under the'feigned name of O'Brien, as above stated. Recorm-
mendedi that the sale made in the name of O'Brien be cancelled for non-com-
compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Hamilton allowed.

28. Sold in the name of Joseph .Leslie, another " stalking horse" used by
Mr. Boys, of Barrie, in the County of Simcoe ; the lot though unassessed is oc-
cupied by James R. Scott, who claims pre-emption right in it. Reconmmended
that ihe sale rnade in the name of Leslie be.cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and that Scott be permitted to purchase at the valuation of the re-
sident Agent.

29, 30 and 31. The two first sold in the name of Edward Hooper. and the
last (31) in the name -of Joseph Leslie (vide 28) both "stalking horses," non-
residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Number 31 is advertised
in Mr. Boys' list of lands for sale. Twenty-nine is claimed by Richard- C. Scott,
who is a resident settler and claims pre-emption right ; 30 and 31 is claied -by
John Ferguson, who settled upon them twelve months before the land sale,
offered bis money for themn at the sale, but was refused by the Agent; 81 was
given by iMr. Boys, of Barrie (who was the bonafide purchaser) toWilliam Has
milton, in consideration of his abandoning bis occupancy and pre-emption right to
26 and 27, and which consideration Hamilton was most unjustly forced to accepti
Recommended that the sales made in the nane of Hooper and Leslie, respectively,
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that number 29 be resuned
by Government, and that the claim of'Ferguson to 30 and 81 be allowed.

. 1857.
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32 and 33. Sold in the name of Thomas N. Warnoek, a non-resident and un-
assessed ; 32 is occupied by John Woht, and 33 by George Woht, both of whorn are
assessed for their respective lots, but neither of whom have claimed before the Com-
missioners. Mr. Boys, of Barrie, was the real purchaser, and both lots are insertèd
in his list of lands for sale. Recommended that the sale made to Warnock be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions and the land resumed by the Govern-
ment, unless/it shall appear that the Woht's are acting for or under him
(Warnock.)

34, 35, 36 and 37. Number 34, sold to Patrick O'Brien, 35 to Chrles Sib-
bald, and 36 to John Ritchcy, all three non-residents, unknown and unassessed in
the Towtship, and believed only to have their names used to cloak the bonafide
purchaser. Numbers 36 and 37 are contained in Mr. Boy's list of lands for salé.
Numbers 35, 36 and 37 (small lots) are claimed by Arthur Whittaker, who had
entered upon then and made improvements prior to the sale in September, 1854'
and whose money was then'c refused by the Agent ; 34 is claimed by William Ilair'
who more recently entered upon it. Recommended that the sales made in thé
names of O'Brien, Sibbald and Ritchey, respectively, be cancelled for non -compli-
ance with the conditions ; that 34 be resumed by the Government, and that the
claim of Whittaker to 35 and 36 be allowed.

Concession B.
1 and 2. Sold in the name of James McKill, a non-resident, unknown and uný

assessed in the Township ; Mr. Boys of Barrie being the real purchaser, and in whose
lists of' lands for sale they appear. William Anderson is assessed for those lots, and
is a resident upon them. Recommended that the sale made in the naine of McKill
be cancelled for non-compliance with the' conditions, and the land resumed by Gov,
ernment, urless it shall appear that Anderson is acting for or under hin (McKill.)

3 and 4. Number 3 sold in the name of Martin Snider, and 4 in the name of
James 1). Purcell, both non-residents and unassessed. Claimed by George Fergu S
son, who had entered upon them prior to the land sale in Septembeî, 1854, and
had made sorne improvements, attended the sale to purchase, but the agen.t rufused
the first instalments from him. Recommended that the sale made in the name of
Snider and Purcel respectively, be cancelled for non-comphiance with the conditions,
and the claim of Fergusson allowed.

5 and 6. Lot 5 sold to Charles Snider and 6 to Francis Stokes, both non-resi-
dents and unassessed. Mr. Colin Clark was the true purchaser of No. 6, it is in-
serted in his list and also in Mr. W. G. Walker's who appears to have acted as is
agent. Clained by Joseph Farrell, who entered into occupancy and possession in
the month of July,.1853, and continued to occupy up to the sale in September,
1854, when the first instalment was refused fron Iin by the agent. Recommended
that the sales made in the rinmes respectively of Snider and Stokes be cancelled for
non-coml)liance with the conditions, and the claim of Farrell allowed.

7, 8 and 9. Numbers 7 and 8 sold in the naine of Thomas Martin, and 9 in the,
name of William B. Nichols, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the
Township. Mr. Boys.of Barrie is the real purchaser of these three lots, and they
stand advertised in his lists. 7 is occupied by Joseph Anderson, and 8 and 9 is
claimed by John Purdy, who improved upon then before the sale in Septembe-'.
1854, and tendered his money for them at that time, but was refused therm by thé
Agent. Recommerded that the sales be cancelled and the lands resumed by the
Government, except 8 and 9, to which Pnrdy's pre-emption right is good.

10 ond 11 Sold it: the naine of Henry H. Croft, a non-residenît, unknown mrnd4

unassessed in the Township, but really owned by Mr. Boys, in whose list of lands'fè!
sale they appear. Clained by Thomas Plunkett, who had improved upon then-
long before the Township had been opened for sale, and who had ternporarily »a>
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doned them mving to his pre-emption rights having been disregarded by the Agent
at the sale in September 1854. Reconimendcd that the sale made ii the name of
Croft be cancelled for non-compliance wih the conditions, and the claim of Plunkett
allowed.

12 and 13. Sold in the name of Thomas Kennedy, a non-resident and unknown
in the Towinship, and used as a "stalking horse" frIN MIr. Boys of Barrie, who
was the true purchaser, and in whose list of larids for sale they appear. Neither of
the lots are assessed or occupied. Recomnended that the sales be cancelled-and
die hnds resumned by the Government.

14 and 15. Like the last two, sold to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in the nane of
N1iclael Kennedy, who is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Town-
ship. William Grier lately entered on those lots, but Robert Ferguson entered into
possession of then prior to the general sale in 1854, at which time the Agent re-
fused fron him the first instalment. Recommended that the sale made in the name
of Kennedy be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the laim of
Ferguson allowed.

16 and 17. Sold in the nane of George Caverly, a fictitious name used by
Colin Clark, to cloak the saine to himself; both lots appear in his list of "lands be-
longing to one p1erson." They are claimed by Thomas Davis, who had entered into
the possession of them long prior to the sale in September, 1854, and who had
twice tendered his money for them (once at the sale, and once sibscquently) to the
Agent, but was refused. Recomrnended that the sale made in the name of Caverly
be cancelled for non-compliance vith the conditions, and the claim of Davis allowed.

18 and 19. Sold iii the nane of Isaac Holliday, whose naie was used ficti-
tiously by Colin Clark, to cloak the sales to himself They are claimed by Edward
King, who entered into the occipation of them in June 1854 ; attended the sale in
September following ; tendered the money for the first instalment to the Agent,
wlio would not grant his pre-emption right. Recommended that the claim of Holli-
day be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of King
allowed.

20, 21 and 22. Number 20 is returned by the Agent as unsold, and 21 and 22
as sold to George J. Boyd, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township,
and clcarly a naine Used by Mr. Boys of Barrie to cover the sale to himself, as both
lots appear in his list of lands for'sale. Lots 21 and 22 are claimed by a man named
John Farrell, who it appears was the first and only settler upon either lot,' having
gone on them in the ionth of September 1858, and attended the sale, intending to
purchase at Goderich, in Septenber 1854, when lie was forced to abandon his pos-
session by the Agent's selling to another person (Boys) and refusing Farrell's money.
Reconnended that the sale made to Boyd be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, that lot 20 be resuned by Govermment, and that the claim of Farrell to
21 and 22 be allowed.

23, 24, and 25. Numbers 23 and 24 sold in the name of Christopher Harrison,
and 25 in the name of William Hay. Harrison and Hay are both non-residents,
unknown and unassessed in the Township, and their names have been used by Mr.
Boys of Barrie, who was the real purchaser, as a cloak for the sale to hirnself.,
Number 23 is vacant, but 24 and 25 are clairied by Mark Forester, who it is proved
entered upon thein in the month of Juje, 1854. Erected a house and made clear-
ing and other improvements. At the sale in September following, he offered the
first instalment Ibr them, (vide his claim in the Appendix) but they were refused
by the Agent. Recommended that the sale made in the nanes respectively of Har-
rison and Hay be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions ; that number'
23 be resumed by the Government, and that Forester's claim to 24 and 25 be
allowedl.

26 and 27. The first sold in the name of William Hay, (vide 25,) and the
second in name of George Palmer, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in

A. 1857.
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the Township. The names of Hay and Palmer have both been usel by Mr. BI3ys,
o Barrie, as " stalking horses," to cloak the sales to himself, as both lots appear
in his list of lands for sale. Both lots are vacant and unassessed. Timothy [iWe.
Evitt bas put in a claim for them before the Commissioners, on behal f of his sou,
John MeEvitt, whom he states entered upon them in April, 1854, and had cleared
an acre uipon then, prior to lie sale in September of that year, when he offered
to purchase ihem, but was refused. They have also been clairned by Hugh llolliis.
head, (as also number one in the eighth concession,) who states lie eniered upon
them in Mîrch, 1854, and on whose behalf it is proved satisfactorily the nonëy
was tendrel to the Agent, but refused at the sale that year. Recommnended ihat
the sales made to Hay and Palmer respectively, be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by Governient.

28 and 29. Boli sold in the name of Richard Anderson, Sen'r, a non resideit,
unknown and unassessed in ihe Township. Claimed by Edward Weeks, who en-
tered upon then in Jure, 1854, (as did also a man narried Williamïx Ekins, who sub-
sequý ntly changed to 18 and 19, n concession A,) and who tenlered tie first instal-
ment to the Agent at the sale at Goderich, in September, 1854, but was refused the
lots. Recommended that the sale to Anderson be cancelled foi non-compliaice
with tue conditions, and the claim of' Weeks alloved

30 and 31. Sold in the name of James Sonerville, a non residenf, unknown
and unasses>ed in the Township, and whose name was used by Colin Clarke to
cloak the sale to himself. Botli lots are inserted in the list of Colin Clark, and of
his agent, W. G. Walker. They are claimed by James Ferguson, who hd entered
into possession of then in Maich, 1854, and who attended as a pirchase r at the
sale a. Goderich, in September follo\ing, but was refused them by the Agent. Two
men (James Muir, Jun'r, and George Grey,) have lately entered <n, tkose lots also,
Recomnended that the sale made in the name of Somerville be caticelled for non-
compliance with the conditi, ns, and the claim of Ferguson allowed.

32 and 33. Number 32 sold in the name of George Palm'er, (vide lot 27;)
and number 33 in the name of John E. Murphy, both non-residents, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Both lois are occupied by Nesbitt Big. er, who has
made considerable improvernents upon them. 32 is inserted in Mr. boys' list of' lots
for sale. Recommended that the sales to Palmer and Murphy be cancelled, and the
lands resurmed by the Government.

34 and 35. Lot 34 sold in name of Alexander Henderson, and 35 in the name
of Francis Wyan. Henderson is a resident settler and assessed. Wynn translerred
his right to Michael Barlow, and Barlow to John Heritaze, who is also a resident
settler. Recommended that the sales to H1enderson and Wynn be confirmed.

36 and 37. Number 36 sold in the name of John E. Murphy, (vide 33,) and 37
sold to John Adams. Murphy is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in tlie
Township. Adams is a resident settler, assessed fbr both lots, and had cleared and
otherwise improved upon thiem prior to the general sale in September, 1854. Rë-
commended that the sale of 36 be cancelled, for non-compliance witih the condi-
tions, and the claim of Adains to that lot be allowed, and that the sale of 87 be
confi rid.

38 and 39. Sold to Alexander Ireland, a resident settler, and assessed for both
lots. Recornrnended that the sale be confirmed.

Concession C.
11 and 12. Sold in the name of Richard Miller, a non-resident, unknown d

unassessed in the Township. Both lots are occupied by John McPherson, who firàt
entered upon them in March, 1854. He attended the gencral sale in Goderich, i
January, 1855, and offered the first instalment to the Agent, but it was refused,,tht
lots hiaving been sold at the general sale in the month of September previods. Mb-
P herson still. occupies the lots, is assessed for them, and claimed themi befôr'l
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Commissioners. Recommended that the sale to Miller be cancelled, for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and the land resurned by Government.

13 and 14. Sold in the name of' H-enry Rowsell, the well known bookseller
and stationer in this city, whose name was doubtless used by the Agent, to cloak
ihe sale to his brother Dr. Clark, who was the .true purchaser, and in whose list of
lands, and his agents', Mr. John Adams and Mr. G. W. Truman, they appear. The
lots are claimed by William Ferguson, who entered upon them in the month of
September, 1853, and continued to occupy them up to the sale in.September of the
following year, when he- attended at Goderich, and tendered the first instalment for
then, which the Agent refused to receive, alleging that they had been sold. Re-
commended that the sale to Rowsell be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, and the claim of Ferguson allowed.

15 and 16. One half of each of these lots sold in the name of James Blair,
and the other halves sold in the name of S. W. Roberts, both non-residents, un-
known and unassessed in the Township, and doubtless like the two last, used by
the Agent to cover the sale to his brother, in whose list, as well as in the lists of bis
agents, Messrs. Adams and Truman, they appear for sale. They are vacant and
unazsess d. Reconmended that the sales be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the land resumed by Governrment.

17 and 18. Number 17 sold in the name of John Ritchie, (vide 36 in letter A,)
and 18 in the name of Francis Callender, both non-residents, unknown and unas-
sessed in the Township, and whose names doubtiless were used to cloak the sales
to the real purchasers. Mr. Ritchie is a well known builder in this city, and the
lot, of which he is the nominal purchaser, appears in the ist of lands advertised
for sale by Dr. Clark and his agents, Messrs. John Adans and Mr. Truman. Mr.
Calender is said to be a resident of the United Kingdom, for whom Colin Clark
acted, and the lot now under consideration, appears in the list of Mr. Colin Clark,
and ot' his agent, W. G. Walke.. Bath lots are claimed by John Hawly, who en-
tered utpon them in May, 1854; had an acre cleared and a shanty raised before the
general sale in September of that year. The agent refused every application to
purchase made by Hawly. Recominended that the sale made in the names re-
spectively of Ritehoy and Callender be cancelled, for non-compiance with the condi-
tions, and the land resuned by the Governnent.

19, 20, 21 and 22. Number 19 sold in name of Francis Callender, (vide 18.)
Nunber 20 marked as vacant upon the Agent's map; 21 sold to Duncan McPher-
son, and 22 to A. T. Colvin. Callender is reputed to be a non-rcsident of the
Province, and to be one of those speculators for whom Colin Clark acts- as agent.
The lot (19) of which he was the reputed purchaser, is in Mr. Colin Clark's list of
lands, and in that of' bis agent W. G. Walker. Duncan McPherson is a resident
settier and assessed for 21. A. T. Colvin is doubtless a feigred name used by the
agent to cloak the sale of 22 to bis son, Colin, in whose list of lands it appears.
George Ireland claims 19, and purchased lot 20, (though returned as vacant) and
bas clearly made out bis pre-emption right to both lots. Duncan McPherson claims
lot 22 and has also clearly made out his pre-emption right. Recommended that the
sales made to Callender and Colvin respectively be cancelled for non-coinpliance
with the. conditions, and 1hat the claim of Ireland to 19'and 20 and of McPherson
to 21 and 22 be allowed.

23 and 24. Sold to Peter Patrick, a resident settlei' and assessed; claimed by
Duncan McPherson, Juiir., who also resides upon them and is assessed for them.
Recommended that the sale to Patrick be confirmed.

25 and 26. The first sold in the name of A. T. Colvin, (vide 22) and the second
in the name of William Float, both names evidently used as mere "stalkinyhorses" to cloak the sale to Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list of lands they appear, as
also in the list of bis agent, W. G. Walker. They are both occupied by James
Cowley, formerly of the 7th Dragoon Guards, who settled upon them in Mar'ch,

A. 1897.
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1854, is assessed for thern, and bas clearly established is pre-emption right to them.'
Recoinmended that the sales made noninally to Colvin and Float be cancelled fo,
non-conipliance with the conditions, and the clain of Cowley allowed.

27 and 28. Sold nominally to John Kennedy, but in reality to the Agent's
brother, Dr. Clark, in whose list of lands. as also iii bis Agent's, Mr. Truman, they
appear. They arc claimed by lezekiah Belton, who bas resided upon them and
whose pre-emiotion rights were disregarded by the Agent. Recommended that the
sales made noninally to Kehnedy be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and the claim of Belton allowed.

29 and 30. The first sold in nanie of Robert Spratt, and the second in the name
of Alexander Robertson. Spratt is a non-resident and unassesscd, understood to
be a Clerk in an Insurance Office in this City, over which Dr. Clark presided. The
lot is advertised in the list of Dr. Clark, and of bis agent, Mr. Truman. Robert'
son is a resident settler and assessed.. A person nanied John Campbell finding 29
vacant has recently entered into possession of i and is naking imnprovements upon
it. Recormended that the sale made to Spralt of 29 be cancelled for non compli.-
ance with the conditions, atid the land resumed by Government, and that the sale
of 30 be confirmed.

31 and 32. Number 31 returned by the Agent as vacant, and 32 as sold t'
William McCrea, who is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township,
and no doubt used by the Agent to cover the sale to his brother, Dr. Clark, in,
whose list of lands for sale as also in bis agent's, Mr. Truman, it appears. John.
Mackay claims both lots, the .Agent having allowed him one, (31) but has clearly
proved his pre-eniption right to both. Recommended that the sale of 32 made in
iame of McCrea be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the

claim of Mackay to both lots be adrnitted.
33 and 34. North half of each of those lots sold to W. J. Fry, and the south,-

half of each sold to Mathew Sharpin; the riame of Fry was used by the Agent
merely as a sham to covèr the sale to bis son Colin Clark, who was the true pur-.
chaser. Sharpin is a resident settler, assessed for both lots, and has.large improve-
ments upon them; bis pre-emption right was disregarded by the Agent, who sold
nominally to Fry, but in reality to bis son. Recomrnended that the sale to Fry be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Sharpin to
both lots be allowed.

85 and 36. Nurmber 35 sold to William Leiper, and 36 to Edward G. O'Brièn
Leiper is a resident settler and assessed. The O'Brien whose name was used by the
Agent, is Colonel Edward G. O'Brien of this City, who, at the time of the sale was
an offieer in the Insurance Company over which Dr. Clark, the Agent's brother,v,.

presided, and who was in reality the true purchaser. The lot is inserted in bis list of
Iands for sale, and also in the list of his agent, Truman. It is claimed by John
McLeod, a resident settler, who is assessed for the lot, and wlo has clearly estab-
lished bis pre-emption right to it. Recommended that the sale tO Leiper be con-
firmed, and that the sale to O'Brien be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and the claiin of McLeod allowed.

37 and 38. Both sold in the name of George A. Hine, a non-resident, unknow!ýy
and unassessed in the Township, and evidently used by the Agent to cloak the sale
to his brother, in wbose list of lands for sale it appears, as also in the list of bis
agent, Truman. Both lots are claimed by John Page as the original settler, 'An, I
who tendered the first instalment for them at the sale in September, 1854. Num
ber 37 is also claimed by Abraham Farrell, who appears to have been' the
original settler upon that lot, and who (as well as Page) tendered the first in-
stalment at the land sale. Recommended that the sale made in the nime of Hine
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Farné
to lot 87 and of Page to lot 38 be allowed.
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39 and 40. Both sold to William McKee, a resident settler and assessed. Re-
commended that the sale be confirmed.

HOWICK.

First Concession.
6 and 7. Both sold to J. Campbell, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in

the Township. Claimed by James H. Eaton, who had been settled upon them prior
to the 'Township being openied for sale, but who was refused them at the general sale
in September 1854, by the Agei.z. Recommended that the sale to Campbell be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Eaton allowed.

8, 9 and 10. Num ber 8 sold in name of Henry Boys, jun., and 9 and 10 in the
name of John lolden, senr. They are both non-residents, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Number 8 was really sold to Colin Clark, in whose list of lands
as well as in that of his agent, W. G. Walker it appears ; the lot is vacant and unas-
sssed. 9 and 10 are claimed by John Webb, who purchased from John McGee,
who wis truly the original purchaser, (the lots were twice sold by the agent.)
Holden, though entered as the purchaser, in reality purchased from the Agent's son
after they had been sold to McGee, and for which he paid £50 to him (Colin
Clark.) 1-lolden is a resident of Goderich, and speculated pretty largely in these
lands. Recommended that the sales made to Boys and Holden be cancelled for
non-compliance with the conditions; that lot 8 be resumed by the Government, and
that Webb's claim to lots 9 and 10 be allowed.

il, 12 nnd 13. Number 11 sold in the name of John Holden, senr., (vide 9
and 10); number 12 to Robert Armstrong and 13 to Charles Armstrong. The sale
of number 11 to Holden was but a shain sale to caver the sale to Colin Clark, for
whose benefit the lot was sold to Holden (after having first been sold to Armstrong);
number 12 is claimed hy Jacob B. Cooke, who states he made some improvements,
but did not reside on the lot, prior to the general sale. John Archer claims lot 13
as the original settler upon it; he does not, however, reside upon it, nor did he
make application to purchase till March 1855 (six months after the lot had been
sold.) Recommend that the sale of number 11, made in the narre of Holden, be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of John Armstrong
to purchase it be allowed, and that the sales of numbers 12 and 13 be confirmed.

14 and 15. Sold to Joseph J. Smith, a resident settler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

16 and 17. The first sold to William Orton, and the second to William J..
Stewart, both non-residents and unassessed. Orton claims both lots as he occupies
them, had macle large improvements upon them prior to the sale, and were sold to
him (for whih he holds the receipts) by the Agent, as also to the Rev. Mr. Stewart,.
(bcing a double sale). Mr. Stewart not being a residerit, and not having made any
improvements, the Commissioners recommend that the sale made to him be can-
celled, and the sale to Orton confirmed.

18 and 19. Lot 18 sold to Jonathan Leopard, and 19 to Charles Armstrong,.
both residents and assessed. Leopard clains both lots froin being the first settler.
Recommended that both sales be confirmed.

20 and 21. Number 20 sold to James Orton, and 21to William Leopard. Orton,
is a resident and assessed, A person named James Davidson occupies 21, and is.
assessed for it.. Recommended that the sale to Orton be confirmed, and that the-
sale to Leopard be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land,
resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that Davidson is acting for or
under him (Leopard). E2 4
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22 and 23. The first sold to Lucy Bolton and the second to Arnold Aldrick.
Bolton is a resident settler and assessed. Aldrick is not assessed, and is believedto
be a rion-resident, whose name was used to suit the object of the real purchaser.
A man named John Franklin occupies the lot; claimed it before the Coninissioners
and bas made large improvements upon it. Récommended that the sale to Bolton
be confirmed, that the sale to Aldrick be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, and the land resumed by the Government.

24 and 25. Lot 24 sold to William Hurlbut, and 25 to William Deeian, both
resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

26 and 27. Number 26 sold to Peter McGaw, and 27 to Delnari Baker. McGaw
is a non resident and unassessed, but Baker occupies bis lot and is assessed for it.
Baker's lot (27) is occipied by one Silas Wood, who is also assessed for it. Recom-
mended that both sales be confirmed,

28 and 29. Lot 28 is returned upon the Agent's map as unsold, and 29 as sold
to Elizabeth Newbiggin. Mrs. Newbiggin is a non-resident and unassessed, and
understood to be a resid, nt of this city, whose name was used as a cloak to the sale
made to the agent's brother, Dr. Clark, in whose list as well as in that of his agent,
Mr. Truman, the lot appears for sale. Silas Wood claims lot 28 and Stephen
Wood to 29 be admitted.

80, 31 and 32. Number 30 sold to Robert Young, 31 to John Aristrong, and
32 to Mrs. A. Murray. Yuung is a resident settler and assessed. Armstrong and
Murray are non-residents and unassessed. Mrs. Murray, if not Armstrong's name,
was ised to cloak the sale to the real purchaser, who is understood to be Mr. Colin
Clark, as the lot appears in his list of lands, and also in the list advertised by John
Adams and W. G. Walker. 31 is occupied by a person named Thomas Wallaee,
who is also assessed for it. Reconmended that the sale made to Young be confirmed
and that the sale made in the names of Armstrong and Murray respectively, be
cancelled for non-compliance with th. conditions, and the lands resumed by the
Governinent, unless it shall appear that Wallace, on lot 31, is acting for or under
Armstrong.

Second Concession.

2 and 3. Number 2 is a very snall gore, and No. 3 was sold to Adolphus W,
McMahon who is a non-resident and unassessed. A man named John Page occu-
pies No. 2 and is assessed for it. Thomas Wakeford who resides on the adjoining
lot (4) al'3o claims the lot as the first settler upon it. Recommended that the sale
to McMalion be cancelled for non-conipliance with the conditions, and the land re-
sumed by the Government.

4 and 5. Lot 4 sold to Thomas Wakeford, and No. 5 to Francis Quickfall, both
,resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirned.

6, 7, and 8. Number 6 sold to John Sharpin, No. 7 returned on the Agent's
plan as unsold, and 8 sold to Elizabeth Anderson. Sharpin is a resident setder
.and claims No. 7 as well as No. 6, for which see his proofs in the appendix, Elizà-
beth Anderson is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township, and the
name bas evidently been used by the Agent's son, Mr. Colin Clark,. to cover the
'sale to himself. The lot appears in his list of lands before referred to. Recorn-
mended that the sale of No. 8 to Elizabeth Anderson be cancelled for non-com-
pliance with the conditions. That Sharpin's claim to No. 6 and No. 7 be allowed,
and that No. 8 be resumed by the Government.

9 and 10. Both sold to Chipman Jacques, a resident settler and assessed.
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

11. Sold in the name of William T. Stewart (vide 17 in first concession).hN
is a non-resident and unassessed. The lot is vacant. Recommended that thesale
be cancelled for non-cornpliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by thV
'Government.
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12 and 13. Both lots sold to James McDerrnid, a resident settler and assessed.
Recommended that the sale be confirrned.

14 and 15. Both sold to Michael R. Andrew who appears to be a non-resident
and unassessed. The lots are claimed by Joseph William Cooke; and by Charles
William Pickford, the latter claims to have purchased the7lots in the nane of his
friend Michael R. Andrew, and to have subsequently sold them to Cooke for a coà-
sideration which was not fulfillcd by him (Cooke). Cooke claims them as weil by
original occupation as by pirchase. Recommended that the sale of both lots to
Andrew be confirmed, and that Cooke be allowed No. 15 as the assignee of Andreew.

16. Sold to Colin Clarke (vide 16 in lie third concession also,) son to the
Agent, a non-resident and unassessed. Peter Cooke and Charles W. Pickford oc-
cuI)y this lot and are both assessed for it. Recommended that the sale. to Clarlke
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by'Gó-
vernnrnt, unless it shall appear that either Cooke or Pickford is acting for or under
him (Clarke.)

17 and 18. Both sold to John Roe, a résident settler and assessed. Recomi-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

19, 20 and 21. 19 sold to William Walker, 20 to Henry Miller, and 21 to
Frederick Johnston. Walker is a non-resident and unassessed. He resides ai "r
noar the City of Kingston, in the County of Frontenac. The lot is occupied by one
James Davison who is assessed for it, and who purchased the possession of Elenry
Miller vho was the original settler, and to whoni the Agent should have sol thè
lot upon bis application. Davison now claims the lot as assignee of Miuer. Miller
(who is the iurchaser of No. 20,) is a resident settler and assessed. Johnston is l
resident and assessed. Recommended that the sale of No. 19 made in namie of
Walker, be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Davi-
son allowed, and that the sale of No. 20 to Miller and of 21 to Johnson, be both
confirned.

22, 23 and 24. Lot 22 sold to Arnold Aldrick, and 23 and 24 to Mary Ann
Clark. Aldrick is a resident settler and assessed. Miss Clarke is understood to be
a danghter of the local agent at Goderich, and of course is neither resident nor
assessed.. Joseph Leadbeater claims lot 24 as the first settler upon it and as the
present occupant and assessed for it. Aldrick, who purchased 22 also occupies 23,
and is assessed for it also. Recommended that the sale of 22 to Aldrick be cdd-
firmed, and that the sales of 23 and 24 to Miss Clark be cancelled for non-comn
pliance with the conditions, and the land resuned by the Government.

25, 26, 27 and 28. Nuiber 25 sold to Thomas Wallace, 26 to Arnold Aldrick
(vide 22), 27 to Paul Aldrick, and 28 to Elijah Ellis. Wallace is not a resident of
25 but of number 3 in the first concession, and the lot purchased by him is occu-
pied by one Benjamin Darcy, Who is also assessed for it. The two Aldricks (Ar-
nold and Paul) are both resident settlers. Ellis is a non-resident settler and unas-
sessed, and his lot (28) is occupied by one Peter Auker who is also assessed for It.
Recommended that the sale of 2.5 to Wallace be cancelled for non-coiplirice with
the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that
Darcy is acting for or under him (Wallace), that the sale of 2d and of 27 to the A-
dricks be confirmed, and that the sale of 28 to Ellis be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by Government, unless it shall appear
that Auker is acting for or under him (Ellis.)

29 and 30. Both sold to Robert McDonald, a resident settler and assessed,
Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

31 and 32. No. 31 sold to Patrick MeIlhargy and 82 to Robert Kerr. Md-"
Ilhargy is a non-resident, and the lot unassessed. Kerr is a resident settler and
assessed. A mati nanid Mark Ellis hcs lately entered upoi lot 31, and thouch
not assessed for it, has made and continues to make. improvements upon it, intÀ
hope of ultimately being allowed to purchase. Recommended that the sale of St
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to McIlhargy be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land re-
sumed by Government, and the sale of 82 to Kerr be confirmed.

THird Concesion.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of James Mahon, a non-resident, unknown and un-
assessed in the Township, and supposed to have been used to cover the sale, which
was made in reality to a speculator residing at London, in the County of Middlesex,
U. C., by whom the lot was subsequently sold at a large advance to one Mary Quick-
fall, who now occupies the lots and is assessed for them. Allen Ireland claims the
lot as the original settier, and was most unjustly refused them by the Agent, whose
conduct was very reprebensible. The Commissioners would gladly advise the can-
celling of the original sale, had not the lots been subsequently sold in good faith,
and the bona-fide purchaser became an actual settler. They therefore recommend
the sale to be confirmed, and that Ireland be permitted to purchase a lot in some
other part of the Township.

3, 4, 5, 6 and 7. Number 3 sold to Francis Quickfall, 4 to Hugh Hollinsbead,
5 to Thomas Thompson, 6 to William Dunham, and 7 marked on the Ager t's map
as vacant and unsold Quickfall and Hollinshead are residents and assessed.
Thompson is a non-resident and unassessed. Dunham's son, (Jonathan) la assessed
for number 5, and John Wiggins for number 6, number 7 is vacant. Hugh HIollins-
head claims 5 as being the first settler under agreement with Dunham ; and Wil-
iiam Dunham claims 7, as the first and the only settier. This last Lot (7) though
marked unsold on Agent's map, was in reality sold to bis brother, Dr. Clark, and
now stands in the list of lands advertised by him, and by bis agents Messrs. Adami
and Truman, at Goderich. Recommended that the respective sales of Nos. 3 to
Quickfall, 4 to Hollinshead and 6 to Dunham be confirmed, that sale of No.',o
Thompson be cancelled, and that Hollinshead's claim to number 5 and Dunham's to
number 7 be allowed.

8, 9 and 10. Number 8 sold in the name of Elizabeth Newbiggin, and numbers
9 and 10 in the name of Isabella Clark. These are, duibtless, fiigned names to
cloak the true purchaser, who was the Agent's son, Colin Clark, in whose list of
lands both 8 and 10 appear. Isabella Clark is the daughter of the Agent, and Mrs.
:Tewbiggin a well-known resident of this city. Jonathan Dunham claims No.o8,
upon which he had entered and made improvements prior to the sale, and at which
be was refused the lot by the Agent. Hugh Dockett claims 9 and 10 as the first
and only settler upon them, as being refused them at the sale, and being stilg n
occupant and assessed for them. Recommended that the sales to Newbiggin and
Clark be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claims of Dun,
bain and Dockett allowed. Colin Clark bas lately sold No. 10 to a person naied
Alexander Murray for £75.

11, 12, 18 and 14. Numbers 11 and 14 sold to Charles Pickford, and 12,and
18 to John McDermid. Pickford is not a resident npon either of thoso lots, but hye
is assessed for No. 11. His naine was clearly used by Colin Clark, and that toq
with the knowledge and connivance of the Agent to conceal the purchase, to hih
.,Colin Clark) and to deprive Leonard Sampkin, as the assignee of Jacob Cooke (thé
first settler) as also of Pickford (the nominal purchaser) of bis just claim to lota14
Simpkins resides on 14, is assessed for it, and bas made considerable improvemints
upon it. MeDermid is a resident settler and assessed. George Bigger dlaims No.11
as having improved upon it in June 1854. Recommended that the sale-of J1 and
14 to Pickford be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim
of Biggar to 11, and of Sampkin to 14 be allowed, and that the sale of 12 and 18
to McDermid be confirmed.

15 and 16. The first sold to Jacob Cooke, and the second to Colin Clark ( ide
16 in second concession). Cooke is a resident settler and assessed. Clark sa he,ý
son. of the Agent and resident at Goderich. The lot 16 is occupied by Cooke's 8Ofl

A. 1857
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who has made large improvements upon it, and who had occupiied it previous to thé
lqnd sale in September 1854, and was most improperly refused it at that time by the
Agent. Recommended that the sale of No. 15 to Jacob Cooke be confirmed, that
the sale of 16 to Clark bè cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and thë
claim of Peter Cook allowed.

17 and 18. Seventeen sold to ArthurJohnston, and 18 to William Majoribank .
Johnston is a resident settler and assessed for both lots. Majoribanks is a mere
fictitiois name, used by the Agent to cloak the sale to his son (Colin Clark) in whose
list of lands as well as in that of his Agent (W. G. Walker) it appears. Johnsti
claims the lot ftom actual residence and improvements made prior to the sale in
Septemnber 1854, and from having been rèfused it by the resident Agent. . RecoMý
mended that the sale of 17 to Johnston be confirmed, that- the sale of 18 to Majoii
banks be -cancelled for non-compliance tvith the conditions, and the claim of Johnstoù
a[lowed.

19, 20 and 21. Number 19 sold in nane of Alexander S. Cambie, 20 in the
name of William MAjoribaiks, (vide 18,) ahd 21 in the name of William Malcolrá.
Cambie, Majoribanks ànd Malcolm are all non-residents and unassessèd. Cambe
resides in Toroito, and Malcolm in Goderich. George Bolton claims those lots for
himseltf ard fmily, is assessed for them, rosides upon them, and has made largý
improvements uipon them. He purchased the pre-emption rights of the first settlers
and was unjustly refused them at the time of sale in September 1854. Thè Agen
prcferring to give thei to his son and to his brother to speculate ont of them. Re-
mended that the sales made in the rnames of Cambie, Majoribanks and Malcolrîý
respectively, he cancelled fir non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of
Bolton allowed.

22, 23, and 24. Number 22 sold to George Bolton, and 23 and 24 to Joseph
Williamson, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the saleà
be confirrned.

25 and 26. Nunber !5 sold to Silas Williams, and 26 to Duncan McDonald.
Williams is a resident settier and assessed. McDonald is a well known mer,-
chant and Bank Director in.this city, whose nane was used by the Agent to cloak
the sale to his brother, Dr. Clark, in whose list of advertised lands, as well as1i
ihat of his Agent, (Truman,) it appears. . The lot is claimed by William M. Ellis
who purchased from the original settler his right of possession, who occupied
and improved it prior to the sale in Septe>mber, 1854, and who now occupies and
is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale of 25 to Williams be coifirmedj
that the sale of 26 made in the naine of Mc Donald. be cancelled for non-complit.
ance with the conditions, and the claim of Ellis allowed.

27 and 28. Both sold in the naine of John Mcllhargy, a non-resident, un-
known and unassessed in the Township. Jarmes M. Ellis has occupied 27 since
October, 1854; is assessed for it, and claimed it before the Commissioneês. '20
is claimed by George Bigger, who had entered upon it prior to the sale, tendëréd
bis money for it at that time, but was refused it, and in consequence thére6f
abandoried it till now, when he claimed before the Commission. Recotmëèndd
that the sale made in the nanie of Mehllargy be cancelled for non-cordiplin
with the conditions ; that lot 27 be resu med by the Governrnent; arid that Bigger
claim to 28 be allowed. A

29; 30, 31 and 32. Lot 29 sold in the narme of James Nicholl,'30 te Hedir
Boys, Sen'r, 3 u to Henry Boys,' Juan'r, and 32 returred otitheAgat's map'dà
unsold. Nicholl and Boys are both non-residents and' unassessed. Nichoîl i&
sides in Goderieh, and Boys in Barrie. ArthurJohnston oceupiës29,andissess
for it; 30 and 3 are vacant, aid 31 -is ôòeipied by:Williamn Siepace, hois alsô
assessed for it. ,Wiliiarn Young claims 30Sand 82, havingeïntered'upon thèrd
prior to the land sale in Septenberi 1854 offired at, that period to purchiaie
theni, but was refused by the Agent. Recommended that the sale te Nicholl of
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29 be cancelled, and the land resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear
that Johnston is acting for or under him (Nicholl); that the sale to Boys of 30
and 31 be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions ; that Young's claim
tò 30 and 32 be allowed, and that 3 be resumed by Government.

Fourth Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Nmrnbers 1 and 2 soId in the name of William MeKerriker,

8 and 4 in the name of John Mahon, and 5 sold to John Robinson. MeKeriiker
and Mahon are non-residents, unknown and unassessed, reside at London, County
of Middlesex, and are believed to be used to cloak the real purchaser. Robinson
is a resident settler and assessed, and claims number 4 upon which he had settled
prior to the sale in 1854, when.the lot was refused him. William Tweedy claims
1 and 2, upon which he entered and improved in March 1854, expectinîg to get it
at the sale in September following, but was refused it by the Agent. A man of the
naie of John Doud resides on No. 3, and is assessed for it. Recomnended thîat
the sales of 1 and 2 made in nane of MeKerriker be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the claim of Tweedy be allowed, that the sale of 3 and 4
to Mahon be cancelled, for non-comp>liance with the conditions, that No. 3 be re-
sumed by the Governiment, unless it shall appear that Doud is acting for or under
him (Mahon) on number 3, that Robinson's claim to No. 4 be allowed, and that the
sale of number 5 be confirmed.

6, 7, 8 and 9. The two first sold to Henry Smnith, Senr., and the two last t0
Henry Snith, Junr.. b>th resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the
sales be confirni'd.

9 and 10. Both sold in the name of William Edmonds, a. non-resident and
unassessed. Nuniber 10 appears upon Dr. Clark's list of lands as one of his lots; it
is occupied by a mari named David Lusk, who is assessed for it and also for No. 11.
Recommended that the sale to Edmonds be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, unless it shall appear that Lusk is acting for or under him, (Ed monds.)

12, 13 and 14. Number 12 returned on hIe Agent's mai> as unsold, and 13and
14 as sold to 1'rancis Edmunds. No. 12 is occupied by Joseph Oliver, who is also
assessed for it, 13 by Thomas R. Gilpin, and 14 by Leonard Lampkin, both of whom
are assessed. Recommended that the sale of 13 and 14 to Ednonds be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and that all·these lots be resumed by Gov-
krnment, unless i shall appear that Oliver, Gilpin or Lampkin are acting for or under
the original purchaser,

15 and 16. Number 15 sold to Jacob Cook and 16 to John L. Walker, both
resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

17, 18 and 19. Number 17 sold in the naine of Joseph Carroll, and 18 and 19
Sold to John Armstrong. Carroll is a non-resident and unassessed, and a man
named Joseph Arnold occupies the lot and is assessed for it. Armstrong is a resi-
dent settler and assessed. Recommended that the sale to Carroll be cancelled f r
non-compliance with the conditions, and the land (lot 17) resumed by the Govera-
m ent, unless it shall appear that Arnold is acting for or tirder him, (Carroll) and tht
the sale of 19 to Arnstrong be confirmed.

20, 21, 22, 23 and 24. Number 20 soMd to Walter Hossie, 21 toJohr Bloomily>
22 to Charles Harrison, 23 to Peter McGraw, and 24 to Archibald McDon@d.
Bloomily, MeGraw, and McDonald are resident settlers and assessed. Iossie and
Harrison are non-residents and unassessed, and supposed, to be fictitios naimes d
by the Agent ta cloak the sale to his son. No. 20 appears upon Colin Clark's jist
of lands. John Bloom:ly claims lot 21 as an original settler, which claim is wel4iù-
tained. Recommended that the sales niade to Hossie and Harrison be cancelle for
non-compliance with the conditions, that lot 22, be resumed by the Government, hà t
Bloomily's claim to 21 be allowed, andi that the sales of 22, 23 and 24 be confirrl
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25, 26, 27 and 28. Number 25 sold to James Kerr, 26 and 27 to Thomas Wal-
lace and 28 to William Darcy, all resident settlers and assessed. Recommended
that the sales be confirmed.

29, 30, 31 and 32. Lots 29 and 30 sold to John Wiggins, 31 to John Spence,
and 3- to William Spence, all residentsettlers and assessed. Recommended that the
sales be confirmed.

Fißfh Concession.

1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Number 1 sold to Alexander Collin, 2 and 3 to John H. Swan'
4 to George A. Dezeny, and No. 5 to John Donnoly. Collin, Swan, and Dezeny
are non-residents and unassessed. Donnoly is a resident settler and assessed. 1
and 4 are clained by Joha Grant, who had entered upon them seven months before
the sale in September 1854, and continued to improve upon them till- refused them
at the sale; numbers 1 and 4 are inserted in Colia Clark's list of lands, and 1 is als&
in the list of his Agent, W. G Walker. Mr. Dezeny is a resident of Goderich, and
Mr. Swan of Toronto. William Summerville claims 2 and 3, and has produced satis:-
factory proof of thejustice of his claim. They are also claimed by Francis MeDer-
mott, who has had assigned 400 acres to him (12 and 13 in the 2nd and the 3rd coh9
concession.) Number 4 is clairned by John Donnoly, who resides upon it and bas béenz
allowed No. 5. Joseph Overand claims Number 1, upon which he has lately entered
into possession. Recommended that the sales made to Collin, Swan and Dezeny
be cancelled for ron-compliance with the conditions, that the claim of Grant to I and
4, and of Sumomerville to 2 and 8 be allowed, and that the sale to Donnoly of nunber
5 be confirned.

6 and 7. Sold to Alexander Morrow, who is a non-resident and unassessed;
lhn R. Gilpin occupies both lotsand is assessed for them. Recommended that thé

sale to Morrow be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land
resumincd by the Government, unless it shall appear that Gilpin is acting for or under
him (Morrow.)

8, 9, 10 and 11. Numbers 8 and 9, sold to John Mosgrove, number 10 to
Robert Mosgrove, and 11 to Stewart Mosgrove. John Mosgrove is a non-resident
and tinassessed, and it is alleged (as the Commissioners believe truly,) that the lots
really sold to him were 8 and 9 in the sixth instead of 8 and 9 in the fifth conces,
sion, theentry in the receipt is for the sixth concession, while upon the Agent's map
it is for the fifth. Robert and Stewart Mosgrove are resident settlers and assessedl.
Charles Lewis Smith claims lots 8 and 9 as well by original occupation and
improvemeuits, as by transfer from John Mosgrove. John Gallagher also claims
them by subsequent transfer from Mosgrove. Recommended that the sales to
John, Robert, and Stewart Mosgrove be confirmed, and that Charles Lewis Smith's
name be substituted for John Mosgrove's, for lots 8 and 9.

12, 13, 14 and 15. Numbers 12 and 13 sold to George Glynn, 14 to John
Horton, and 15 to William Boys. Glynn is reputed to be a convict confined in the
Provincial Penitentiary for horse stealing. Horton is a non-resident and unassessed.
and Boys is the well known land agent and speculator residing at Barrie in Count
ty of Sirncoe; lot 14 is in Colin Clark's list of lands and also in the list otis agent
W. G. Walker. Joseph D. Faucett edaims 12 and 13 from original settlement ana
inprovements, first commenced in June 1854. Joha Rutledge claims 14 as being
for somre tirme past a resident settler thereon. John Lampkçin has 'also put in a
claim for lot 14, founded upon subsequent oecupation and cledring. A person
named An'lrew H-unter resides on 13 and is also assessed for it. Lampkin resides oh
14 and Simon Little on 15, and both are also assessed. Recommencled that the
sales made respectively to George Glynn, John1Horton, and William Boys, be.icati-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Goverin-
ment, except in the case of 12 and 1.3, to which-lots the claim ofJoseph D. Faucett
is allowed.

A. 185'f
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16, 17, 18 and 19. Numbers 16 and 17 sold to John Southern, Senr., 18 to Wi-1.
liam Southern and 19 toJohn F. A. Souihern, ail are resident settlers and assessed.
Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

20, 21, 22, 23 and 24. Number 20 sold to William Malcolm, 21 and 23 to
Ezra Rogers, 22 to Richard Rogers, and 24 to Catharine Darcy. Malcolm isa
non-resident, unknown, and unassessed. Rogers and Darcy are both resident set-
tiers and assessed. Arthur Mitchell occupies 22 and is assessed for it. William
Curren claims number 20, having entered upon it long before the township was
opened for sile, and been refused it by the Agent at the sale. Recomrnended that
the sale of 20 to Malcolm be cancelled for non compliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Curren allowed, and that the sales of 21, 22, 23, and 24 to Ezra
Rogers, Richard Rogers, and Catharine Darcy be confirmed.

25, 26, 27 and 28. Lots 25 and 26 sold to William Hodges, and 27 and 28 to
Michael Jorden, both non.residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Lot
25 is claimed by William Curren, and 26 and 27 by John Curren, who entered
upon their lots in the month of October, 1853, attended the sale at Goderich to pur-
chase in September, 1854, and vas then refused the lot by the Agent. Lot 28 was
first sold to George Armstrong who resides upon it, but the sale was improperly
cancelled in favor of Jorden. Recommended that the sales made in the names of
Hodges and Jorden p etively, be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions ; tha, theclim of Wlliam Curren to 25, of John Curren to 26 and 27, and of
George Armstrong to 28 be allowed.

29, 30, 31 and 32. Number 29 sold to William Spence, 30 to Betsey Archi-
bald, 31 to John Wiggans, and 32 to Campbell Hyndnan. They are ail resident
settlers and assessed, except Archibald, and her lot is occupied by William Spence,
who is also assessed for it. Recornmended ihat all the sales be confirmed, except
as to nemoer 30 which is recommended to be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government.

Sixth Concession.

1, 2, 3 and 4. Lots 1 and 2 sold to John Manderson, 3 to Joseph Mander-
son, and 4 to Harrington Lewis, they arc ail non-residents and unassessed. Lots
1 and 2 are occupied by Alexander Sanderson, wno is also assessed for them. No.
3 by Alexander Walker, and 4 by James Mitchell, both of whon are asseýsdd.
Recommended that the sales to the Mandersons and Lewis be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, anîd the land resumed by the Government, unless
it shal appear that Sanderson, Walker or Mitchell are acting for or under the
original purchasers.

5, 6 and 7. Nurmber 5 sold to Thomas Boyer, and 6 and 7 to Charles Faw-
cett, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sale be con-
firmed.

8, 9, 10 and 11. Number 8 sold in the name of James -Beswick, 9 returned
on the Agent's map as unsold, 10 sold to Robert Mosgrove, and 11 to Stewart Mc-
grove. Beswick is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township, and
clearly used by Mr. Boys, of Barrie, to cover the sale to himself. The lot 8 ap-
pears in the list of advertised lands. The Mosgroves are resident settlers and as-
sessed. A man named Thomas McLaughlin occupies No. 8, and John Gallagher
number 9. Both are assessed, Recommended that the sale of No. 8 made in the
name of Beswick be oancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land
resumed hy the Government, unless it shall appear that McLaughlin is acting for
or under him (Beswick) and that the sales of 10 and 11 be conflrmed.

12 and 13. No. 12 returned on the Agent's map as unsold, and 13 sold to
John Wood, who is a resident settler and assessed for both lots. Wood claimed
12 as well as 13 before the Commissioners, but the Agent, Mr. Clark, induced
him to withdraw the claim on the 20th June, 1856, and sold him No. 12, upon con-

A. 1,857
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dition )e would say no more about the matter, and not again appear before the
Commissioners, Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

14 and 15. No. 14 sold in the name of David Jno. Thompson, and 15 to Thos.
Wade. Thompson is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township.
Wade is a resident settler and assessed. A man named Thomas McGlaughlin is
assessed for No. 14 ; he is also assessed for No. 8. Both lots are claimed 47y
Mr. W. C. Little who was the head Chairman in the survey of the Township, whio
applied to the Agent prior to the sale for the lots, had a promise of them, but was
refused them at the sale. No. 14 appears in the list of lands of Mr. John Adams
of Goderich, one of Mr. Clark's agents. Recommended that the sale of No. 14
to Thompson, be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim
of Litle to the lot allowed, and that the sale to Wade of 15 be confirmed.

16, 17, 18 and 19. Nos. 16 and 17 sold to Edward Southerin, 18 to William
Southerin, and 19 to John Southerin, junr., all resident settlers and assessed. Re-
comrnended that the sales be confirmed.

20 and 21. These two lots are reserved as Town lots, in the village called
"Jorlwick'' which is recommended to be continued.

22, 23 and 24. No. 22 sold to William J. Walker, and 23 and 24to William
A. Walker. Lot 22 was first occupied by William Millsop in the beginning of the
monthl of August, 1854, and claimed by him fror the Agent at the sale, on the 9th
of September following, when the claim was refused. On the 12th of October
folowing, he again demanded it from the agent and was again refused it, on the
sole ground (as alleged by the Agent on the back of the affidavit of occupatidn
presented to him by Millsop.) Claim of William Millsop to Lot 22, Concession 6,
iawick, disallowed ; took possession after the land was advertised for sale,-John
Clark, C. L. A. The Commissioners not conceiving this to be any ground what-
ever, to disqualify Millsop's claim, and the more especially as the lot was sold to·a
person not then in possession at all, recommended that the sale to Walker of lot
number 22 he cancelled, and the claim of Millsop allowed, and that the sale of 23
and 24 to Walker be confirmed.

25, 26 and 27. Lot 25 sold to Thomas A. Stewart, and 26 and 27 to Henry
Villie, both non-residents and unassessed ; 25 is clained by James Johnston wl)o
entered upon it in June 1854, and who was improperly deprived of it ai the general
sale in September, 1854, and who abandoned the occupation of the lot in conse-
quence of its being then refused him. 26 is occupied by one James Downie, and
27 by Joseph Elwood, both of whom are also assessed ; 27 is inserted in Mr. John
Adams's lisi. of lands for sale. Recommended that the sales to Stewart and Villie
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by Go-
veruntent, unless it shal appear that Downie or E lwood are acting foror under the
origin:al purchasers.

28, 29 and 80. Nos. 28 and 30 sold to George Armstrong, and 29 to Catherine
Dtarcy. They are both resident settlers and assessed. William Armstrong claims
29, which he states was sold to Darcy eight days after it had been refused to himii,
upon the plea of its being "sold." Both 28 and 29 appear ùpor Mr. John Ada1ns'
list of lands for sale, as however, the original purehasers are in actual possession and
nssessed for the lots, the Commissioners feel unwilling to advise -the sales to be
cancelled, and therefore recommend that they be confirmed.

81 and 82. No. 31 sold to William Wallace, and 32 to Joseph Wallace; Joseph
Wjllace is a resident settler and assessed also, William Wallace is not. Recoi-
mended that the sale to William Wallace be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the land resumed by the Government, and that the sale to Joseph
Wallace be confirmed.
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Seventh Concession.
1, 2, 3 and 4. Nos. 1 and 2 sold to Thomas Boyer, 3 to James Walker, and 4 to

Robert Walker. They are all resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that
the sales be confirned.

5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. No. 5 sold in the name of John Hassard, 6 and 7 in the name
of John Cookson, 8 in the name ofEdward Green, and 9 returned on the Ageni's
map of the Township as unsold. Cookson and Green are non-resideunts and un-
assessed. Hassard is for lot No. 5 assessed. Robert Grier claims No. 5, George:
Grier 6, Moses Grier 7, John Grier 8, and Saniel Grier 9. They are all resident
settlers, and are ail assessed fbr the lots named respectively to each. The facts of
Hassard's case are, that on the 22nd of September, 1854, he purchased lots 9 and
10, in the 1lth concession, whicl two lots the Agent again sold on the 4th of Sep
tember, (but two days intervening) to one George Green). On the 5th October
following, the Agent sold Hassard Lot 5, concession 7, and Lot 15, concession 10,
in lieu of lots 9 and 10 in the 11 concession. Lot 5 in the 7th being' in possessioi
of Robert Grier, he refused to surrender his preemption right to it, and Haîssard re-
mains ivithout any return for the instalment paid. On the saine day (the 2nd Sep.,
1854) that the Agent sold 9 and 10 in the 1lth concession to the father, he sold
lots 14 in the 9th, and in the 10tli consessions to his son, William tiassard, he sold
both the sanie lots to other parties, viz: 14 in the 9th to James Robertson, and 14
in the 10th to George Rolls, to that 1-assard, junior, as well as lassard, senior, remain
to this day, without any certainty of cither getting their money or their land. So
far as lot 5 im the 7th concession is concerned, the Commissioners cannot advise
the sale to Hassard to be confirmed, (nor did he indeed himself ask it,) as they con-
ceive Grier has a prior claim to it. The lots claimed by the Griers vere entered
upon by thein in the month of Nov., 1853, they were among the earliest settiers who
went into the Townsliip, and they have made large clearings and improvencots.
The lots upon which they settled as above described, were most improperly refused
them at the sale by the Agent, and sold, most of them, to non-resident speculators,
Mr. Boys of Barrie, in the County of Sincoe, being the principal. TPlhe Commis-
sioners having f'ully satisfied themnselves of the injustice reidered to the Griers,
recommended that the sale miade in the names of liassard, Cookson, and Gren re-
spectively, be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claims
of Robert, George, Moses, John, and Sanquel Grier to their respective lots be
confirmed.

10, 11 and 12. No. 10 sold to Gerald Roîston, 11 to Mr. Keith, and 12 to
William Rath. Rolston and Keith are ion-residents, unknown and unassessed in
the Township, and doubtless their names were uîsed by the Agent to cloak the sales
to his son Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list of lands lots 10 and 11 appear, the latter
being also in the list of his sub-agent, Mr. W. G. Walker. Rath is not a resident
on No. 12, but a mari naned James Crawford, Rath's assignee, is a resident setder
and assessed. John Carter claims 11 and 12 as one ol' the first settlers in the Town-
ship, and his claim 'Vas improperly set aside at the time of the sale by the Agent.
He is yet a resident settler and assessed for No. IL ilenrv 3ell is settled on 10, is
assessed for it, and occupied and improved it long before the Township was opened
for sale. Recomniended that the sales to Rolstoi and Keith be cancelled for non-
comnpliance with the conditions, and the respective claims of Bell to No. 10, and
Carter to No. 11 be allowed ; and that the sale to Rath of No. 12 be confirmed.

13 and 14. No. 13 sold to William Gilkinson, and 14 to William Kei:h, (vide 11.)
Gilkinson is a resident settler and assessed. Keith is a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed, and the name like numerous others. has been merely used by the Agent,
to cloak the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands, as also in the list of
bis agent, Mr. W. G. Walker, the lot appears. Gdlkinson claims the lot, from re-
sidence since February, 1854, as having first purchased from the Agent, and being
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afterwards tricked out of it by the erasure of 14, and the insertion of 13, on his
ticket of receipt, in the Agent's office. Recommended that the sale of No. 13 be con-
firmed; and ihat the sale of 14 to Keith be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the claim of Gilkinson allowed.

15) 16 and 17. No. 15 sold to Thomas Wray, and 16 and 17 to Peter Jordan.
Bnth are non-residents and unassessed. George Gough occupies lot 15, Henry
Gough 16, and Samuel Alexander 17, they are ail three assessed also. George
Gough claims lot 15, having been settled upon it since the 23rd of May, 1854, his
claim to it having been allowed by the resident Agent, but te sale having been
"staved " in the Department, at Quebec, on the 14th July, 1855, for some cause to
the Commissioners unknown, and believed not to be justifiable. Maitland Fisher,
of llamilton, claims 16, but upon what pretence, is not stated. Henry Gough also
claims 16, as the first settler upon it, and as having been rfused his pre-emption
right to it by the Agent, at the period of th - sale in September, 1854. No. 17 is
claimed by William Rath, as the assignee of Peter Jordan, the original purchascr,
to w'hon he paid three hundred dollars for his transfer of sale. No. 17 is also
clifmed by Samuel Alexander, who first entered upon it in January, 1855. Recon-
mended that the saIe of 15 to Thomas Wray, and of 16 to Peter Jordan, be cancelled
for nion-compliance with the conditions; that the claim of George Gough to 15, and
of Il. Gough to 16, be allowed; and that William Rath be allowed 17 as the assignee
of Jorlan, the original purchaser.

18 and 19. No. 18 sold in the name of Walter Hossie, and 19 to John
Southeran, junior. Hossie is a non-resident, unknown, and unassessed in the Town.
ship (vide 20 in the 4th concession,) and used by the Agent merely to cloak the
sale to his son, Mlr. Colin Clark, in whose list oflands lot 18 appears. Southeran
is a resident settler and assessed. Henry Newton claims 18, as the assignee of
Arthur Tomlinson, who was the original and only setler ulpon the lot. and whose
pre-emption right was rriost irnproperly disregarded by the Agent, at the sale in
Septem ber, 1844. Recommended that the sale to Hossie of' 18 be cancelled for non-
comnliance with the conditions, and the claim of Newton allowed, and that the sale
of 19 to Foutheran be confirmed.

20 and 21. T'hose two with the corresponding numbers in the 6th concession
are reserved for the Town plot of the Village of "Fordwich," which the Com mis-
sioners reconmend to be continued.

22 and 23. The first sold to W. G. Walker, and the second to Robert Johnston,
both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

24, 25, 26 and 27. No. 24 sold to William Wade, 25 to Stephen Velie, 26 to
Francis Black and 27 to George Lavford. Velie, Black and Lawford are non-resi-
dents and unassessed. Wade is a resident settler and assessed for lot 24. James
Dmvnie resides on lot 25, is assessed for it, and is the assignee of Velie, the original
purchaser. 26 is occupied by Robert Johnston, who is the only settier who had
possession of the lot, who tendcred for it at the sale and was improperly refused it bythe Agent, to favor his son, Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list of lots it appears. 27 is
occupied hy William McDonald, son-in-law to Joseph Aylward, who claims the lot
as the assignee of Robert Johnston, whose claini as the original settler was most
improperly set aside by the Agent at the sale in September, 18>4, in favor of his
son, Mr. Colin ,Clark, in whose list of lands, as also in that of his agent, Mr. W. G.
Wallker, the lot appears. James MeDermott claims 26 and 27 from recent occupa-
tion andr improvements. R1ecomrienled that the sale of 24 and 25 to Wade and
Velie be confirmed, that the sale of 26 and 27 to Black and Lawford be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions; that.the claim of' Robert Johnston to 26,
and off Joseph Aylward as the assignee of Robert Jolnston to 27, be both allowed.

2S, 29 and 30. No. 28 sold to William Armstrong, and 29 and 30 to William
Wickhan. Armstrong is a resident settler and assessed. Wickham is a non-resi-
dent, unknown and unassessed. James Little claims 29 and 30 from having entere4
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upon them in Jne 1854, and improved upon then up to the sale in September of
that year, and being then refused them. Recommended that the sale of 28 to
Arrnstrong be confirmed, that the sale of 29 and 30 in the name of Wickhamn be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Little to those
lots allowed.

31, 32 and 33. Lot 31 sold to Campbell Hyndman, 32 to Robert Whitby
and 33 returned on the Agent's map as unsold. Hyndman and Whitby are
non-residents. Stephen Crawford dlaims these lots (33 is but a small gore) fromx
being the first and only settier who ever entered upon them, (in March 18i4) and
who was refused them at the sale. Recommended that the sales to Hyndnan and
Whitby bc cancelled for non-compliarce with the conditions, and the claim of
Crawford allowed.

Eighth Concession.
1 and 2. Both sold in the name of Charles Vidian, a non-resident, uinknown

and unassessed in the Township, and doubtless used by the Agent to cloixk the
sale to his son, Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list of lands both lots appear. Peter
Graham claims the lots as having improved upon thein prior to the sale in 1854, at
which tine he was refused them by the Agent. Reconmended that the sale to
Vidian be cancelled for ion-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Graham
allowed.

8,4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. No. 3 sold to James Walker, 4 to Robert w lker, 5 to
Robert Grier, 6 to George Grier, 7 to Moses Grier, 8 to John Grier, and 9 to Sanuiel
Grier. They are ail resident settlers and are ail assessed. From the numnerouis
errors (either wilful or accidental) committed by the Agent, the Griers are appre-
hensive that some foul play is intended them by the Agent, and this apprehension
seems the more reasonable, from the fact, first, that lots 7, 8 and 9 are inserted in
the list of lands advertised by Mr. Boys, of Barrie, in the County of Simcoe, and
secondly, because George Grier has been twice served with a writ of ejectment fromi
the Court of Common Pleas, nominally at the suit of one Aaron Burneth, of Barrie,
in the County of Simcoe, but supposed to be in reality, at the suit of Mr. Boys,
wlho professed to own the land. Recommended that the sales to James and Robert
Walker of ô and 4, and to Robert, George, Moses, John and Samuel Grier, of lots
5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 be confirmed.

10 and 11. No. 10 sold to Alexander Marling, and Il to John Carter. Mar-
ling is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed, and believed to have Leenx used to
cover the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, who was the true purchaser, and in whose list
of lands those lots appear. Carter is a resident settler and assessed. Henry Bell
occupies No. 10, is assessed for it, and ias considerable improvenents upon it
He was refused it at the sale by the Agent, though in peaceable possession of it for
twelve months prior to the sale ii Sept., 1854. Recommended that the sale of 10
to Marling be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of
Bell allowed, and that the sale of No it to Carter be confirmed

12, 13, 14, 15 and 16. No.12sold to Patrick MeKiernan, 13 and 14 to Andrew
McKiernan, and 15 and 16 to Edward MeKiernan. They are ail non-residents and
unassessed. Lot 12 is occupied by Richard Carter, who is one of the earliest set-
tiers of the Township ; 13 is clained by Fergusson Gilkison, who first entered upon
it in February 1854, is assessed for it, and who tendered bis money for it at the sale li
September following, but it was refused by the Agent. Alexander Crawford claims
No. 14, resides upon and is assessed for it, entered into possession of it in 1854,
offered the first instalment to the Agent but lie refused it, still occupies the lot, bas
six acres under crop, besides 3 or 4 acres more chopped, and has aiso upon it hs
dwelling house and barn. George Gough is a resident upon 15 and is assessed fo
it also; he first entered upon it on the 23rd of May, 1854, tendered bis money for
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it at the sale but was refused the lot. Henry Gough claims 16, on which he entered
at the same time with his brother, (23rd May, 1845); he is assessed for the lot, has
thrce acres chopped, and four acres under crop, tendered his money for it at the sale,
and was refused. The claimants of those five lots arc ail bona fide settlers, are
assessed, and have made large improvements, while the purchasers are all non-resi-
dent speculators. Recommended that the sales to MeKiernans be cancelled for
non-con pliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Richard Carter to lot 12,
of Ferguson Gilkison to 13, of Alexander Crawford to 14, of George Gough to 15,
and of Ilenry Gough to 16, be allowed.

17 and 18. Lot 17 sold to James Mugon, and 18 to Philip Corcoran. They
are both rion-residents and unassessed. 17 is occupied by James Birns, who is also
assessed for it, and 18 by William Strong, who is also assessed. Recommended
tiat the sale to Mugon and Corcoran be eancelled for non-compliance witli the con-
ditions, and the land resumed by Government, unless it shall appear that Burns or
Strong are acting for or under the original purchasers.

19, 20, 21 and 22. Lots 19 and 20 sold to Oliver Rogers, and 21 and 22 to
Calvin Rogers. They are resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the
sales be confirmed.

23 and 24. These two lots were sold in the name of James Gooding, who is a
non-resident and unassessed. Mr. Gooding is a merchant of Godericl, whose naine
was used by the agent to cloak the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of
lands, as -Well as in that of his agent, Mr. W. G. Walker, these lots appear. They
are claimed by Arthur Burnside as the first and only settler who ever entered upon
thein, and whose money was refused for them at the sale in September, 1854. Re-
commended that the sale made in the name of Gooding be cancelled for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and the claim of Burnside allowed.

25, 26 and 27. Lot 25 sold to William MeNeil, 26 to Francis Black, and 27
to George Lawford (vide 26 and 27 in the 7th concession). They are all three noa-
residents, unknown and unassessed l the Township, and doubtless the names were
used by the Agent to cloak the sale to his son, in whose list of lands the lots appear.
John McDermott claims 26 and 27, having entered upon them in August, 1854, and
been refised them at the sale, in September following, by the agent. leconrnended
that the sale to MeNeil, Black and Lawford be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, that lot 25 be resumed by Government, and the claim of McDermott
to 26 and 27 allowed.

28, 29 and 30. Lot 28 sold to William Armstrong, and 29 and 30 to Richard
Wake. Armstrong is a resident settler and assessed. Wake is a non-resident, un-
known and unassessed in the Township, and his naine is evidently used by the Agent
to cloak the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands they appear. William
Burnside clairis those last two lots (29 and 30) having first entered on them in April,
1854, and continued to improve upon them, up to the sale in September of that
year, when he applied for them to the Agent, but was refused. Recommerded that
the sale of 28 to Armstrong be confirmned, and the sale of 29 and 30 to Wake be
cancelled 'for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Burnside allowed.

31, 32, and 33. No. 31 sold in the name of Heathcoat Wake, 82 in the name
of George A.. Wake and 38 (a small gore) returned on the Agent's map as unsold.
The Wakes are non-residents, unknown and unassessed, and their names merely used
by the Agent to cloak the sales to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands, as also
in that of his agent, W. G. Walker, those lots appear. They are claimed by Mathias
Young, who had entered into possession of them in the month of October, 1853,
and was improving upon them up to the sale, in September of the following year,
when lie tendered the first instalment to the Agent, butwas told by his clerk, Mr.
Newman, that they were sold. Recommended that the sales be cancelled for non-
compliance with, the conditions, and theclaim of Young allowed.

A. 1-857.



20 Victorioe. Appendix (No. 32.) A I8v

Ninth Concession.
1 and 2 sold to John Stewart, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed, and

the name only used to cloak the sale to the son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands
they appear. Willian McEvitt claims the lots as having chopped some upon then
in April, 1854, but never havi,g resided upon thei. Recomrnmended that the sale
to Stewart be cancelled, and the lands resumed by the Government.

8 and 4. Sold in the name of Samuel Blake, a non-resident, unknown and un-
assessed, and the namé used mercly to cloak the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie',in
whose list of lands they appear. . Number 3 is claimed by William Walker, and 4
by John Walker. These men reside on the lots, are assessed for them, and they
were originally sold to thei at the general sale on the 2nd of September, 1854,
but through a mistake, (admitted by the Agent to be a mistake) the name of Blake
(a nominee of Mr. Boys of Barriel was returned as the purchaser. Recommended
(the Agent concurring) that the sale to Blake be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the claims of William and John Walker allowed.

5, 6, 7 and 8. Numbers 5 and 6 sold to John Robertson, and 7 and 8 to George
Strong. Robertson is a non-resident, unknown and tnassessed in the Township,
the namne being merely used by the Agent to cloak the sale to bis son, Colin Clark,
in whose list of lands, as well as in that of his sub-agent, W. G. Walker, these lots
appear. Strong is a resident settler and assessed. Numbers 5 and 6 are claimed
by James Strong, who resides tpon them, is assessed for tbem, had improved upon
thein prior to the general sale, but bis claims were set aside by the Agent, to favor
his son. Recommended that the sale of 5 and 6., made in the name of Robertson,
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claimi of James Strong
allowed,-and that the sale of 7 and 8 bc confirmed.

9, 10 and 11. Numbers 9 and 10 sold to William Ieadlam, and Il to Joseph
Copeland. Headlain is a non-resident, unknown and unasscssed in the Township,and
the name was used by the Agent merely to cloak the sale to bis son, Colin Clark,
in whose list of lands, as also in that of his agent, W. G. Walker, the lots appear,
William Strong resides on the lots, is assessed for thein, and ocenpied and improved
them prior to the sale in September, 1854, when tie money was refused by the
Agent, and the lots given to his son to specnlate upon. Copeland is a resident
settier. John Carter has preferred a claini for lot 11, upori the ground of having
put a shanty tupon it before the sale in September, 1854. Recommended that the
sale of 9 and 10 to Headlam be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Strong allowed, and that the sale of 11 to Copeland be confirmed.

12, 13 and 14. Number 12 sold to Thomas Gilles, 18 to Thomas Morgan, ànd
14 to James Robertson. Green is a resident settler and assessed. Morgan and
Robertson are non-residents and unassessed. Robertson's name was used by the
Agent merely to cloak the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands, as also
in that of bis agent, W. G. Walker, the lot appears. Green occnpies 18 as well a
12, and is assessed for it. 14 is occupied by John Hassard, who is also assessed for
it, resides on it, bas ten acres cleared upon it, and purchased and paid the first il-
stalment upon it, as appears by his receipt given at the general sale on the 2nd bf
September, 1854, but resold a second time to bis son, in the naine of Robertson.
Recommended that the sale of number 12 to Grier be confirmed ; that the sale of 13
to Morgan be canceMled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land re-
sumed by the Government, unless it shall appear that Green is acting for or under
the original purchaser (Morgan); that the sale of 14 to Robertson be cancelled for
non-compliance with the conditions, and as being subsequent to the sale tol Hlassard,
which sale (Hassard's' should be confirmed.

15, 16 and 17. Nurmber 15 sold to Peter Vellie, 16 to James Wood, and 17 t
John MeKiernan. Vellie and MeKiernan are non-residents and unassessed. Wood
is a resident settier, and assessed for both 16 and 17, which he claims from havirig
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settled upon and imp.roved them in June, 1854, and as having only been allowed
the one instead of the two lots at the sale in September fbllowing. Recommended
that the sales of 15 and 17 to Vallie and McKiernan be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions; that 15 be resumed by the Government; that the sale of 16 be
confirmed, and that Wood's claim to 17 be allowed.

18, 19, 20 and 21. Numbers 18 and 19 sold to Alexander Young, 20 to John
Lynn, and 21 to David Lynn. They are all non-resi lents and unassessed. 18 and
19 are occuîpied by Alexander Montgomery, and 21 by Charles McGlaughlin, both
of wlom are also assessed. Recomnrended that the sales to Young and the two
Lynns be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed
by the Government, unless it shall appear that Montgomery or McLaughhn are
actnig for or under the original purchasers.

22, 23, 24 and 25. Lots 22 and 28 sold to William Collins, and 24 and 25 to
ugh 1)ouglas. Collins is a resident settler and assessed. Douglas is a non-resi-

dent and nnassessed. William Kerr claims 24 and 25 as having entered upon them
ini May, 1854, attended the sale in September folloNwing to purchase, but was re
fused them by the Agent. Recommended that the sale of 22 and 23 to Collins be
confirmed ; that the sale of 24 and 25 to Douglas be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the claim of Kerr allowed.

26, 27 and 28. Number 26 sold to Robert Stephenson, and 27 and 28 to
William Grace. Stephenson is a resident settler and assessed. Grace is a non-
resident and unassessed. James Kerr claims the lots sold to Grace in rioht of hav-
ing entered upon them long prior to the sale in September, 1854, having been the
only person to make any improvements upon them, and been refused them at the
sale. lecommended that the sale of 26 to Stephenson be confirmed ; that the sale
of 27 and 28 to Grace be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of Kerr allowed.

29 and 80. Lot 29 sold to William Fowler, and 30 to Austin Mugon, both are
non-residents and unassessed. A person named James Burns occupies 80 and is
assessed for it. Recommended that t'ne sales be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the lands resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear (in
case of 30) that Burns is acting for or under the original purchaser.

31, 82 and 83. Number 81 sold to Heathcoat Wake, (vide 81 in the 8th con-
cession) 82 to George A. Wake (vide 32 in the Sth concession), and 33 to Anthony
Mugon. They are al1 three non-residents and unassessed. The Wakes name was
used by the Agent to cloak the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands,
as also in that'of his agent, W. G. Walker, both lots (81 and 82) appear. A man
named Alexander Barron occupies 33, and is assessed for it. 81 and 32 are claimned
by Henry Kerr, who, with his ftther and four brothers, went into the Township in
search of land in March, 1854, fixed upon these two lots, intending to purchase
then when the Township would be opened for sale; tendered the first instalment to
the Agent at the sale, but he disregarded Kerr's pre-emptive claim, and sold the lots
to bis son to speculate upon. Recommended that the sales to the two Wakes and
Mugon be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that Kerr's claim to31
and 32 be allowed, and that 33 be resumed by the Government, unless it shall ap-
pear that Barron is acting for or under the original purchaser.

Tenth Concession.
1,2, 3, and 4. Lots 1 and 2 sold to Robert Gregory, and 4 to William Creigh-

ton. Gregory is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township, and
the name was doubtless used by the Agent, to cover the sale to his son, Colin
Clark, in whose list of lands numbers 1 and 2 appear. Creighton's name has also
been used by the Agent to cloak the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, who was the bo-
na fide purchaser, and in whose list of lands nurmber 4 appears. John and Wil-
liam Walker occupied numbers 3 and 4, and are assessed for them. Reuben

A. 1857.
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Truesdale bas lately entered on number 2, and claimed it before the Commi
sioner. John Cooper claims numbers 1 and 2, having entered upon them in July,
1853, made some improvements and atiended at ihe sale to purchase, but th
Agent set aside his first claim, preferring to give them to his son, Colin Clark;
speculate upon. Recommended that the sales of 1, 2, 3 and 4, to the Gregor
and to Creighton be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions; that th
claim of Cooper to 1 and 2 be aliowed ; and that 3 and 4 be resumed by th
Government, unless it shall appear that Walker is acting for or under the origina,
purchaser.

5, 6, 7, and 8. Number 5 sold to William Dane, 6 to Stephen Bristow, and
and 8 to George Danie. The Danes are resident settlers and assessed. Bristo
is a non-resident and unassessed, whose name has been used to cloak the sale o
Mr. John Adams of Goderich, in vhose list of lands, as also in that of Mr. '1ru-
ran, the lot appears. Nathaniel Luch resides on lot 6, and clained it before the
commission, from residence and occupation, but le did not enter upon it till after
the sale in September, 1854. Recommended tlat the sales of lots 5, 7, and 8 l
confirmed ; that the sale of No. 6, made in the name of Bristow be cancelled fqr
non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government

9,10, 11, and 12. Number 9 sold to John Walker, 10 10 William Strong,.
Sen'r, Il to William Creighton, and 12 to Duncan MlcLeod. Strong is resident
upon his lot and assessed for it. Walker, Creighton and McLeod, are not resi-
dent upon the lots assigned then, nor are Ihey assessed for them. Creighton's
name (as in No. 4,) is used to cloak the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in whose 1i
of lands it appears. William Strong clàims lot 9 as being the original purchaser,
and the lot (as admitted by the Agent,) having been sold erroneously to John
Walker, after the sale to Strong. Joseph Copeland claims lot 11, which was sold
to him, (as also admitted by the Agent,) three days before it was sold to Mr.
Boys, in the name of Creighton. Recommended that the sales of Nos. 9, 11 and
12, to Walker, Creighton and MeLeod, be cancelled for non-compliAnce with the
conditions; that William Strong's claim to lot 9, and Joseph Copeland's to lot Il
be admitted ; that the sale of lot 10 to William Strong be confirmed, and tha
nurnber 12 be resumed by the Government.

13, 14, 15, 16 and 17. Numbers 13 and 14 sold to George Rolls, 15 to Johnà
Hassard, and 16 and 17 to Hugh H Howard. Rolls is a non-resident and unas
sessed. Hassard and Howard are both resident settlers and assessed. Hassardi
also claims lot 14, which it appears by the Agent's receipt, was sold to him, o.
the 2nd of Septeruber, and subsequently sold to Rolls. Rolls bas since sol
both lots to William Burns, who resides upon, and is assessed for them. Thi
mistake, if mistake it was, is of a serious nature, but the Commissioners must,
justice, recommend that the sale of lot 14 to Rolls be cancelled, as havin
been previously sold to Hassard, and the claim of Hassard allowed'; that the sale
of 13 to Rolls, 15 to Hassard, and 16 and 17 to Howard be confirmed.

18, 19 and 20. Numbers 18 and 19 sold to Tiomas Dane, and 20 to Alexan-
der 1. Cambie. Dean is a resident settler and assessed. Cambie is a non-resi-
dent andti unassessed ; is an inhabitant of Toronto, and his name is doubtless used
by the Agent to cloak the sale to his Agents, Messrs. John Adams and G.
Truman, in whose lists the lot appears. h t is claimed by Darius Bettis, who firs
entered upon it in April, 1854, attended the sale to purchase, and when he ten
dered the first instalment, was simply told he could not have it. Recommiended r

that the sale of 18 and 19 to Dean be confirmed'; that the sale of 20 to Cambie'
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Bett
allowed.

21, 22, 23, 24 and 25. Lot 21 sold to Duncan McLeod, (vide 12,) 22 and 23. f
to William Collins, and 24 and 25 to John B. Wright. Collins is a resident set
tier and assessed. McLeod and Wright are non-residents and unassessed, an
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the name of Wright was doubtless used to cloak the sale to the Agent's son, Mr.
Colin Clark, in whose :list, as also in that of Mr. G. W. Trueman, both lois, 24
and 25 appear. Lot 25 is claimed by Darius Bettis, upon the same grounds as
lot 20. Recommended that the sale of 22 and 23 to Colins be confirmed; the
sale of 21 to McLèod, and of 24 and 25 to Wright be cancelled for non-compli-
ance with the conditions ; that lots 21 and 24 be resumed by the Government,
and that Bettis' claim lO 25 be allowed.

26, 27, 28, and 29. Number 26 sold to Robert Fletcher; 27 to James Burns,
and 28 and 29 to Rbert 1)udgeon. Neither Fletcher nor Dudgeon are residents
or assessed. Dudgeon's name was merely used to cloak the sale to Colin Clark,
in whoe 'list, and also in Mr. 'Truman's, both lots appear. 26 is occupied by
Murdock McLeod, and 27 by James Burns; boih of whom are also assessed ; 28
and 29 are claimed by George Kerr, who enteredupon them in March, 1854, and
continued to improve upon them up to the sale in September of that year, when
lie tendered the first instahnentto the Agent, but it was refused. Recommended
that the sales to Fletcher-and Dudgeon be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions ; that 26 and 27 be resumed by the Government, unless it shall appear
that McLeod or Burns are acting for or under the original purchaser, and that
Kerr's claim to 28 and 29 be allowed.

30, 31; 3 and 33. Number 30 sold to George Dudgeon, 31 and 32 to George
Dean, and 33 to Alexander McNicholl. Dean is a resident settler and assessed.
Dudgeon and MeNieholl are non-residents and unassessed. Dudgeon's name was
used by the Agent to cover the sale to his son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands
the lot appears. 30 and 33 are claimed by John Stewart, who went in upon them
prior to the sale in September, 1854 had made some improvements; attended
the sale to purchase, but was refused the lots by the Agent, who preferred allow-
ing his son to speculate upon them. Recommnended that the sale of 31 and 32
to Dean bé confirmed; that the sale of 30 to Dudgeon, and ot 33 to MeNicholl
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Stewart
allowed.

Eleventh Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Lots 1 and 2 sold to Charles Meager, 3 to Patrick Coleman,

and 4 and 5 to Robert Runciman. They are aIllthree non-residents and unassessed.
Runciman is, doubtless, a name used by the Aent to cloak the sale to, his son, Colin
Clark, in whose list of lands both lots appear. Nathaniel Luch claims number 3 as
having recently entered into possession lof it. John Luch claims lots 4 and 5 upon
the sane grounds. Nunbers 1 and 2 are clained by William Cooper upon the
ground of having been the first and the only settler upon either of the lots and as
having leen refused them by the Agent at the sale in September 1854. Recomn-
mended that the sales to Meager, Coleman and Runcimar be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions; that the claim of Cooper to lots 1 and 2 be'allowed,
and that the Governnent resume lots 3, 4 and 5.

6, 7 and 8. Number 6 sold to George Nixon Ward, 7 to William Boay, and 8
returned upon the Agent's map as unsold. Ward and Boay are non-residents and
unassessed. A man named William Hueston occupies number 6, and is assessed for
it also. 7 and 8 are claimed by William King, who entered into occupation of' theta
in May 1854, ýwas the only settler who ever made any improvements uponthem, and
vas refused thern at the sale by the Agent. Recommended that the sales to Wardand Boay be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that number 6 be
resumed by the Governméntnùless it shall appear that Hlueston is acting for or dndêr,
Ward, and that King's claim to 7 and 8 be allowed.

9, 1,0, Il and, 12. Numbers 9 and 10'sold to George Green, 11 to GorS
Anderson, and 12 returned on, the Agent's map as unsold. Greer is a resident
settler and assessed, Anderson i neither resident or assessed. Two méri, Ande
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Balfour and Joseph Strutbard, are assessed',r No. 11. Lots 9 and 10 are claimed
by Johu Iassard, to whoin they were sold (as adimitted by the Agent.) two days
before they were sold to Green. Recommended that as Green is a resident settler,
has made improvements, is assessed, and purchased in good faith, that the sale be
confirnicd, and that Hassard be allowed to purchasc other two lots of equivalent
value in some other part of the Township in lieu of 9 and 10, and that lot il be
resumed oy the Government, unless it shall appear that cither Balfour or Strutbard
are acting under Anderson, who was the original purchaser.

13, 14, 15 and 16. Number 13 sold to Matthew Carothers, 14 and 15 to John
MeMillen, and 16 to Hewit Bernard. Carothers aiid McMillen are resident settlers
and assessed. Bernard is a non-resident and unassessed, and his name bas been
used to cover the sale to Mr Boys of Barrie, in whose list of lands thelot appeas.
It is occupied by John Wiggans, who is also assessed for it. Recommended that
the sales to Carothers and MeMullen be confirmed, that the sale to Bernard be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the lands resumed by the Govern-
ment, unless it shall appear that Wiggins is acting for or under him (Bernard.)

17 and 18. iNumber 17 sold to Charles Boag, and 18 to Robert Boag, neither
are residen or assessed, but their lots are ocenpied byJohn Montgomery, who is also
assessed for them. Recommended that the sales be cance:led and the land resumed
by the Goverrnent, unless it shall appear that Montgomery is acting for or under
then (Boags.)

19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 and 25. Number 19 sold to Andrew Melne, 20 to John
Melne, 21 to Fairley Melre, 22 to John Melne, S'r, 23 to John Melne, J'r, 24 to
William Meline, and 25 to David Meine. They are all resident settlers and all
assessed. Recomneided that the sales be eonfirmed.

26, 27, 28 and 29. Numbers 26 and 27 sold to John Campbell, and 28 and 29
to Denis Crawforci, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township.
Alexander Kerr daims 26 and 27, upon which he entered in the month of March
1854, with the intention of becoming a permanent settier, but after making improve-
ments and attending the sale to purchase, he was refused the lots and toid they were
sold. Recommended that the sales to Campbell and Crawford be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, that Kerr's claim to 26 and 27 be allowed, and that
28 and 29 L'e resumîed by the Government.

30, 31, 32 and 33. Lot 30 sold to George Dudgeon, 31 and 32 to Alexander
Daly, and 33 to AlexanderA. McKid. Dudgeon, Daly and McKid are non-residents
and unassessed. Dudgeon's name was used to cloak the sale of lot 30 to the Agent's
son, Colin Clark, in whose list of lands it appears. W. G. Walker is assessed for
number 32, but bas put in no claim for it. James Bell claims 30 and 31, haviig
occupied and improved them prior to the sale, and having tendered the first instil-
ment to the Agent at the time of sale, which was refused, and sold for his son's
benefit in the name of Dudgeon. Recommended that the sales made in the naine
of Dudgeon, Daly and MeKid be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
that the claim of Bell to 30 and 31 be allowed, and that 32 and 33 be resumed by the
Governmernt, unless it shall appear (in reference to 32) that Walker is acting for or
under the original purchaser.

Twelfth Concession.

1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Numbers 1 and 2 sold to Patrick Malony, 3 to Hewitt
Bernard, and 4 and 5 io Daniel Hartrett. Malony and Hartrett are assessed fore
their lots. Bernard is a non-resident and unassessed, whose name was merely
used to eloak the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in whose list of lands lot number 3
appears, (vide 16 in Ilie lth concession.) Edward Leech claims lot 3.from
lbaving recently entered upon and improved it, and being still in occupation.
Edward Webster claims lot 4 upon the same grounds that Leech claims lQt19,
they are both vacant, unoccupied and unimproved. Recommended thiat the' Êe
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of numbers 3 and 4 be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
and resumed by the Government, and that the sales of numbers 1, 2, and 5 be
confirmed.

6, 7, 8, 9 and 10. Lots 6 and 7 sold to William Hewston, 8 to Elizabeth
Anderson, 9 to Dugald Stewart, and 10 to. Robert Hughes. Hewston is a resi-
dent settler aid assesSed. Anderson and Stewart are non-residents and unas-
sessed. Stephen King occLpiés number 10 and is assessed for it, and Webster
W. Leech claims it. Recommended ihat the sale of 6 and 7 be confirme4, and
the sales of 8, 9 and 10 becancelled for non-dompliance with the conditions, and
the ldnd resumed by Government, except in the case of number 10, if it shall
appear that Leech or King are acting for or inder the original purchaser Robert
Hughes.)

11, 12, 13 and 14. Number 11 sold to George S. Anderson, 12 to James
Dane, 13 to John Magee, and 14 returned on the Agent's map as unsold. Dane
is a resident settler and assessed. Anderson and Magee are non-residents and
unassessed. Andrew Balfour and Joseph Studdart reside on 11 and are assessed
for it also. Joseph Jacques occup'es 14, was refused it by the Agent, and claim-
ed it before the Cornînissioners. When the Agent was applied to, he stated to
Jacques the l>t was sold, though it appears upon his map of the Township as
unsold. Recommended that hie sale of number 12to James Dean be confirmed ;
that ihe sales to Anderson and Magee be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the land resured by the Government, except (in case of lot 11)
il snall appear that Balfour or Studdart are acting for or under Anderson, w.ho
was the original purchaser, and that Jacques' claim to.lot 14 be allowed.

15, 16, 17 and 18. Lot 15 sold to John Dane, junr., 16 to William Hubard,
17 to Charles Boag, and 18 to-Robert Boag. They are all non-residents and un-
assessed. 15 and 16 are claimed by William Double, who was the only settler
that entered upon then, and whose money vas refused by the Agent at the sale
in.September. 1854 William Wiggins and William Montgomery reside on 17
and 18 and are assessed for them. Recommended that the sales of 15 and 16 be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Double al-
lowed And that the sales of 17 and 18 be also cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government, unles; il shall ap-
pear that Wiggins or Montgomery are acting for or under the original purchaser.

19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 and 25. Nunber 19 sold to Andrew Milne, 20 to
John Milne, 21 to Fairly Milne, 22 to John Milne, senr., 23 tO John Milne, junr.,
24 to William Milne, and 25 to David Milne. They are all rosident settlers, and
al] assessed. 1tecommended that the sales be confirmed.

26, 27, 28, 29 and 30. Number 26 sold to Stephen King, 27 and 28 to
James Stewart, and 29 and 30 t John L. Stewart. They are all non-residents,
unknown and unassessed in the Township. Colman Crydemari claims 26 and
27 as having settled upon then long prior.to the sale in September, 1854, afid'as
having been then improperly refused them by the Agent, and the preference
given to a non-resident speoulator. James R. Wilson claims lots30 and 33 upon
the same ground that Crydeman claims 26 and 27. Recommended that the sales
to Stephen King and to James and John L. Stewart respectively, be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, that the claim of Crydeman to 26 and 27
and of Wilson to 30, be allowed, and that 28 and 29 be resumed by the Gover-
ment.,

31, 32 and 33. Lots 31 and n sold 1o John Bowes, and 33 to JamesG.
Stewart. Bowes is a resdent setiler and assessed. Stewart is a non-resident
and unassessed. Recomrinended that the sale of 31 and 32 be cnfirméd tl!at
the sale of 33 be candelled for non-compliance with the onditions, áad tie clain
of Wilson (vide lot 30) t' 33 be allowed.
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Tlirteenth Concession.

1, 2, 3 and 4. Number 1 sold to William McNeill, 2 to James Morrow, 3 to John
Kerr, and 4 to Edward Argle. They are all non-residents and unassessed. Matthew
Snider is assessed for No. 3, and James Purcell for 4. No. 1 is advertised in Mr.
Colin Clark's list of lands, and also in the Iist of bis agent, Mr. W. G. Walker No.
3 is also in Mr. Colin Clark's list. .Nurbers 1 and 2 are claimed by William H.
Leech, who bas recently settled upon them, and bas made conisidlerable improve-
ments. Edward Lecch claims 3, and Willinm Young 4, all upon the grounds,
ramely; the lots being all vacant, a"d their subsequent occipancy and improye-
ments. Reconmended that the sale to McNeill, Morrow, Kerr and Argle 'be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Gover-
ment.

5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. Nurnber 5 sold to Join Kerr, 6 to John Morris, 7 to Andrew
Latimore, and 8 and 9 to Hetury Latimore. Kerr and Morris are non-residents and
unassessed, anid Kerr's naie was nierely isedi to cloak the sale to Mr. Colin Clark,
in whose list lot 5 appears. The Latinlres are resident seulers and assessed. Elias
Snider is assessed for number 5, and William Hlueston for number 6. George
Leech claims number 5, on tie grounds of the only actual occupation and improve-
ments ever made ipon it though muade subseqient to the sale in September, 1854.
Recomnmended that the sale of numbers 5 and 6 be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government, unless it shal appear
that Snider or Huestoni are actual settlers, and acting for or under the original pur.
chasers ;. and that the sales of 7, 8 and 9 to the Latimores be confirmed.

10, 11, 12, 13 and 14. Lots 10 and Il sold to Richard Bernard, 12 to Hernry
Latimner, jun., and 13 and 14 to Ciarles P. Roney. Latimer is a resident settler
and assessed. Bernard. and Roney are non-residents and, unassessed. ,Te
former naine (Bernard) was used to cloak the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie,
in wvhose list of lands lots 10 and il appear ; and the naine of the last (Roney)
wvas used for a like purpose to effect the sale to Mr. Colin Clark, in whose
list of lands lots 18 anti 14 appear. John MeLaughlin is assessed for lot 10, Wil-
liani McL .aughlin for lot 11, George Heinstock for lot 13, Robert Ieinstock fo lôt
14. George Heinstock claims lot 13, and Robert Ileinstock lot 14, and on which
they reside and for which they are assessed. They entered upon these lots on#e
24th May, 1854, and have ever since continued to oceu py anJ improve them. This
was proved to the Agent at the time of the sale, but ns they boarded with their
father on lot 15, the Agent set aside their claim upon the frivolous pretext of "no
residence proved," while he sold both lots to his son, Colin Clark, in the nane of
Roney, for whomr "no. residence was proved," or attempted to be proved. Re-
comended that the sale of 10 and 11 to Bernard, and of 13 and 14 to Roney,be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, except (as to 10 amJ 11) it gn
be shown that the MeLauglhlins are acting for or under tihe original purchaser,
Bernard ; that the sale of 12 to Latimer be confirmed, and the claim of Ge'ge
Heinstock to 13, and of Robert Heinstock to 14, be allowed.

15, 16, 17 and 18. Lot 15 sold to Joseph I-einstock, 16 and 17 to John Jacques
and 18 to Hugh Miller. Hleinstock and Jacques are resident settlers and asses d.
Miller is a non-resident, unknow and unassessed. William White claims 18,as
having settled upon it prior to the sale in Septenber, 1854, and was then refused0t
by the Agent, who preferred a non-resident speculator, who, to this day, has noteut
a stick upon the lot. Recommended that the sales of 15 to Heinstock, and 16 and
17 to Jacques be confirmed ; that the sale of 18 to Miller be cancelled for on
compliance with the conditions, and the claim of White allowed.

19, 20, 21 and 22. Numbers 19 and 20 sold to Join Milne, and 21 and 2jto
Peter Milne, both resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the
confirmed.
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23, 24, 25 and 26. Number 23 sold to William Giles, 24 to James Hawthorn,
25 to Robert Miller, and 26 to Edward Hewitt. Giles is a resident -settler and
assessed, also Hawthorn. Miller and Hewitt are non-residents and unassessed. 25
and 26 are claimed by John Young, who entered upon them in the month of March
1854, made a chopping then, and remained till the sale, improving away, and in-
tending to become the purchaser, but when he tendered his money at the sale, the
Agent refused to let him have the lots. Recommended that the sale of 23 to Giles
be confirmed ; that the sale of 24 to.lawthorn, of 25 to Miller, and of 26 to Hewitt,
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions; Young's claim to 25 and 26
be allowed, and that 24 be resumed by the Government.

27, 28 and 29..These tbree lots are returned upon the Agent's map of the
Township as unsold. William Quin occupies 27 and 28, and is assessed for both
lots,* No claim has been set Up before the Commissioners for any one of them.

30, 31, 32 and 33. Number 30 sold to Robert Fletcher, 31 and 32 to John
Porterfield, and 33 to James G. Stewart. Fletcher and Porterfield are resident set-
tlers and assessed. Stewart is a non-resident and unassessed. Recomrnended that
the sales to Fletcher and Porterfield be confirmed ; that the sale to Stewart be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Gov-
ernnicit.

Fourteenth Conces.;ion.

1, 2, 3 and 4. Number 1 sold to Arthur Ardagh, 2 and 3 to Isaiah Wright, and
4 to William Walker. They are all non-residents and unassessed. Robert Leech
claims 1 and 2 from having recently entered into possession of them, and from con-
tinuing to occupy and improve them. James Leech claims 3 and 4 upon similar
grounds. Number 1 is inserted in Mr. Boys' list of Barrie, and no doubt Mr.
Ardagh's name was used to conceal the pIrchase to Mr. Boys. Recommended that
the sales of 1, 2, 3 and 4 be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the land resumed by the Government.

5, 6, 7 and 8. Numbers 5 and 6 returned upon the Agent's map as unsold, and
7 and 8 sold to Hlugh Stewart. , Lot 5, though marked unsold on the Agent's plan,
is inserted in Mr. Colin Clark's list of lands. Stewart is a non-resident and-unassess-
ed. Henry Besanson claims 6 and 7 from recent occupation and improvements.
John Reilly claims 5 and 6 from having occupied them sirce June 1854, and wvas
refused them at the sale. George Leech claims No. 5 fromn having recently taken
possession of it. Recomended that Reilly's claii to 5 and 6 be allowed, and that
the sale of 7 and 8 to Stewart be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the land resumed by the Government.

9, 10 and 11. Nunber 9 sold to Iarriet Allen, and 10 and 11 to Hugh Currie,
Jun'r, both non-residents and unassessed. Harriet Allen appears to be but a feigned
niame to cloalk the sale to the Agent's son, Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list of lands, as
well as in that of his sub-agent, Mr. W. G. Walker, lot 9 appears. John Rutledge
claims 8 and 9 from recent settlement and improvements upon them. John Mc-
Laughlin (who resides on 10 in 13th concession) bas made improvements on 10 in
the 14th concession, and now claims it. Alexander Finlay caims lot 11 forlike
causes. Recommended that the sale of lot 9 to Allen, and 10 and 11 to Currie, be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, Iland the land -resumed by the
Government.

12, 13, 14 and 15. Lot 12 sold to George Dane, Jun'r, 13 to William Rutledge,
14 to John Rutledge, and 15 to Harriet Allen. Dane and Rutledge are residcnt
settlers and asséssed. Allen (vide lot 9) is but a fictitions name to cloak the sale to
Mr. Colin Clark, in whose list. of lands, and also in that of his sub-agent, Mr., W G.
Walker, the lot (15) appears; it is clairned by William Fainstock, who bas occupied
it from the 24th of May, 1854, and was refused it at the sale. Recomnénded tbát
the sales to George Dane, William Rutledge and. John Rutledge be confirned, and
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that the sale of 15 to Allen be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the caim of Hlainstock allowed.

16, 17, 18 and 19. Lot 16 retmrned upon the Agent's rnap as nsold, 17 to
Thomas Wray, and 18 and 19 to William I. Kcys. Wray and Keys are both non.
residents and unassessed. Charles 1Hooker occuipies 16, anid is assessed for it. It
is alleged by Hooker that lot 16 is sold to John Jacques, though is not so returned
on the Agent's map. 1-ooker claims the lot as one of the first settiers of the Town-
ship, and it was refused him by the Ageit ut the time of the sale. Joseph Hainstock
claims lot 17 upon similar grounds. William White claims lot 18, having settled on
it in the early part of 1854, and being also refused it ut the sale in September of
that year. Lot 17 is on MIr. Boys' list of lands for sale, and is one of the lots pur-
chased by him, though in the name of Wray. Recommriended that the sale of 16 to:
Jacques, of 17 to Wray. and of 18 and 19 to Keys, 1e cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, that the claim of Hooker to 16, of Hainstock to 17, and of White
to 18, be allowed, and that lot 19 be resumned by the Government.

20, 21 an 22. Lots 20 and 21 sold to David Milne, and 22 returned upon the
.Agent's mnap as unsold. Milne is a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

23, 24, 25 and 26. Number 23 sold to Alexander Patterson, 24 to Robert
Mathison, 25 to David Morrow, and 26 to James Taylor-they are aill non-residents
and unassessed. Lots 25 and 26 are claimied by James Hart, who entered upon them
in March 1S54, made some improvements, attended the sale in September to pur-
chase, but was refused the lots by the Agent. Recoammended that the sales of 23,
24, 25 and 26 be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that Hart's laim
to lots 25 and 26 he allowed, and that lots 23 and 24 be resumed by the Governmnent.

27, 28 and 29. Lot 27 sold to Joseph Ilgili, and 28 and 29 returned upon the
Agent's mnap as unsold. Hagill is a non-resident and unassessed, and the whole
three lots are vacant. Recommended that the sale to Hogill be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and that the lands of the three lots be resumed by
the Governnient.

30, 31, 32 and 33. Lot 30 sold in the name of A. B. Saville, 31 and 32 in thë
riarne of George Henry Aimes, and 33 in the niame of William Bradbury. They are
all three non-residents, unknovn and unassessed in the Township. Saville and
Aimes were nanes mercly used to eloak the sale to Mr. Colin Clark, who wasthe
true purchaser, and in whose list of lands 30, 31 and 32 appear. Bradbury is a,
well kvown resident of this city, and the lot 33 appeais npon the list of land adverr
tised by Rich and Maddison, the land agents before spoken of. William Cornyn
claims lots 30 and 3 1, and John Cornyn lots 32 and 33. The Cornyns, who are
brothers, entered upon those lots it appears, so long back as the fail of 1833, attended
the sale in September 1854, to purchase them, but when they applied to the Agent
they Were told the lots wvere sold. Recommended that the sales to Saville, Aimes
and Bradhury be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the clims
of the Cornyns to the lands be allowed.

Fifteenth Concession.

1, 2, 3 and 4. Lot 1 sold in the name of Alexander Collie, 2 and 3 in- the nane
of John Mara, and 4 in the narne of John Major. They are al] non-residents,
unknown and unassessecl in the Township, and the names have been used by the
Agent to cloak the sales to his son and his brother, who were doubtless the trIe'
purchasers. Mr. Major is a well known Bank Cashier in Ihis city. Number b
appears upon the list of lands of Mr. Colin Clark, and of his sub-agent Mr. W
G. Walker, and numbers 2, 3 and 4 are on the lists of Dr. Clark. and of bis
agents, Messrs. Adams and Newman of Goderich. Lots 1 and 2 are claime db

Joseph Leech, and 3 and 4 by Richard Leech, both on account of recent occu pa
tion and improvements. Recommendcd that the sales to Collie, Mara, and Ma o
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be cancelled, for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by
the Government.

5, 6, 7 and 8. Lot 5 sold to Robert Young, 6 returned on the Agent's Map
as unsold, and 7 and 8 sold to William Reid. Young ani Reid are non-residents
and unassessed. David Burns claims lots 5 and 6 from being the first andonly
setiler upon either lot, having entered upon thein, in March, 1854, and been re-
fused them at the sale in'September following. George Cross claims lots 6 and
7, from having recently settled upon and improved them. Rufus Livingstone
claims lot 8 upon sirmilar grounds. Recommended that the sales to Young and
Reid be cancelled for non-compliance vith the conditions ; that the claim of
Burns to lot 5 and 6 be alloved, and that 7 and 8 be resumed by the Govern-
ment.

9, 10, 11 and 12. Lots 9 and 16 sold in the name of John O'Neill, Il to David
Watson, and 12 returned on the Agent's map as unsold. The name of O'Neill
was merely usedto cover the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in whose list of lands
both lots appear. James McLaughlin occupies lot 9, and is assessed for it, and
Robert Ferguson lot 10, and is also assessed for it. James Stonehouse, of Gode--
rich, claims lot 11, as the assignee of David Watson. Alexander Finlay also.
claims lot 11, from having settled upon it in June, 1855. Henry Crobar claims
lot 12, upon similar grounds to Finlay. Recommended that the sales of 9, 10 and
Il be cancelled, for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed
by the Government, except it can be shewn that McLaughlin or Ferguson is act-
ing for or under the original purchaser.

13, 14, 15, 16 and 17. Numbers 13 and 14 sold to Alexander McKidd, 15,
and 16 to John Bowman, and 17 returned on the Agent's map as unsold. They
are both (McKidd and Bowman) non-residents and unassessed. Bowman's name
was used to cover the sale. to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in whose list of lands the lots
15 and 16 appear. William Rutledge claims lot 13, upon which he settled in
September, 1854. James Wiggins claim lots 15 as the assignee of Bowman.
Joseph Sproul claims the same lot, from recent occupation and improvements.
Thomas Kelly claims lot 16, upon similar grounds Io Sproul's claim to lot 15.
Robert Griffith claims lots.13 and 14, as having entered upon them in April. 1854,
and offeerd for them at the sale, but was refused. them by the Agent, alleging
that they were sold. Recommended that the sales to McKidd and Bowrman be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, except in the case of lot 15,
whicl appears to be occupied by the assignee of Bowman; that Robert Griffith's
claim to 13 and 14 be allowed, and that 16 and 17,be resumed by the Govern-
ment.

18, 19 and 20. Lot L8 sold to Samuel Gogan, 19 to Richard Goven, aríd,20
to Dinely Goven.- They are all three non-residents and unassessed, and the
names were evidently used to cloak the sale to Mr. Colin Clark, in whoses list of
lands all three lots appear, as also 18 and 19 in the listof his sub-agent, Mr. W.
G.>Walker. Charles H. Hunter resides upon lot number 18, for which he is also
assessed, and upon which he erected a saw-mill. He was refused ihe lot at thé
sale by the Agent, bécause he also applied for lot 13 in the 16th concession, both
of which were refused to him. Thomas Lambert claims lots 19 and 20, upon'
which he entered in July; 1854, and was subsequently refused them by the Agent
at the sale, who preferred giving them to his son to speculate upon. Recommend-
ed that the sale of 18, made in the name of Gogan, ani of 19 and 20, made in the
name of Goven,. be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that
Hnnter's clain o lot 18, and Lambert's to lots 19 and 20, be allowed.

21, 22, 23 and 24. Number 21 sold to Michael Howitt, 22 to Alexander*L.
McKidd, and 23 and 24 to James Porterfield. Howitt, McKidd and Porterfield
are non-residents and unassesse.d. , 21 and 22 are claimed by John Connell, who
first settled on them in 1853, attended the sale to purchase them, but 'vas refused
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them by the Agent. Lot 21 is on Mr. Colin Clark's list of lands' and-also on the list
of bis sub-agent, Mr. W.,G. Walker. Recoinmended that the sales 1o Howitt,
McKidd and Porterfield bV cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
tiat Connell's claim to 21 and 22 be allowed, and that 23 and 24 be resumed by
the Government.

25, 26, 27 and 28. Lot 25 sold to Alexander L. Kidd, (vide 22) 2.6 and 27 to
Charles Swainson, and 28 returned on the Agent's map.as unsold. McKidd and
Swainson are non-residents and unassessed. Lots 26 and 27 are on the list of
lands advertised by Frank 11. Caley & Co., and also by Richard Maddison, Land
Agents. 25 and 26 are claimed by Edward Grogan, who cleared and improved
upon them, having first entered into possession in the month of April, 1854, and
when the September sale arrived and he, hoped to purchase them, was refused
them by the Agent. Recommended that the sales to McKidd and Swainson be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that the claim of Grogan to lots
25 and 26 be allowed, and that lots 27 and 28 be resumed by the Government.

29 and 30. Lot 29 sold in the name of Frederick C. Lowe, and 30 in the.
name of A, B. Saville. (Vide 30 in the 14th concession.') , bey are both non-
resideuts, unknowý'n and unassessed in the Township. Lot 29 is in the list of lands
advertised by Rich and Maddison, Land Agents, and 30 is in the list of Mr. Colin
Clark, and of his sub-ageni, Mr. W. G. Walker. Recommended that the sales
macle in the name of Lowe and Saville be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the lands resurned by the Government.

31, 32 and 33. Lot 31 sold in the name of Frederick C. Lowe, (vide 29,)2
reuturned on the Agent's map as unsold, and 33 sold in the name of William Biad-
bury. (Vide 23 in the 141h concession.) Lowe and Bradbury are non-residents,
unknown and unassessed in the Township. Lots 31 and 33 are both in the list
of Rich & Maddison, Land Agents. Janies Little claims lots 32 and 33 as having
settled upon theni eight months priUr to the sale in September 1854, applied for
them at the sale, but was refused them by the Agent ai the time. Lots 31 at d
33 are inserited in Rich & Maddison's list of lands for sale. Recommended
that the sales to Lowe and Bradbury be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, that Little's claim to 32 and 33 be admitted, and that 31 be resumed
by the Governiment.

Sixteen th Concession.

1, 2, 3 and 4. Number 1.returned upon the Agent's map as unsold, 2 sold to
Hugh Currie, Senr., 3 returned as unsold, and 4 sold to John Vlorigan. Currie
is a resident settler, Morigan is a non-resident and unassessed. William Stephenu
son claims 3 and 4, as having occupied and improved them since the beginning
of May, 1854, but refused thern by the Agent at the sale in September of that
year. Recommended that the sale of number 2 to Currie be confirmed ; that the.
sale of No. 4 to Morigai be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions ;
that Stephenson's claim to 3 and 4 be allowed ; and that number 1 be resumed
by the Government.

5, 6, 7 and 8. NÑmber 5 sold to James Bell, 6 to John Currie, and 7 andS to
William Green. Bell is a non-resident and unassessed. Currie and Green are
resident settlers and assessed. Jacob Brown claims number 5, upon which he'
entered on the 24th of April, 1854, and continued to improve up to the general
sale in September of that year, when he applied Io theAgent at Goderich, to pur-
chase, but was told the lois were sold. Recommended that the tale Io Bell be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the claim of Brown allowed.;
and that the sales to Currie and Green be confirmed.

9, 10 and 11. Number 9 sold in the name of Andrew Bowman, and 1Oand
Il in the name of Alexander Christie. They are both non-residents, tinknown
and unassessed in the Towvnship. Bowman's name has been used to screen th
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sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie, in whose list of lands number 9 appears, and Christie's
naine has been used for'a like purpose to hide the sale to Mr. Colin.Clark, in wbose
list, as also in the list of bis sub-Agent, Mr. W. G. Walker, lots numbers 10 and
11 appear. Number 10 is claimed by Jacob Brown upon the same grounds as he
claims number 5. Recommended that the sales made in the names of Bowman
and Christie be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, that the claim
of Brown tonumber 10 be allowed, and that numbers 9 and il be resumed by the
Governmentt.

12, 13, 14 and 15. Lot 12 sold in the name of Thomas Gordon, 13 in the
name of Andrew Bowman, (vide 9,) and 14 and 15 in the name of John Boyd.
Gordon, Bowman and Boyd, are non-residents and unassessed. Gordon's name
was used to cloak the sale to Dr. Clarke, on whose list of 'lands, as also on the
lists of his agents Mr. Adams and Mr. Trueman, lot 12 appears. Bowman and
Boyd's names were used for a like purpose by Mr. Boys of Barrie on whose list
of lands lots 13, 14 and 15 appear. 12 and 13 are claimed by Samuel Arneil'
who first bas occupied them since the 201h of July, 1854, has made large improve-
ments upon them, and who tendered the money for them through Andrew Hunter
at the sale in September following, and who occupies and is assessed for them at
the present time. Mathew Hunter claims lots 14 and 15 upon the same grounds.
precisely that Arneil claims 12- and 13. Recomended that thé sales made in
the naines of Gordon, Bowman, and Boyd respectively, be cancelled for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Arneil to 12 and 13, and of
Hunter to 14 and 15 be allowed.

16, 17, 18, 19 and 20. Lot 16 sold to Thomas Foster, 17 returned on the
Agent's map as unsold, 18 sold to Samuel Goven, 19 to Richard Goven, and 20 to
Dinely Goven. They are all three non-residents, unknown and unassessed in
the township. Foster's name was used to cover the sale to Mr. Boys of Barrie,
on whose list of lands number 16 appears. The three Govens' names were used
for a like.object by Mr. Colin Cîark, on whose list lots 18, 19 and 20 appear.
Lot 16 claimed by Charles H. Hunter, who entered upon it on the 20th of July,
1854, made considerable improvements upon it, and was refused it by the Agent,
solely upon the, ground that residence and suflicient improvements were not
proved. Mr. Hunter still occupies the lot. James McKenzie claims lot 19, upon
which he resides and has made considerable improvements. Recommended that
the sale made in the names of Thomas Foster, Samuel Goven, Richard Goven,
and Dinely Goven be cancelled for non-compliance with the cônditions; that the
claim of Hunter to lot 16 be allowed; and that lots 17, 18,19 and 20 be resumed
by the Government.

21, 22, 23, 24 and 25. Lot 21 sold in the name of Michael Howitt, 22 returned
upon the Agent's map as unsold, 23 and 24 sold to Francis Brown, and 25 returned
as unsold. Howitt and Brown are both non-residents and unassessed. The
name of Howitt was used to cover the sale to Mr. Colin Clai-k in whose list of
lands and also in the list of his sub-Agent, Mr. W. G. Walker, lot .21 appears;
lots 24 and 25 are claiied by Thomas Morton, who first occupied them in Marchi
1854, tendered the first instalment for them at the sale in September of that year
but the Agent declined to receive it. Recommended that the sales made in the
names of Howitt and Brownrespectively, be cancelled for non-compliance with.
the conditions; that the claim of Morton to lots 24 and 25 be allowed, and that
the lots 21, 22, and 23 be resumed by the Government.

26, 27, 28 and 29. Numbers 26 and 27 sold in the name of Alexander B.
Boultie, and 28 and 29 in the name of Edward Buchannon. Boultie and
Buchanan are both non-residents unknown and unassessed in the Township. The
two first narmed lots appear in the list of lands advertised by Frank H. Caley
and Rich & Maddison, Land Agents, of this City ; and the other two lots appear
in the list of Mr. Colin Clark, and also in that of his sub-agent, Mr.W. GM
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Walker. Lots 26 and 27 are claimed by George Morton, who took possession of
them in the rnonth of October, 1853, improved upon thein and attended the én.
eral sale in September, 1854, intending to purchase them, but bis money was
refused by the Agent. Recommended that the sales made in the name of Boul"
tie and Buchannon, respeclively, be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions; that the claim of Morton to lois 26 and 27 be allowed, and that lots.28
-and 29 be resurmed by the Government.

30, 31, 32 and 33. Lot -0 sold in the name of Cassins Matthews, 31 in the
-narne of Thonas Gordon, 32 in the name of John Matthews, and 33 in the name
Andrew Matthbws. They are all non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the
township. Lots 32 and 33 are. claimed by John Taylor, who was the first and
only occupant of thern, having entered upon them early in the month of April,
1854, attended the sa'e in September following, to purchase, but was refused
them by the Agent, who stated they had been sold. Recommended that the sales
made Io Cassins Mathews, Thomas Gordon, John Matthews and Andrew Mat-
thews, be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions; that Taylor's claim
to 32 and 33 be admitted, and 1hat lots 30 and 31 be resumed by the Govern-
ment,

Seventeenth Concession.
1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. Number 1 returned upon the Agent's Map as unsold, 2

and 3 sold to Henry Morgan, 4 to Andrew Morgan, 5 as unsold, and 6 sold to
Andrev Morgan. Both the Morgans are non-residents, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Andrew White claims 1 and 2 as having entered upon them
in Marci 1854, -ut up a shanty and chopped an acre and a-half prior to the sale,"
\vhen he intendcd. to purchase, but could not obtain them frorn the Agent. Re-
commended that the sales made in the name of the Morgans be cancelled for
non-compliance with the conditions, tiat the claim of White to numbers 1 and 2
be allowed, and ihat numbers 3, 4, 5 and 6 be resumed by the Government.

7, 8, 9, 10 and 11. Number 7 sold in the name of Thomas Foster, 8returned
-on the Agent's Map as unsold, 9 and 10 sold in the name of Edward R. O'Brien,
and 11 in the name of James Beswick. Foster, O'Brien, and Besw'ick, are alk
non-residentsunknown and unassessed in the Township. Mr. O'Brien is a clerk
in an Insurance office in this City. The names of Foster and Beswick were used
to cover the sales to Mr. Boys, of Barrie, in whose list of lands numbers 7 and l
appears, and Mr. O'Brien's name was used for a like purpose, to cover the sales
of lots 9 and 10 to Dr. Clark, the Agent's brother, in whose list of lands, as also
in the list of his sub-agent, Mr. John Adams, and Mr. Truman of Goderich, both
lots appear. William Green, who resides on lot number 8 and is assessed for it,
claims nurmber 7, of which he tbook possession in May, 1854, and for which his
brother tendered the first instalhnent to the Agent on the 5th day of Septenibet
following, but it was refused. Richard Wade claims lots 9 and 10, upon which
he entere'd as an actual settler on the 20th July, 1854, tendered the money to pay
for the lots on the 10th of September following, but the Agent refused it and pre&
ferred selling to his brother in Toronto, in the narne of bis clerk, Mr. Edwar&
Roly O'Brien. Wade is also assessed for the lots. William Clegg claims ló
number 10, upon which he entered in July, 1854, and has made the only improve-
ment on the lot; it vas refused him by the Agent when he applied for it at th&
sale in Septeinber following. James Magill claims number Il from recent occu-
pation or improvernents. Recommended that the sales made in the names of
Fosier, O'Brien, and Beswick respectively, be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, that the cliim of WiJliam Green to lot number 7, of Richard Wade
to lot nurmber 9, and of William Clegg to lot number 10, be allowed, and that lot
No. Il be resumed by the Government.
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12,13,14, 15 and 10. Number 12 returnedon the Agent's Mapasunsold, 13
and 14 sold in the name of Robert Laidlaw, and 15 and 16 in the nane of Ste-
phen Heward. Laidlaw and Heward are both non-residents and unassessed.
Mr. Laidlaw's name was used to cloak the sale to Mr. Boys, of Barrie, in whose
list of lands both 13 and 14 appear, and Mr. Heward (who is a well known Stock
Broker in this City) had his name used for a like purpose for the Agent's brother,
Dr. Clark, in -whose list of lands advertised for sale, as also in the lists of his
su b-agents, Mr. J. Adams and Mr. Truman, lots 15 and 16 appear. Andrew
Hnter, Junr., claims lots 13 and 14 from having entered upon them on the 20th
of July, 1854, and continued to improve upon them up to the 10th of September
following, when the first instalment for them was refused by the Agent. He still
occupies the lots, and is assessed for them. Andrew Hunier, senr., claims lots
15 and 16 upon the same 'grounds that his son claims 13 and 14. Recommended
tiat the sales made in the names of Laidlaw and Heward be cancelled for non-
compliance vith the conditions, and that the claim of Andrew -Hunter, junr., to
lots 13 and 14, and of Andrew Hunter, senr., to lots 15 and 16 be allowed.

17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22. These six lots are returned on tie Agent's Map as
unsold. John Hunier claims lot 17, upon which he entered on the 2oth of July,
1854, and for which lie tendered payment to the Agent on the 10th of September
following. The Agent refused the money, because, as he stated, "the land was
sold" lhoug to this day it remains vacant and unsold on his own rmap of the
Township, as furnished to the Commissioners. John Mickie occupies lot 18 and
is also assessed for it. 20 and 21 are claimed by Joseph Dowiy, who put up a
shanty and entered into occupation of them early in April, 1854, and continued
to improve upon them up to the general sale in September following, when he
went to Goderich to purchase, but was refused the lots by ihe Agent. Recort-
mended that the claim of H1unter to lot 17, and of Dowly to lots 20 and 21 be
allowed, and that lots 18, 19 and 22 be resumed by the Governrment.

23, 24 and 25. Lot 23 sold in the name of John Sawyers, 24 to Frank East-
\vood, and 25 returned on the Agent's Map as unsold. Sawyers and Eastwood
are both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. LotS 24 and
25 are claimed by Nicholas Graham, who entered upon them in the latter part of
March, 1854, improved upon them and attended the September sale to purchase
them, but was refused by the Agent. Recommended that the sales made in the
names of Sawyers and Eastwood be cancelled for non-compliance With the con-
ditions, that Graharn's claim to lot 24 be allowed, and that lot 23 be resumed by
the Government.

26, 27, 28, 29 and 30. Lots 26 and 27 sold to Patrick Moriarty, 28 to John
Sullivati, 29 to Michael Sullivan, and 30 to Michael Moriarty. They are all
resident settlers and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

31, 32 and 33. Lot 31 sold in the name of Frank Eastwood, 32 in the name
of John Ransbury, and 33 in the name of Cassins Matthews. Eastwood, Rans--
bury and Matthews are all non-residents and unassessed. Robert Johnston
claims 32 and 33 upon which he entered in the winter of 1854, put up a shanty,
carried in his provisions, and chopped away till the sale in September following,
when, upon his application to the Agent to purchase, le was told the lots were
sold. Reconîmnended that the sales made in the names of Eastwood, Ransbury
and Matthews r.espectively be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
that Johnston's claim to lots 32 and 33 be allowed, and that lot 31 be resumed by
the Governmeni.

Eighteenth Concession.
1, 2, 3 and 4. Lot No. 1 sold to Robert Reid, 2 to Edward Rutledge, 3 to

Christopher Rutledge, and 4 to Thoras Lynch. Reid and Rutledge are resident
settlers and assessed. Lynch is a non-resident 'and unassessed. A man nàmed
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John Johnston resides upon lot 4, and is assessed for it. Recommended that the
sales to Reid and the Rutledges be confirmed, and that the sale made to LyLJh be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, unless it is shown that Johnston
is acting. for or under him (Lyncb.)

5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. Number 5 sold in the name of Isaniah McPhinny, 6 sold te
Joseph Driver, 7 to Thomas Driver, 8 to William Driver, and 9 to Henry John
Driver. McPhinny and the Drivers are ail resident settlers and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sales be confirmed.

10, 11, l12 and 13. Number 10 sold in the name of James Spencer Kerse, 1i
in the name of William Boys, and 12 and 13 in the name of William Murray.
Kerse is a resident settler and assessed. Boys and Murray are non-residents and
unassessed. Mr. Boys is the well known land speculator at Barrie. William
Driver claims lot 11 froin actual occupation and improvements, but he did not enter
into possession of it till after the-general sale in September, 1854. Recommended
that the sale, to Kerse of lot numnber 10 he confirmed, and that ihe sale to Boys
and Murray of lots numbers 11, 12 and 13 be cancelled lor non-compliance with the
conditions, and the lands resumed by the Governinent.

14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21. Numbers 14 and 15 sold in the name of
Thornas Racy, 16 and 17 in the narne of Henry Racy, 18 and 19 in the name of
Robert M. Racy, and 20 and 21 in the name of James R. Racy. They are ail
non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. 15 and 16 are clalmed
by Henry Johnston, and 20 and 21 by Thomas Robinson, both of whom entered
into possession in the early part of NQvember, 1853, and continued to
occupy and improve them up to September, 1854, when they applied to
purchase at the Agency Office, at Goderich, but were refused then. Recommended
that the sales of lots 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 21, made to the Racy's, be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions ; that the claim of Johnston to lots
15 and 16 and of RobinsonJo lots 20 and 21 be allowed, and that lots 14, 17, 18
and 19 be resumed by the Government.

22 and 23. Both sold in the name of John T. Charleton, a non-resident, un-
known aüd unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Henry Stephens, who occu-
pied and improved them prior to the sale in September, 1854, when he tendered
the first instalment to the agent, but could not get the lots. Recommendedthat
the sale to Charleton be cancelled fer non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of Stephens allowed.

24, 25, 26 and 27. Lots 24 and 25 returned on the Agent's map as unsold, and
26 and 27 sold in the naine of Lier Jones, who is a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Numbers 24 and 25 are claimed by James Fulford,
and 26 and 27 by Hiram Fulford, both of whom entered into actual occupation in
the month of March, 1854, and continued to work away upon them up to Septen-
ber, 1854, when they applied to the. agent to purchase, but was refnsed tlhe lols.
Recommended that the sale of 26 and 27 to Jones be cancelled for non compliance
with the conditions ; that James Fulford's claim to 24 and 25, and Hiram Fulford's
claim to 26 and 27, be allowed.

28,29,30, 31, 32 and 33. Lots 28 and 29 sold in the name of DavidDairs, 30
returned on the Agent's map as unsold ; 31 and 32 sold in the name of John East-
wood, and 33 in the name of John Pearson. Dairs, Eastwood and Pearson are
non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Mr. Eastwood is a lahd
agent, formerly residing in this city. William Johnston claims 28 and 29. Samuel
Roberts 30 and 31, and William Osborne 32 and 33. Johnston entered upon his
lots in April, 1854, Robertson his towards the close of the same month and yeàr,
and Osborne on his in the ear'ly part of the month of March preceding. They al
attended the general sale in September following with the intention of purchasing
tendered their monev to the agent, but were refused. Recomrended that the salës
made in the names of Dairs, Eastwood and Pearson respectively, be cancelled fr
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non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Johnston to lots 28 and
29; of Roberts to lots 30 and 31, and of Osborne to lots 32 and 33, be admitted.

MORRIS.

This TVownship was one of the first sold after the appomtment of Mr. Clark

as Ageut; and the disposal of the public lands in it, was entirely satisfactory.
Speculation in the Crown Domaiti was theni comparatively unknown, and nearly
every lot fit for cultivation in the Tosvnship, is occupied by a resident settler.
Tiere were but five applications, we cannot cal1 thern complaints, made to us from
Morris, they are as follows

South half 16, 17, 18 and 19, con. 1. David Dirhan states, that he has entered
into possession of, and is now making: inmprovements upon the south halves of lots
16, 17, 18 and 19 in the first concession of Morris, that he is desirous of purchasing
thei, and anxions that the Connnissioners should forward his application to the
Comimissioner of Crown Lands.

North half, 15 and 16, con. 2. Thomnas Hill, senior, makes a similar stateinent
on his own- behalf, ii reference to the north halves of lots 15 and 16, in the second
concession of Morris, and desires that his application to purchase be forwarded by
the Commissioners to the Hon. Commissioner of Crown Lands.

26 and 27, con 3. An application of a similar character and under like cir-
cunistances was made to the Commissioners by Richard Marshall, for lots 26 and 27
in 3rd concession of Morris.

No. 9,.con. 6. William Proctor states, that his brother, Simon Proctor, now
deceased, purchased lot No. 9, in the 6th concession of Morris, upon which he,
Simon, paid the first instalment, that before the second instalment became due, his
said brolher died, leaving hlim (William) his next of kin, and that as such he took
ont letters of administration to his brother's estate, and paid all his debts. le adds
that on application to the Crown Land Agent, (Mr. Clark) to obtain a transfer of
the sale fron Simon to himself (William,) the Agent-refused. This is a matter
which in the opinion of the Commissioners, properly cornes under the notice of the
Heir and Devizee Comimissioners, or. some other competent Court having legal
juorisdiction.

29, con. 8. John Ramsden states, that he purchased the north half of lot 29
in 8th concession of Morris, from the Crown Land Agent, Clark; paid him £5 as
the first instalment thereon, and took bis receipt for the same, that when proceeding
with his family "from the other side of Toronto," tô occupy the lot, he was attack-
cd by ague and chill fever at McGillivray, by which he was prevented entering
upon his land at the time ; he has since been iinproving upon the lot, and hopes by
next Spring to have twenty-five acres chopped. . He states that he is a British born
subject, " that bis father was a marine in the British Navy, who obtained bis dis-
" charge after the loss of his leg above the knee," and trusts he may not losé his
land owing to his temporary absencee n

TURNBERRY.

Concession

1 and 2. Sold in the name of William Wright, a non-resident, not kríoWn
in the locality, and not 'assesssed in the township. Richard Osborne dlimsthe
lots fromn residence and improvenents rnade upon them prior tô the landý sàle in
September, 1854, at which sale his money was refused. Recomrmended thattele'

A.-1857.
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sale to Wright be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and thedlaim
of Osborne allowed.

3 and 4. No. 3 sold in the name of William Wright, a non-resident, not known
and not assessed in ihe Township. No. 4 returned by the Agent as unsold. Both
lots claimed by Jereniah Ferguson, a resident settler prior t the land sale in 1854,
and the only person who has made improvements upon either lot. Recommended
that the sale of No. 3 tO Wright be cancelled for-non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and Ferguson's claim to both lois be allowed.

5 and 6. Sold to James Hyslop, who is also assessed for them. Rcom-
mended that the sale be. confirmned.

7 and 8. Sold to John Wilson, anon-resident, not assessed, and understood to
be the Member for London, in the County of 1Middlesex. Claimed by Andrew
Ferguson, a resident setIler since 1854. Recommended that the sale to Wilson
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, andithe claim of Ferguson
allowed.

9 and 10. Sold in the name of David -1. Wilson, a non-resident, not assessed,
and reputed to be a son of the member for London. Claimed by William Adars,
who entered on the lots in March, 1854, and who still resides on them, and bas
two acres cleared and under crop. Recommended that the sale made in the
name of Wilson be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of Adams allowed.

Concession B.
Il and 12. Sold in the name of A. M. Clark, anon-resident and unassessed,

understood to be a resident of the City of Tronto, and nephew to the Crown
Land Agent. Both lots are claimed by William Peck, who entered upon themn
in May, 1854, and whose money was refused at i he land sale. No. 12 is also
clairnect by Andrew Bell, wh o put up a bouse upon it, and entered into possession
ten days before the land sale, but was refused the lot at the time of the sale.-
Recoinmended that the sale to Clark be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions; that the claim of Peck to No. 11, and the dlaim of Bell to No. 12 be
allowed ; and further, that Peck be permittcd o purchaso another lot in the Tôwn-
sbip, at the ulpset prico, in lieu of No. 12.

13 and 14. Sold to John Beckett a resident settler and assessed for both lots.-
Recominended that the sale be confirmed.

15. Sold in the name of Reuben Hill, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the township. Claimnd by George Peck, who bas been a resident settler for nearly
tbrce years, and who, was refused the lot at the time of the gemeral sale at Goderich,
in Septenber, 1854, and upon the same grounds he also claims lot 28 in the 10th con-
cession, making together 200 acres. Recommended that the sale to Hill be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Peck to both lots be allowed.

16. Sold to James Beckett a resident settler. The lot is assessed in the namè
of his father, Alexander Beckett. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

17.and 18. Sold to William Beckett, a resident settler and brother to James
Beckett, (of No. 16.) The lots are assessed in the nane of bis father, Alexander
Beckett. Recommended that the sale be confirned.

19 and 20: Sold to John McLeod, a resident settler, and the lots assessed, Re,
commended that the sale be confirmed.

21. Sold in the naine of James MeMahon, a non-resident, not known and nôt
assessed in the township. Claimed by Robert Picken, (who also claims lot 25a tinhi
same concession,) who is a resident settler; the only one who made improveinents 6
either lot, and who has been in possession since June, 1854. Recommrended that he
sale to McMahon be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the
of Picken to both lots be allowed.
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22 and 23. Both returned by the Agent as unsold. They are unocciipied, but
have been returned by the assessor, and rated in the name of John Lanount. Re--
cornnended that they be resumed by Government.

24. Sold to John Lamount, Jnr., who is a resident settler and assessed for the
lot Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

25. Sold in the namne of William Baird, not known and not assessed in the town--
ship. Claimed by Robert Picken of lot 21. Reconmended that the sale to Baird
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Pieken allowed..

26 and: 27. The first sold in the name of William Baird, and the other (27) in
the name of James Allen, both non-residents, unassessed and unknown in the town-
ship. Claimed by Adai Willoughby as having entered upon thei prior to the land,
sale in 1854, but his rnoney was refused by the Agent. Recommended that the sale.
made respectively to Baird and Allen be cancelled for non-comptiance with the con-
ditions, and the caim of Willoughby be allowed.

28, 29 and 0. Sold to Thomas McCreight, Senr., and Thomas McCreight, Jnr.,.
both resident '-àlers and assessed. Recomnended that the sale be conifirined.

Concession C.
1 and 2. Sold to Francis W. Irwin, a resident settler, assessed for both lots. Has,

surveyed and laid out a Village upon them -ýcalled " Belmore," and made large in-
provemnents. Recommended that thesale be confirmed.

3. Returned by the Agent as unsold. It consists chiefly of swamp, and is
claimed by David Peck, (vide No. 7.) . le tendered his mnoney for the lot at the tirne
of the land sale in 1854, but it was refused. Recomnmended that Peck's claim be
allowed.

4 and 5. Sold to Thomas Irwin, who is a resident settler. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

6. Sold to James Bell a resident settler, and assessed. Recommended that the
sale be confirmed.

7. Sold in the name of Joseph Carroll, a non-resident, unknown and Unassessed
in the township. Claimed by David Peck, (vide lot 3) who has been a resident
setler since 1854, has made considerable improvements, and his money refused at the
period of the land sale in that year. Recommended.that the sale to Carroll be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Peck allowed.

8. Sold in the name of Alexander Carroll, a non-resident, unknown and unas-
sessed in the township. Recommended that the sale to Carroll be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions and that this lot be given to William Peck, in lieu of
No. 12, concession B. before referred to.

9. Sold in the name of Alexauder Carroll (supposed to be the same person as
in No. 8) unknown and unassessed in the Township; claimed by Peter R. Miller,
(who also claims lot No. 30 in the saine concession,) who was the fi'rst and only
settler on either lot, has been in possession since May, 1854, and whose money was.
refused at the general land sale il the fall f that year. Recominended that the
sal- to Carroli be cancelled for non-compliance with'the conditions, aad the claim
of Miller to both lots allowed.

10 and 11. Sold to John Clinaghan, but occupièd by, and .asessed to William
Anderson, Recommended that the sale to Clinaghan be cancelled for non-com-
pliance-with the conditions, and that both lots be resumed by Government, unless
it shall appear that Anderson is acting for, or under him (Clinaghan)

12 and 13. Sold in the name of Calvan Holmes, à non-resident aud unassessed,.
claimed by James Watson, who settled upon them withýhis family in [853, about one
year prior to the land sale at Goderich. Recommended that ihe sale to lolmes be
cancelled for non-compliancewith the conditions, and the claim of Watson'allowed,,
at the valuation of the Government Agent.

14 and 15. Sold in the name of Evan McDonald a non-resident, unknown and

A. 1I 7.
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nassessed in the Township, claimed by John Watson, who entered upon thern ixÇ
Nov., 1863, more than one year priorto the Government sale at Gorerich. Recora
mended that the sale to McDonald be cancelled for non-compliance with the on
ditions, and the claim of Watson allowed, at the valu'ation of the Government Agen

16 and 12. The first (16) sold in the name of David Laurie, a non-resideri
unknown and unassessed in the Township; also offered for sale in a list oflandsî
exhibited in the handwriting of Mr. Colin Clark, (son to the Crown Land Agert
The other lot (17) sold to Alexander Thomson, a resident settler, who claims bth
lots, is assessed for thein, and has made large improvements upon them. Recom
nended that the sale of No. 16 to Laurie be cancelled, foi noncompliance with th&
conditions, and the claim of Thomson to hoth lots be allowed.

18 -and 19. The first (18) sold to Andrew Mitchell, a resident settler i
assessed for both lots, the other, (No. 19) sold in the naine of Robert Park, anó
resident, and unassessed in the Townslip. Mitchell claims both lots, from residencé
and improvements prior to the land sale in 1854, when his money was refused b
the Crown Land Agent. Reccmmended that the- sale of No. 19 to Park be ca
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the clain to Mitchll for both lot
be allowed.

20 and 21 sold to Thomas Plaffbrd, a resident settler and assessed for both o
Recornmnded that the sale be confirmïîed.

22 anîd 23. Lot 22 sold in the name of Williarm Swift, a rion-resident, unknow
and unassessed in the Township, lot 23 sold to William Elli'ott, a resident setter ad
assessed f'r both lots, he claims both lots fromo residence, and fron having. m
large improvements upon them, but one only (23) was allowed by the Government1
Agent. Recommcndedd hat the sale of lot 22 to Swift be cancelled for non ea
pliance with the conditions, and the claim of Elliott to both lots be allowed.

24 and 25. The first (24) sold in the name of William Swift, and the other (2
in the naine of Obadiah Swift, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in t
Township; Matthew Elliot caims botl lots frorm residence and improvements made
upon them prior to the sale in 1854, Recommended that the sale to both the Swîfts
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the clairns of Ell
allowed.

26 and 27. The former (26) sold in the name of Steplhen Wickens, and No
in the namne of Jonathan Ashworth, both non-residents, uiknovn and unassessed
the township; clained by James Mair, who is a blacksmith by trade, resides
the lots, and lias over 3 acres improyed upon therm. Recommended that the sals
to Wickens and Ashworth be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Muir be allowed, at the valuation of the resident Agent.

28 and 29. The first (28) sold in the naie of Jonathaà Ashworth, a non-r
dent, unknown and unassessed in the Township. No. 29 sold to Thomas Mosgr
a resident settler, who is assessed for both lots, and who claims them from residen
and improvements prior to the sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale to Asl
worth be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of MÝs
grove to both lots be allowed.

30. Sold in the name of Robert Park, a non-resident, unknown and unassessad
in the Township, claimed by Peter R. Miller, (vide lot No. 9,) who lias made
provements, was an actual settler, and who tendered his money at the land sae
1854. Recommended that the sale to Park be cancelled for non-compliance v
the conditions, and the claim of Miller allowed.

31. Sold in the name of Thomas Park, a non-resident, unknown and unasspsse
in the Township. Recommended that the sale to Park be cancelled, for non-co
pliance with the conditions, and the land resuméd by Government.

30 Sold in the name of Charles Lindsay, a non-resident, unknown and unaesse
in the Township, is a resident in the City of Toronto, and states that his name
used by some speculatoi- without his privity or consent. The lot is claimed by
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Richard Hlazzard, who is a resident. settlcr and has made some improvements.
.Recommended that the sale made in the name of Lindsay be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, andthat H-azzard be allowed to purchase at the
valuation of.the Governmient Agent.

33 and 34. Lot 33 sold in the name of Charles Lindsay, a ,non-resident, un-
known and unassessed in the Township; is a resident of the City of' Toronto, and
tates that his name was used by some speculator without his privity or consent.

No. 34 was sold iil the namre of Selby Caneron, who is also a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed W the Township ; and the lot is now offered: for sale in a printed
list of lands published by Mr.' Truman, a hind agent, at Goderich. Lot 33 is
claimed by Reuben Miles, who is a i-esident settier and 'has made some improve-
ments. Sebastien Huffcr has lately entered into possession or lot 34 and claimed it
before the Cormissioners, and Mauhew Alexander has advanced a similar claim from
recent residence and occupation. Recomnmended that the sales m'ade to Lindsay
and Cameron be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions; that Miles be
ulloWed to purchase lot 33, at the valuation of Government Agent, and thàt lot 34
be resumed by Government.

Town Plots.

Twenty lots of one hundred acres each are reserved in the first concession
for a Town plot. This makes an aggregate of two thousand acres'of land. The
(Commissioners, are of opinion that one thousand, or even five hundred acres
would -be amply sufficient for all the purposes of a Tovn plot. To reserVe so
large a block of land as two thousand acres, will be, practically, to iendée for
many years to.come, the largest portion of i a commonif not a nnisancé, tothe
future village.

i and 2, East. Lots 1 and 2 on the east side are claimed by William
Saddler, ashaving chopped and cleared thereon so far back as the year 1850.

7 and 8, East. Un the same side (east) Adarn Pedan claims lots 7 and 8 as
having occupied them since the spring of 1854, and as ha ing been refusedthem
at the land sale in that year.

9 and 10, East. John Bacon claims lots 9 and 10 on the same side wvith
Pedan, and on the sare ground s, having first entered upon them in the' inonth of
July, 1854, but was refused to him at time of the land sale.

5 and 6, West. On the other, or western side, James R; Wilson claims lots 5
and 6, having been in possessioi for three years and made improvements upon
them.

7 and 8,-West. Robert Monigonery, also on Western side, caims lots 7 and
8,having entered upon them in the month of June, 1854, made considerable im-
provernents, and tendered his money to-the Agent at Goderich.

9 and.10, West. Lots 9 and 10 on the same side (ihe west) are claimed by
Thomas Newton, who ettered upon thern three y ears ago, andcleàred off at the
time abouï four acres but was refused thern at the time of the, Government land
sale in 1854. Recomended that the eiglt lots only, comprising in the:aggre-.
gate 800 acres of land, be reserved for the Ti'own plot, and that the said reserved
lots do consist of Nos. 1, 2, " and 4 on ihe east side, and lots Nos. 1,2, 3 and 4
On the west side, being the 8 centre lots of the intended village. And further
recomrnended that William Saddler be allowed lots 5 and 6 on the cast side, in
lieu of lots I and 2 clàimed by him, but included within the reserva ion for the
nltended illage, and the caims of Adam Pedan, John Bacon, Jaines on

Robert Monigomery, and Thomas Newton. be allowed '
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First Concession.

11 and 12. Sold in the name of A. M. Clark, a non-resident, unknovn and
-unassessed in the Township, resides in the City of Toronto, and is rephew to
the (rown Land Agent for the Couniy. No. 11 -was offered for sale in a list of
lands exhibited in the landwriting of Colin Clark, (son to the County Agent.>
David AlcDonald Gillies claimed both lots before the Comrnissioners on the 23rd
June, 1856, to which claim the Agent (who was present) replied; on the 2Oth
July following the Agent stated that Mr. Clarke (the original nominee) waived
his right to both lois in favor of Gillies. Recommended that the sale to Clark be
cancelled, and the claim of Gillies allowed.

13 and 14. Sold to James logg, a resident settler and assessed for both lots.
Recommended that the sale be confirm: d.

15. Sold to Thomas Jenkins, who is a resident settler and assessed fo he
lot. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

16 and 17. Sold to Robert Hogg, brother Io James Hogg, (vide 13 and 14.)
Hogg is a resident sc1tler. Recomrended that the sale be confirmed.

18 and 19. Both sold in the name of John T. Holden, a non-resident and un-
assessed, is a School Teacher in the Town of Goderich. Robert Hogg,senr
claims No. 1S, upon which hc erected a bouse and underbrushed three acres,
prior 10 the land sale in 1854, when bis money was refused for the lot by the
Crown Agent. Jeremiah Gray appears assessed. Robert Thompson claims Nos.
19 and 20 from occupation prior to the sale in 1854, but tie afterwards abandoned
them, and has recently resumed possession of No. 10. Recommended iatthe
sale of No. 18 to Holden be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditiòns,
and thai the claim of Hogg be allowed; and further, that the sale of- No. 19 to
Holden be also cancelled, and the lot resumed by Government, unless il shallap-
pear that Gray is acting for or under him, ([-Jolden.)

20 and 21. Lot 20 is rei'urned by the Agent as unsold, and the otheT21,)
has been sold in the nane of John Millan, Jun'r, who is a non-resident, unknown
ind unassessed in the Townhip. Both lots are clairned by William Dunwoodie,
who entered upon them and made improvements prior to the general sale of'l854,
but who would be allowed but one of the lots by the Age t at the time of sale,
Recommended that the sale to Millan be cancelled for 'non-compliance with the
conditions of sale, and that the claim of Dunwoodie be allowed.

22. Sold in the name of John Miillan, junr., a non-resident, unknown and unas-
'sessed in the -ownship ; claimed by William Duncan, who is a resident, à1tler,
and assessed for the lot. Recommended that the sale to Millan be cancelledfor
non-coinpliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Duncan be· allowed.

23 and 24. Sold in the name of William George Duncan, but shouldiave
been in the name of his brother, George Duncan, who vas the real purchaser;
resides on ihe lots, and is assessed forthem. Reco: mended that a tras'fer from
William G. Duncan to George Duncan be confirmeid.

25 and 26. The southl halves of each of these lots bas been sold in the name
of Thomas Hogari, who is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Town-
ship. They are now advertised for sale by Mr. Truman, a land agent at Gode-
rich; the other, or northern halves, were sold to Frederick Duncan, who clainis
the whole of both lots ; occupies them and is assessed for them. Recommended
that the sale to Hogan be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions"and
ihat the claim of Duncan to the whole of both lots be allowed.

27 and 28 As in the lasi named, so in 'this, the one-balf of eaeh lot wassold
in the name of a non-residcnt, (R. Ainslee Spears,) unknown and unaàsessed in
the Townshîp. Frederick incan's name, instead of Richard Duncan, isidr
ted for the other halves of the lots. Duncan is resident upon them, -is asseAsed
for them, and has made large improvements. Recommended that the sale

A. I,
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Spears be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim of
Duncan to the whole of both lots he allowed.

29 and 30. Sold to Alexander DuIncan, who is a resident settler, assessed for
both lots, and lias made L-rge improvements upon them, A village called "Blue-
vde 1 has been laid out and surveyed upon No. 30. Recomnmended that the sale
be confirmed.

31 and 3 ,. Sold to Jacob Cauthan, a resident settler and assessed for both
lots. Recommended that th, sale be confirmed.

33 and 34. The first (33) sold in th narme of William Reid, vho is a non-
residenf, unknowti d unassessed in the Township, and ilt is now advertised for
sale by Mr. Truman, a ]and agent at Goderich ; tihe other lot ç34) sold to James
McCuty, who is a resident settler ; occupi A boili lots prior to the land. sale in
1854; made improvements to the extent of three acres before the sale, and offered
Ihe instalment for tien at the lime to the Crown Land Agent, who had previously

entored his name for both lots. Recommended tiat thes sale to Reid of lot 33 be
cancelled for non-compliance with the cond.tions, and the claim, of McCutty to
both lots allowed.

35 and 36. SslJ to Samuel Black, a resident settler and assassed for both lots.
Recomrnended that the sale be confirmed.

37 and 38. Sld to Aidrew Gray, a resident settler and assessed for both lots.
Recommended that the sale be confirrmed.

39 and 40. The north halves of these lots 'ere sold in the name of William
H. Stanton, who is a non-resident, utiknown and uiassessed in the Towxnship. Mr.
Stanton is a resident of the City of Toronto, and his name was probably used by
sorne ore of the speculators vho had access to the Agent's office, Goderich. , The
lots are now advertised for sale by Mr. Truenan, a land agent at Goderich. The
other or southern halves of these lots were sold to Elijîh Martin, who is a resident
settler, assessed for both lots, has made extensive improvemnents upon thern, and
who tendered for them, but was refused thea at the time of the land sale in 1854.
Recmnmended that the sale to Stanton be cancelled lor non-compliance with the
conditions, and that the claim of Martin to thé whole of both lots be alîowed.

41 and 42. The norih haes of these lots sold to Daniel Mc[ntosh, and the
south halves to David Logai, botb resident settlers and assessed for their respective
proporitions. Recommended that both sales be confirmed.

43. Sold in the name of John Holliwell, a non-resident, u1nknown and unas.
sessed in the Township. The lot is nov advertisecl for sale by Mr. 'l'ru man, a land
agent at Goderich. Mr. Holliwell is a resident of the City of Toronto, and his
name was probably used by sone one of the speculators who were per nitted to pur-
chase at the Crown Lands Office at Goderich. James Godkin claims the lot, as &-ing
tie first and only settler thereon, though refused by the Agent at the time cf the
sale in September, 1854 Recoimmendcd tbat the sale to HIolliwell be cancelled for
n1on-compliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Godlin be allowed.

44 and 45. Sold in the name of Francis Woods, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township, and the lots are now advertised for sale by Mr. Tru-
man, a land agent at Goderich. They are claimed by W. D. Stoddart, a resident
settier, who enteredi upon therm in the spring of 1854, and was refused them by the
Agent at the sale held in the autuni of that year. Recommended that the sale to
Woods be cancelled for non-comupliance with the conditions, and that the claim of
Stoddart be allowed.

46 aid 47. The south halves of these lots sold in the naine of John Harper, a
non-resident, unknown and unassessed ii the Township ; is a builderresident in the
City of Toronto. The north halves of both lots have been sold t George Mofatt,
who is a resident settler and assessed for them. Recommended that the sale to
Harper be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and.the land resuned
by the Government, and further, that the sale to Moffatt be confirmed.
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48. Lot 48 has been sold to George Moffatt, a resident settler, (vide nd
of 46 and 47) and assessed. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

49 and 50. Sold to David Moffatt, a resident settler and assessed for botlr j,
Recomnended that the sale be confirmed,

51 and 52. Sold to Agnes Hamilton, a resident settler and assessed. Rec#.
mended that the sale be confirmed.

53. Sold in the name of David Laurie, a non-resident, unknown and unasseàs
in the Township, believed to be the same person wh3ose name is entered as th
chaser of lot No. 16 in concession B. The lot has since beeti offered for sale in ài t
of lands exhibited in the hand-writing of Mr. Colin Clark, son to the (r0n L
Agent ; it is claimed by Robert Pedan (who also c1aimi lot No. 60 in thehik
concession). Pedan entered upon the land long prior to the land sale ini54
when he was refised the riglht to purchase by the Agent. Recomrnended th e
sale to Laurie be cancelled for non-compiance with the conditions, and îliàthe]
claim of Pedan be allowed.

54, 55, 56 and 57. The front halves of these four lots were sold to dlbrt1
Moff ttt, and the rear halves to John R. l\Iiller, vbo are both resident seten
assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

58 and 59. Sold to Alexander Hyslop, who is a resident settler and, asessed
for both lots. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

60. Retuned by the Agent as unsold, claimed by Robert Pedan (vide l
as having been in possession and made iml)rovenents prior to the land aie n 54
Recommended that Pedan's claim to purchase be allowed.

Second Concession.

1 and 2. Lot No. I was sold to James Miller and Adam Morrow; and t No
2 to John Miller and James Miller. They are all resident settlers and assd
Recommended that the sales he confirmed.

3. Sold in the name of William Gilers, but occupied by and assessedkAhe
name of James Stewart. Recommended that the sale to Gilers be cance
non-compliance with the conditions and the land resumed by the Governmetit ness
it shall appear that Stewart is acting for or under 1im (Gilers.)

4. Sold in the nane of George Nickelîs, but occupied by and assessed tô nes
McEwan. Recommended that the sale to Nickells be cancelled for non-comnre
with the conditions, and the land resumed by the Government, unless it shal ape a
that McEwan is acting for or under him (Nickells.)

5. Sold to Alexander Anderson, a resident settler and assessed. Recom nde
that the sale be confirmed.

6. Sold to Alexander Ervin, a resident settler and assessed. Recom n '
that the sale be confirmed.

7. Sold to Alexander Anderson, (vide No. 5,) a resident settler and sesed
Recommeiided ihat the sale be confirmed.

8. Sold in the naine of William Gillespie, a non-resident, unknown s
sessed in the Township ; claiied by Henry Montgomery, who setled up I o
to the land sale in 1854 and was refused it at that time by the resident
Recommended that the sale to Gillespie be cancelled for non-compliance Ï,
conditions, and the claim of Montgomery allowed.

Third Coccession.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of James Butt, unknown and unassessed h
Township; claimed by James Martin, who entered upon them and made itp"'
ments prior to the land sale in 1854, attended the sale to purchase, but waâ1us
the lots by the resident Agent. Recommended that the sale to Butt be ca d
non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Martin allowed.
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3. Sold to Thomas Godby, a resident settIer and assessed. Recommended that
he sale be confirmed.

4. Sold to James McEwan, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

5. Sold in the name of Thomas Fortune, who is a resident settler of ti Town-
hip, though not of this particular lot. James Styles stands on the roll as assessed
or the lot., Recommended that the sale to Fortune be cancelled for non-compliance
ith the conditions, unless it shall appear that Styles is acting for or under him.

6. Sold to James McEwan (vide No. 4), a resident settler, but the lot is
assessed in the name of Alexander McEwati Recommended that the sale be con-
firmed.

7. Sold in the name of George Yeo, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the Township, Reconmended that the sale to Yeo be cancelled for non-compli-
anice with the conditions, and that the lot be resuned by the Government.

8 and *9. The first (8) sold in the name of Fre.derick. Dezing; and the other (9)
in the name of Robert Yeo ; both ion-residents, unknown and unassessed in the
tmwnship ; elaimed by John Willoughby, who entered upon them previous to the
lMnd sale in 1854, who attended at the sale with the intention to purchase them, but
was refused them by a person named Newman, son-in-law to the resident Agent, and
who was, at the tine, acting as a clerk in the Agent's oflice. Recommended that the
sales made to DQzing and Yeo respetively. be cancelled for non-compliance iith the
condIiions,and that the clain of Willoughby be allowed.

Fourth Concession.

1 and 2. Sold to John Martin, a resident settler, and assessed for both lots.
Recmniended that the sale be confirrned.

3 and 4. Sold in the name of Ruben Sanburn, a non-resident, unknown and
nassessed in the township ; clainied by Thomas Griffith, who resides and made
inprorncnts upon the lot prior to the land sale in 1854, and who was refused the
lot Iv the resident Agent at the tine of the sale. Recommended that the sale made
in ihe naie of Sanburn be cancelled fbr non-compiance with the conditions, and
the claim of Grifflh allowed.

5 and 6.. Sold in the naine of Donald McDonald, a non-resident,unknown and
uncassessesdin the Township. Teiy are now advertised foi' sale byGirdlestone and Mad-
dison, land gent, H-amiitoi. Claimed bv Thomas Allen, Who entered upon them on
the 5dh of Atuigust, 1854, mnade slashing upon then at the time, attended the land
sale to purchase in September fllowing, but was refused therm by the resident agent.
They are also claimed hy Alexander (lyde, who entered upon one of them on the
1st of September, 1856. Reconmended that the sale to McDonald'be cancelled for
non-compliance with the conditions, that the claim to Allen be allorved, and that
Clyde e permitted to purchase another lot in the township at the valuation of the
resident agent.

7. Sold ii the name of William Horton, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the township. The lot is occupied by Hugh Shatters. who is also assessed fpr it.
Recommended that the sale to Horton be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conditions, and the land resumed by Government, uniess it shal appear that Shuit-
ters is acting for or under him (Horton.)

8 and 9. Sold in the naine of George A De'zing, a non-resident, unknowîd and
unassessed in the township; claimiied by James Graham, who removed froli the
eastern part of the Province, and took possession of themn il the year 1854, âttended
tie land sale that year to purchase them, but was refused them by the resident
agent. They are also claimed by James Ritchie, who has rnoved on to oie of theIn
very recenrtly Recornmended that the sale to Dezing be cancelled for non-compli-
ance with the conditions, that the claim of Graham be altowed, and that Ritdhie be
permitted to purchase a lot in another part of the Township, at the valuation ôf ti
resident Agent



20 Victorik. Appendix (Ñ.82)

]0. Sold in the nane of John Billings a non-resident, unknown and unasses ed
in the Township, and now offered for salé by Mr, Truman, a land agetit at GodericW.
Claineil by Nathaniel Hoirnes, who resides on the lot, has made large improvements
upon it, and who ýwas refitsed by the Agent at the sale in 1&54. Recommended
that the sale to Billings be eancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Holmes allowed.

11. Sold to Nathaniel Holhnes, who is settled on the adjoîning lot (vide No. 10>
and who is assessed for both lots. Reeommen(led that the sale be con6rmed.

12 and 13. Sold to Jacob Cantelon, a resident settler, and assessed for both
lots. Recommended that the sale of both lots be confirmcd.

14. Sold in the naine of Thomas RobInson, a non-resident, unknown and unas-
sessed; claimed by Henry Montgoniery, (who resides on No. 8., in the 2nd conces-
sion, vide that lot) and vho claims this lot fron residence and improvements pridr
to the land sale in 1854, when his money was refused by the resident agent.. Reconi-
mended that the sale to Robinson be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions, and the claim of Montgomery allowed.

Fifth Concession.
1 and 2. Sold to David Martin, a rosident setler, and assessed for both lots

Recommended thai the sale be confirmed.
3. Sold in the name of William Morris, Sen., who is a resident of the Township,

though not of the lot. It is assessed in the namne of James Muir, who resides upon
it. Rýecommended that the sale to Morris be canceiled for non-compliance vith
the conditions, and the land resuimed by the Government, unless it shall appear that
Muir is acting for or under him (Morris.)

4 and 5. Sold in the nane of Allen Caldwell, a non-resident, unknown, and
unassessed in the Township. Both lots are occupied by and assessed to AndreY
John Dodd. Recommended that the sale o Caldwell be canicelled for non-conpli-
ance with the conditions, and the land resumned by the Government, unless it shah
appear that Dodd is acting for or under him (CaldwelL)

6. Sold in Ihe name of Join L. Faulkner', who is a non-resident, unknoivn
and unassessed in the Township ; is generaly understood to be a resident ot the
United States of America, ad that Mr. Colin Clark (son to the resident Agent) acts
as his (Faulkner's) agent. The lot is claimed by John Fergusoni, (who also claiins
No. 10 in the same concession,) as the only person who made improventts upor
either lot ; was anxious to purchase thern at the sale in 1854, but w'as refese
them by the resident Agent. Recomnended that the sale to Panlkner be eancled
for non-compliance with the condit ions, and the cl aim of Ferguson be allowed.

7. Sold in the nane of 1-illiary Horon a non-resfident, unknown, and
unassessed in the Township. The lot is F-ssessed in the, name of H ugh Shutters, hà
resides on lot 7 in the 4th concession, (vide that lot.) Recomnmended that the sa
to Horton be cancelled, and thie lot resumed by tle Government, unless it sh
appear that Shutters is aéting for or under him (Norton.)

9. Sold in the naine of John L. Faulkner, a resident of the United States È
America, (vide No. 6.) but Mr. Colin Clark, son to the resident Agent, appearstâ
act for him (Faulkner.) The lot is as essed to and occupied by John HeI.
Recommended that ihe sale to Faulkner be cancelled for non-compliancoe vîhith
conditions, and the land resumaed by the Governrient, unîless it shal appearthat
Head is acting for or under himii (Faulkner.)

9 and 10. Sold in the name of James Faulkner, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Tovnship ; iuderstood to be a resident of the United Staes o
America. Mr. Colin Claik, (son to the resident Agent,) acts for him. Lt luis
claimed byJohn Ferguson, (vide No. 6.) Recommended tliat the sale to Fun
be cancelled for non-con pliance with thé conditions; that the claim of àe 6usóri
No. 10 be allowed, and that No. ù be resuied by the Govêrnment.
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11. Sold in the narne of John M. Douglas, a non-residentunknown, an un-
assessed in- the Township. John Wylie occupies the lot and is assessed for it.
Rjecommnded that the sale to Douglas be cancelled for non-compliance with
the ronditions, and the lot resurned by Government, unless it shall appear that
Wylie is aeting.for or under him (Douglas.) Note.-This lot appears in a list of
lands offered for sale, in the handwriting of Mr. Colin Clark, (son to the resident
Agent.)

12 and 13. The former (12) sold in the nane-of John M. Douglas, and the
last naned (13) in the airime of James Cumming, hoth non.residents, unliknown
and una'sessed in the Township. Both lots appear in a list of lands offeredý for
sale in ihe handwriting of Mr. Colin Clark (son to the resident Agent.) They are
claimed hy William Strachaa, who first occupied them in. August, 1854, and vas
refuscd them at the sale by thie Crown Lands Agent. Recommended that the, sales
mnde to Douglas and Cunoming respectively, he cancelled for non-conpliance with
the conditions, and the clairm of Strachan allowed.

14. Sold in the nane of Margaret Callander, a non-resident, utknown, and
unassessed in the Township. The lot appears to be held by Mr, Colin Clark, (son
to fle Agént,) as it appears in aI st of lands offered by him for sale, t is clko id
by Thoras Morton (as is aio lot 14 in the 6th concession,) who entered upon them,
and mnade improvements prior to the. land, sale.in 1854, at which period he was,
refnsed the lots by the Agent. Recomnended that the sale made in the, name of
Callander be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, .and the e aim o(
Morton aiiowed.

Sixth, ConzcessioL
1 and 2. Sold in the naie of John Thorp, a non-resident3 unknown, and un-

assessed intlie Townslhip. Claimed by William Mitehell, who inade improvemnent s
to a considerable extent, prior to the land sale in 1854, bim't was refused the lots at
the sale, by the resident agent. Recormmended that the sale t Thorp b cancelle
for 11on..coinpliance with the conditions, and the claim of Mitchell alowed.

3. Sol in the naine of George Davidsun, a non-resident, uniknown and unias-
sessed in the Townshipma William Morris, who resides upon the lot, is anessedf
it, and had made irirovements upon the lot prior.to the sale iri 854, nowclaims i .
Reconnided that the sale to ýDavidson be cancelleddfor non-compliance with the
conditions, and the claim of Morris allowed.

4 and 5. Tihe first sold to William Morris, Senior, and the other (No. 5) to,
William Norris, Junior, both resident settlers and assessed. Recomrnmeded that
both sales be confirmned.

6. Sold to John Henming, who is a resident of the Township, -touigh not of
the lt, It. is assessed in the name of James Wylie, who resides upon it. Recom-
mnended that the sale to Hemming be cancelled for non-compliance with the eondi-
tions, anid the lot resumed by the Governmeat, unless it shall appear that Wy We i
acting for or under him .(emming.)

7 and 8. Sold te James Hemming, who is a resident settler andassessed. Re-
omnniended that the sale be confirned.

9. Sold to Robert Du f, a resident settîer and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

10 Sold in the namelof William Smnall, anoù-resident, unknown,andurssesed
in the Township. The lot is assessed in the name of Hlugh McE*au. RecouunIendefl1
that the sale to Snali be cancelled) arid the lot resumned by the Government, unles,
it sha appear that McEwan is acting for or under him, (Sall.)

11 and 12. Sold ii names of .Oxlay Laurie and William Lai , Iboh non-
residents, unknown, and uassessed in the Township Lot No 2 a earsniist
of lands offered for sale in the lhandwiting 'f Colin Clark,son to thé'local agent
The lots axe claimed by John Green iho entered ppon and' uprove them lt
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year 1854, but was refused them at the sale that ycar, at the Agent's office. Re.
conimended that the sale made in the name of the Lauries be cancelled for non-con.
pliance with the conditions, and that the claim of Green be allowed.

13 and 14. The first sold in the naie of William Laurie, and the.other (14) in
the name of Margaret Calender, both non-residents, unýanown and unassessed in the
Township. Botl lots arc inserted in a list of lands advertised for sale in the hand-
writing of Colin Clark. son to the local Agent. The first lot (13) is claimed by
Robert Brittan, a resident settler (vide lot 17), who irmproved upon it at the tirne
and for some time before the land sale in 1854, whn his money was refused by the
resident agent. The other lot (14) is claimed by Thomas Morton (vide lot 14 in
5 th concession). John Ratht has recently entcred on these lots, and wishes to pur-
clase them. Recommended that the sales made in the names of Laurie and Calender,
respectively, be cancelled for non-compliance ivith the conditions, and that tle claim
of 13rittan to lot 13, and the claim of Morton to lot 14, be allowed.

15. Sold to Henry Grier, a resident settler. Recommended that the sale be
confirmed.

16. Sold to John McClery a resident settler. Recommended that the sale be
confirmed.

17 and 18. Sold in the name of Jonn Saul, a non-resident, unknown, and
unassessed in the Township. Thcy are claimed by Thomas Brazill, aind also by
Andrw Miller. The facts in this case appear to be, that in May, 1854, Miller entered
on the lots, and made considerable improvements upon them ; that he subsequently
informaed the Agent of his residence and improveinents, and had lis naime entered,
or registcred (as it ivas callecl) for pre-emption riglit with him (Mr. CIai-k), and for
wlu ch service he paid the Agent 2s. 6d. ; that though lie (Miller) tendered tie money
for the lots, Mr. Clark refused to receive it, and that in consequence of such refusal
Miller subsequently abandoned the lots. This is Miller's case in substance. On the
6th September, 1854, Thomas Brazill purchased both lots, and paid the first instal-
ment upon them, and has ever since continued to reside upun them, no other person
haviiig made any irovements opon either lot. On tendering the second instal-
nient to the Agent, it was refused, on the alleged 2round that the lots had been sold
to another party (John Sul), and two other lots (12 and 13 in 4th concession) werc
offered by the Agent (Clark) to Brazill, in lieu of these lots. This, briefly, is
Brazill's case. Recommended that the sale to Saul be cancelled for non-coimpliance
with the conditions, that the sale to Brazill be confirmned, and that Miller be allowed
two other lots of equivalent value, in sone other part of' the Township.

19. Sold in the nane of John Ecwards, a non-residont, unknown, and unassessed
in the Township. Claimed by Thomas Uicerwood, a résident settler, who entered on
the lot prior to the land sale in 1854, made iriprovemerts thereon, and tendered bis
noney for it to the Agent, at time of sale. Recommiuendcd that the sale to Edwards

be cancelled for non-conpliance with the conditions, and the claih of Underwood
allowed.

Seventh Concession.
1 and 2. Sold in the naie of John Buchanan, a non-resident, unaknown and

unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Henry Montague. who settled on them
and made the requied imiproverrents prior to the geieral sale in 1854, and ivas
refused theim by the Agent at the time of sale. Recommended that the sale to
Buchanan be cancelled, for non-conpliance with the conditions, and the claiin of
Montagne allowîed.

3 and 4. Sold in the nane of Alexander Reid. a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Clairnd by John A. Michell, a resident settler and
ass'ssed for both lots. Recomnended that the sale made in the namne of Reid be
cancelled for non-comrîpliance with the conditions, and the claim of Miichell
allowed.
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7 and q. Sold in the name of William Dunbar, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Richard Yates, who entered upon
the im in 1853, and continued his improvements up to the present. Recommended
that the sale Io Dunbar be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Yates allowed.

9 and 10. No. 9 sold to Hugh McDougall, a resident settler and assessed,
and No. 10 sold to James Anderson, who is also a resident settiler and assessed.
No. 10 is claimed by Robert T. Duff vho resides on the adjoining lot, and re-
sided on it prior to the sale and had made improvemnents on both lots at the time.
Recorniended that the sales made respectively to MeDougail and Anderson be
confirmied; and that Duff be allowed another lot of equivalent value in lieu fo
No. 10, which the resident Agent should have sold hinm in the first instance.

11 and 12. Sold in the name of James Burns, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Both lois are assessed in the naine of Peter Mc-
Dougall. Recommended ihat the sale to Burns be cancelled .for non-compli-
ance vith the conditions, and the land resurned by Government, unless it shail
appear iliat McDougall is acting for or under him (Burns.)

13 and 14. Sold in the name of Charles Comer, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the i ownship, both lols are assessed in the name of George
Ritchie, who resided upon them. Recommended that the sale to Comer be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by the.Go-
vernment, unless it shall appear that Ritchie is acting for or under hirn çComer.)

15 and 16. Sold in name of William McCleery, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the Township. Clairned hy Chas. Buchanan, Se.pr., wiho bas
been in possession since before the general sale in 1854, and has made the only
improvement on either lot. Recommended that the sale to McGleery be cancell-
ed for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Buchanan allowed.

17 and 18. Sold in the name of John Ashworth, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in 1he Township. Claimed by James Miller as having made the
first and only improvements upon the lots, and as having had bis name registered
for them by the Agent prior .o the sale in 1854. Recommended that, the sale to
Ash\vorth be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions and the claim of
Miller allowed.

19 and 20. The former sold in name of Archibald Campbell, and the latier
(No. 20) in name of John Edwards, both non-residerits, unknown and unassessed
in ie Township. Claimed by Matthew Williamson, an 'old residelit of the
Township, who was settled on the lots in 1853, and was the only person to make
imnprovemenis upon them. Recormended that the sales made to Campbell and
Edwards respectively, be cancelled for non-conpliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Williamson be allowed.

Eighth Concession.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of Henry Massaughhird, a non-resident, unknown
and unassesscd in the Township, claimed by Chas. Buchanan, Junr., who entered
upoi then ;n July, 1854, and who was refused them at the general sale in Septem-
ber of that year. Recommended that the sale made to Massaughbird of that year
be cancelled for non-compliance with the. conditions, and the claim of Buchanan
allowed.

8 Sold in the narne of John Dunn, a non-resident, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Claimed by Thos. Underwood, who also claims a small angle (19
in 6th concession) who entered upon it early in Spring, 1854, and clained from
the Agent ait the fail sale held in that year, and was refused it at the sale. Re-
comrnended that the sale to Dnnn be cancelled for non-compliance wiîh the condi-
tions, aind the claim of Underwood allowed.

A. 18570
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4 and 5. Sold to George Forbane, a resident settler and assessed for both lots.
Recommended that the sale he confirmud.

6 and 7. SOld to John Cowdie, a resident settler and assessed for both lots.
Reconnendcd hat the sale be confirrned.

8 and 9. Sold in the name of Williar Westcott, a non-resident and unassessed,
Westcott resided at London, TJ. C., and is since dead. His widw bas since ap
plied to give (p the lots, and to be restored the instalment paid. These lots are
clained by William Johnston Ernery, as residing upon them, and as Iaving made
the only improvenents upon them prior to the sale in 1854. Recomrmended that
the sale muade in the name of Westcott be cancelled for non-rompliance vith the
conditions, and also in accordance witlh the request of his widow, and that the
claim of Enery be allowed.

10. Sold to Thomas lastings, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

11 and 12. Sold in the name of James Redfbrd, a non-resident, unknoivn and
unassessed in the Township. Lot Il is claimed by John Hastings, and lot 12 by
Hiastings. Both the lastings are i-esident settlers and assessed for their respective
proportions, an( have made large improvements upon therm. Recommended that
the sale made in the nanie of Redford he cancelled for nonecompliance with the
conditions, and tae respective claims of John and Robert iastings allowed.

13 and 14. Sold (13) in the name of. Samnel Pollock, and 14 in 1he nane of
Bartholo new Pollock; both non-residents, unknown and unassessed n the Town-
ship. . David Burns, claims these lots, as the only person who mde improvements
upon eitier of thei, and as having applied to the Agent for theni in 1854, and
been refused. Recommended that the sales made in the name of Pollocis be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Burns to both lots
allowed.

15. Sold in, the name of Bartholomew Pollock, a non-resident, unknown and
unaesessed in the Township; claimed by Gilbert B. Stephens, a resi ent settler,
(vide 15 in the 9th con es<ion,) \vho improved upon the lot prior to the sale in
1854, and was then refused it. Recommended that the sale to Pollock be cancelled.
for non-compliance with the conditions and the claim of Stephens allowed.

16 and 17. Sold in the name of Alexanider Donaldson, a non-resident, un-
known and unassessed in the Tovnship. claimed by George Sihnpson, who had
made improvemients upon them prior to the sale in 1854, and who was then retsed
ther by the Agent. Recommended that the sale to Donaldson be caneelled for
non-compliance u ith. the conditions, and the claim of Simpson allowed.

18 and 19. Sold in the name of John Horton, a non-resident and unassessed
clairmed by .eremiah Gray, who entered upon them on the 12th of April, 1854.
Stil resides upon therm, and has made large improvemens. Recommended that.
the sale to -orton be cancelled, and the claim of Gray alloxved.

20. Sold to Arthur Wells, who is a non-resident on the lot, and is not assessed
for it. Recommnended that the sale be canceiled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, and the iand resumed by the Government.

21 and 22. Sold in the name of John Halden, a non-resident and unassessed;
resides in the Town of Goderich, and is a teachier of the Grammar Sehool at, that
place. Rcomended that the sale to -1 iden .b cancelled for non-coripliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by Government.

23 and 24. Sold in the name of Richard Yates, a non-resicle-nt, and unknown
and unassessed in the Township. They are now offered for sale by Mr. Triman,
a land ag-nt at Goderich, claimed by Christopher Fletcher, who entered upon thern
in May, 1854, chopped two acres and underbrushed five, but was refused the lots
by iheir agent, at the sale in 1856. Recommended ihat the sale to Yates be eca-
celled, for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Fletcher allo.wed.
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Ninth Concession.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of Richard Begley, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in theTownship. Claimed by Jacob Browne, who entered upon them
in April, 1854, and was the only person to make improvements; his money was
refused by the Agent at the, land sale in that year. James Hargrave has lately
entered on these lots, and wishes to purchase them. HJecomended that the 'salé
made in the name of Begley. be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions,
and the claim of Browne allowed.

3. Sold in the name of John T. Harris, a non-resident, unknown and unas
sessecd in the Township. Recommended that the sale to, Harris be cancelled fo.
non-compliance vith the conditions, and the land resumed by Government.

. 4 and 5. Sold to John Fortune, a resident settler, and assessed for both lots
Recomnended that the sale be confirmed.

6 and 7. The first sold in the naine of John T. Harris, (vide lot 3,) and the
otherr (No.7,) sold in the name of John McDonald, bolh non-residents, unknown
anid unassssed in the Township. Reconmended that the sale to Harris and Mc-
Douald be cancelled for non-conpliance with the conditions, and the land resumed
by the Government.

8 and 9. Sold in the narne of Edward Harris, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimecd by Thornas Fortune, who has made consid-
erable improvements upon them. Recommended that the sale made in the nane
of Iarris be cancelled tor non-compliance with the conditions, and that the clain
of Fortune be allowed.

10. Sold in the name of Hugh Barwick, a non-resident, unknôyn and unas-
sussed in the Township. Claimed by Thomas Hastings, who is a resident settler,
is assessed for the lot, improved it before, and claimed it at the sale in 1854, but
was refused it by the Agent. Recommended that the sale made in the naie of
Barwick be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of
lastingrs allowet.

11. Sold to John Hastings, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

12. So cl to Robert Hlastings, a resident settler and assessed Recommended
thai the sale be conrmed.

13. Sold in the name of Patrick Bereizel, who is a non-resident and unas-
sessed ; the lot is assessed in the name of David Hough, who is a resident set-
ier. Recommended that the sale to Bercizel be cancelled for non-comupliance
wili the, conditions, and the land resurmed by Government, unless it shall appear
that Hough is acting for and under him, (Bercizel.)

14. Sold to Patrick Wells, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended that
the sale be confirmed.

15. Sold in the naine of Oliver McCready, a non-residènt, unknown and unas-
sessed inthe township. Claimed by Gilbert B. Stephens, who is a resident settIer,
assessed for the lot, and whose claim iwas disallowed by the Agent, at the sale in I854.
Reommendcd that the sale made in the name of McCready be cancelled, for non-
coinpliance with the conditions, and the claim of Stephens allowed.

16 and 17. Sold in the naine of Robert Ellis, Jur., a non-resident, nnknown and
unassessed in the township. Both lots are occupied by William Grey, who is assessed
for them. Recommended that the sale made to Ellis be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resumed by Government, unlessit shall appear that
Grey is acting for or unler hlim, (Ellis.)

18 and 19. The former (18) sold to George Gray, a resident settler and assessed.
The latter (19) sold in the name of John Shanty, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the township. George Griy, who resides on No. 18. occupies also No.
19, and is assessed for it. Recommende'd that the sale of No. 18 to Gray be confirmed,
and that the sale of No. 19 to Shanty be caneelled, for non-compliance with the con-
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ditions and the land resumed by Government, unless it shall appear that Gray is
acting for or under him, (Shîanty.)

20. Sold in the name of Lawrence Tracy, a resident settler. Recommended
that the sale o confirmed.

21. Sold to William Logan, who resides at Goderich, and who has made no im-
proveinents on the lot. Claimed b John Thompson, whose dwelling bouse is on the
lino dividing lots 21 and 22. Tbompson has been allowed by the Agent (Mr. Clark,)
to purebase lot 22, and he is assessed. and has mado improvements upon both lots.-
The Agent awarded Thompson lot 30 in the I0th concession in lieu of 21 in the 9th,
which Thompson is unwilling to accept. Recommended that the sale made to Logan
bc cancelled for noni-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Thompson
allowel ; and that Logan have permission to purchase another lot in the Townslhip, if
he shall so desire.

22. Sold to John Thompson, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be corfirmed.

23 and 24. Th-e first (23) sold in the name of Joseph uigill, and the other <24)
in the rarie of William Robertson, both non-residen)ts, unknowrn in the Towl nhip.
Claimed by Nicholas Graham, the only one who made improvements on either lot
prior to the Government sale in 1854. Recoinmmended that the sales niado to HJogill
and Robertson respectively be cancelled for non-compliance wvith the condions, and
the ehiim of Graham allowed.

25. Sold in the name of John Edwards, a non-resident, unknown and munasscssed
in the Town'ship. Clainied by John Kelly, who resides on the lot, and has made
considerable improvements upon it (and who also claims lot 26 in the 10i concession.)
Recommended that the sale made in the naine of Edwa'ds bc cancelled for non-coun-
pliance with the conditions and that the claini of Kelly be allowed.

Tenth Concession.

1 and 2. Sold in the naime of Henry A. Pappo, a non-resident, unknown and
inassessed in the township. ßoth lots advertised for sale in Noveimberi', 18:54, by

Rich anc Maddison, land agents, Toronto, and now adve'tiscd for sale at $8 per
acre, by Mi-, Shortis, of Toronto. Tliey are claimed by Fleming Chickiy, as the
only person who made any improveients upon tlem, and who has resided upon them
for over twvo years. Recommended tlat the sale made in the nane of Pappo l>o can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Chickly allowed.

3 and 4. Sold in the name of William A. Stalsbury, nknown and iiuusssed
in the township ; is understood te be a r fesident o Toronto. Both lots advertised
for sale in November, 1.854, by tich and Maddison. land agents, Toronto, and
iow advertised hy Mr. Sliortis of Toronto, at $8 per acre. Claimed bv Robert
Hopkins, as Ihe only settler ; he entered opon terii min Jiune, 1854, and was 'refuised
them by the Agent, at the sale in the autiiumn of that vear. Recomniendced that the
sale made in the name of Stalsbury be cancelled for non-comrphiance with the con-
ditions and the claim of Hopkiiis allowed.

5 andi 6 The former sold in the naine of William Newman, a non-residert, un-
known and unassessed in tlhe twnslîip, (soni-iu-law to the Crown Lanls AL'eni t, ind
since dead,) and the other (No. 6) rcturned by the Agent as unsold ; neriîc lot is
assessed. They aie clained by John Taylor, who resides on No. 5, but ivho has
Made improvements on both lots. He claimcd and was refused them at the time of
the land sale in 1854, by the resident Aget. Recommended that the sale to New-
man be cancelled foi' non-compliance mivth L the conditions, and the claims of Taylor to
both lots allowed.

7 and 8. The first (7) solid in the name of William Piper, and the other lot
(No. 8) in the naine of Robert Dundass; both lots are vacant and unassessed,
Recommended that the sales made to Piper and Dundass respectivcly, be cancelled
and the lands resumed by the Governmiient.
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9 and 10. Both sold in the name of Thomas Piper, a non-resident and unas-
sessed ; they are claimed by John Ford, who has recenily entered upon thern.
Recomrmended that the sale made to Piper be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and that Ford be permitted to purchase at the valuation of the resi-.
dent Agent.

11 and 12., Both sold in the namne of Williamn Day, a non-resident, unknown4
and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by William McBeth, a resident settier.
Recomriended that the sale to Iay be cancelled for non-conpliance with the con-
ditions, and that Mcl3eth be permitted to purchase at the valuation of ithe resident
Agenit.'

13. Sold in the name of James L. Oliver, unasseseed, a non-resilent, and un-
known in the Townslhip. It is now advertised for sale by Girdlestone and Mad- L
dison,Land agents, Hamilton. Recoimended that the sale rnade in the naie of
Oliver be canicelled for non-compliance with the conîditions, and that the lnd be
resuie'd by the Gove-rnment.

14. Sold to Patrick Wells, a resident settler and assessed. Recomnmended
that the sàle he confirmed.

15 and 16. Sold to James Beckett, a resident settler. Recommended that
the sale he confirmed.

17 and 18. The former, 17, so'd in the name of Charles Logan, and the latter,
18, in the name of T honas Logan. Both are non-residenis, and are unassessed in
the Townsliip. Lot. No. 18 is assessed in the name of 'Walter Sloane. Recom-
rnendetl that the sales made to the Logans be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and the land resumed by the govermnent, unless it shall appear that
Sloane is acting lor or under them (Logons.)

19. Sold iii the name of George M. Truman, a non-resident and unassessed
the lot is vacant. Mr. Truman is a land agent, resident at Goderich. Recom-
mended that the sale be cancelled, and the lot resuried by the Governrnent.

20 and 21. Sold in the iames respectively of Charles Logan qnd William
Logan. Both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the Township. Claimed
by William Wallace, who mnade a clearing and improverient upon them prior to
the sale in 1854. Recommended that ihe sales made to the Logans be cancelled
for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Wallace allowed.

22. Sol' in the name of Murdoch Camphell, a non-resident, unknown, and un-
assessed in the Township. William Mitchell bas made improvements upon the lot
and is assessed for it. Recommended that the sale made in the name of Campbell C
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the lot -resumed by Gov-
ernment, unless it shal appear that Mitchell is acting for or under him (Campbell.)

23. Sold in the naine of John Cross, a non resident, unknown and unassessed
in the Township. Claimed by James Holmes, who is a resident settler, and whot
has mad- large improvements on the lot prior to the sale in 1851, and who was
refused it at that time, by the resident agent. Recommended that the sale made
in the name of Cross be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and thel
claim of Holmes allowed.

24 and 25. Sold in the naine of David McDonald, who is a non-resident, un-
k•nown and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Thomas tarinbrooke, who
had built a house and made improvemnents upton themn, prior to the sale in 1854,7
and who was refused them at that tine, hy the resident Agent. Recommended
that the sale made in the name of McDonald be cancelled for non-complance with
the conditions, and the claim of Harmbrooke allowed.

26. Sold in the name of Williarn Piper. who is a non-resident, and thà lot i'
unassessecl. Tie south half is claimed by John Kelly, (vide lot 25 l the 9th con
cession) on account of improvernents made ptrior to the sale in 1854, when the Io
was retused him by the resident Agent. Recommended that the sale made to Pipel
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Kelly al
lowed.
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27 and 28. Sold respectively in the names of Charles John Clarke and Duncan
Groves, both non-residems and both unassessed. Lot 27 is clairied by John
Brennan, who entered upon it and made improvements in 1854, and who also
claims lot 30. No. 28 is claiied by George Peck (vide lot 15, in concession B.)
Recommended that the salIs made to Clark and Groves respectively be canceIed
for non-compliance with the conditions, and ihe dcaims made by Brennan and Peck
respectively, be admitted.

29 and 30. The first (29) sold in the narne of John Hamilton, and the last (30)
in the narie of John Thompson. Both lots are vacant and nimproved. Nurmber
29 is claimed by Alexander Beckett, who paid the first instalment upon it. Num-
ber 30 is claimed by John Brennan (vide lot 27). Recommended that tho sales
made in the names of Hiarmilton and Thompson be cancelled for non-cornpliance with
the conditions, ('l'hoiprson agrees to the cancelling ol hissale) and that the caims
of Beckett and Bronnan be allowed.

Elevenith Concession.

1 and 2. Number 1 is sold in the wnie of Jame D. Oliver, and number 2 in
the naine of John Rogers, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in the
Towislip. And both lots are now advertised for sale by Giirdlestone and Maiddi-
son, land agents, Haiilton They are claimd by Mathew Tomkin, as Ihe only
persot who ever made improvements upon cit her loit, having entered upon therm
long prior to the land sale in 1854, and[ applied to the Agent for thei at the sale.
Recommended tiat ihe sales maide to Uiver and Rogers. be cancelied for non-com-
pliance with the conditions and the claim of Tomkin allowed.

3 and 4. The flirst sold in the naern of George Rogers, and number 4 in the
name of Sarah McCaffrey, both non-residents, unknown and unassessed in thi,
Townshi p ; and both lots, like the two last, advertised for sale by Girdlestone and
lMaddison, land agents, H amilton. They are claimed by Jamès 1-ealy, as the only
setler who ever made improvements upon either loi, having erected a bouse 16
f'et by 20, anl chopped about two acres of' land 'prior to the land sale in 1854,
when he was refused them by the Agent. Recormmended that the sale made to
Rogers and McCaffrey be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the claim of Healy allowed.

5. Sold in the name of Sarah McCaffrey, a non-resident, unknown and un-
assessed in the Township ; and like the four last lots, now advertised for sale by
Girdlestone and Maddison, land agents, Hamilton. Recommended that the sale
made in the narn of McCaffrey be cancelled for non-compliance with the condi-
tions and the land resumed by the Governmient.

6, 7 and 8. Nunber 6 sold to Christopher Curry, and also halif of nurmber 7,
the other hall of number 7, and the whole of number 8, sold to George Grahani,
None of these lots are assessed, but they have been recently occupied. Recom-
mended that Lhe sales made to Curry and Graham be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditions, and the land resuied by the Government, unless it shall appear
that the present occupants are acting for or on behalf of Curry and Graham, ac-
cording to their respective portions.

9 and 10. Sold in the riame of Samuel Piper, a non-resident, and the lots
vacant and unassessed. Recommended that the sale to Piper be cancelled for non-
compliance with the conditions, and the land resuimed by the Governrnert.

Il, 12 and 13. Number il and 13 sold in the name of Alexander McDonald,
a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in the Township; and both lots now ad-
vertised for sale bv Girdlestone and Maddison, land agents, Hamilton. Number 12
is sold to Michael Walsh, a resident settier and assessed. Recommended that the
sale of numnber 12 to Walsh be confirmed, and that the sales of il and 13 to
McDonald be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and that both lots
be resumied by the Government.
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14. Sold in the name of Thomas Conner, a non-resident and unassessed. Lot
vacant. Recoanmended that the sale to Conner be cancelled lbr non-compliance
with the conditioni, and the land resumed by the Government.

15 and 16. Sold in th- name of Mathew Fenlon, a non-residenit, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. James Wallace occupies and is assesséd for number
15. Recommended that the sale made to Fenlon be cancelled for non-compliance
with the conditionq, and the lands resumed by the Government, unless it shall ap-
pear that Wallace is acting for or under hirn (Fenlon.)

17, 18 and 1 .> Lots 17 and 19 sold in the name of James Blair, and lot 18
sold in the name of James Wallace (vide lot 15). Blair is a non-resident, unknown
and unasqessed in the Township. Wallace reáides on lot 15, which was purchased
in the naine of Fenlon. Thomas R. Mann claims lots 17 and 19, as iaving im--
proved upon theni prior to the sale in 1854, at which time they were refused him
by the resident Agent, and his èlearings taken from him. Recommended that the
sale to Wallace be confirmed, in consideration of his residing on an adjoining lot,
and his having made sorne improvements on lot number 1S. and that the sale of 17
and 19 made in the naime of Blair be cancelled for non-comphiance with the condi-
tions, and the claim of Mann allowed.

20. Sold in. the name of William Blair, a non-resident, unknown and unas-
sessed in the township. Clained by James Grogan, a resident settier (w-ho also
claims lot 21, who had cleared ,two acres, and under-brushed four acres prior to
the general sale in 1854. Recommended that the sale made inthe name of Blair
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Grogan
allowed.

21 and 22. Sold in the name of Patrick Howard, a non-resident, unknown
andci unassessed in the Township. No..22 is assessed in the name of James
McKay. James Grogan resides on lot No. 21, upon which, and also upon No..
20, he has made improvements. Recomnmended that the sale to Howard beCan-
celled for non-comnpliance with the conditions, unless it shall appear that McKày
is acting for or under himn, (Howard) ; that the claim of Grogan to number 21 be
allowed, andthatnumber 22 be resumed by the Government.

23 and 24. Sold in the name of John Wilson, a resident settler and assessed
for both lots. 'Recommended tliat the sale be conifirmed.

25 and 26. Sold in the name of Andrew Faulkner, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the township. Claimed by James Burns, who first entered
upon thiem and made improvements in March, 1854, but he applied to the Agent
for them, was told they Nvere sold. Recommended that the sale to Faulkner be
cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of Burns allowed.

27 and 28. Sold to John lolmes, a resident ssttler and assessed. Recom-
mended that the sale be confirmed.

29 and 30. Sold in the name of Robert Henderson' a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the township. Claimed by Thomas Rhynes who settled and
improved on the lots, raised a house and chopped four or five acres, before the
general sale in 1854, when he applied for the lots, but was told by the Agent they
were sold. Recommended that the sale to Henderson be cancelled for non-com-
pliance with the conditions, and the claim of Rlhynes allowed.

Twelfth Concession.

1 and 2. Sold in the name of John King, a non-resident and unassessed,
both lots are now advertised for sale by Girdlestone & Maddison, land agents,
Hamilton. (.laimed by James Taylor, who entered upon them in June, 1854, and
made considerable improvements, but was refused them by the Agent, at the sale
that year. Recommended that the sale made in the name of King be cancelled
for non-cormpliance with the conditions and the claim of Taylor allowed.

3 and 4. Sold irn the nane of John Roy, a non-resident, unknown and unas-
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sessed in ihe Township, and both lots, like the two preceding ones, advertised for
sale hy Girdlestone & Maiddison, land agents, Hamilton. They are claimed by
John Kendrick, who improved largcely upon then prior to the general sale in 1854,
and who claimnd but was refased then at that time. Recommended that the
sale made in the narns of Roy be cancelled for non-compliance with the con-
ditions, and the daim of Kendrick alowed,

5 and 6. Sold in the naime of Austin Brownc, who is known to be a cab-
driver in the Ci.y of Toronto, and is a non-resident, unknown and unassessed in
the township. Both lots like the four preceding ones are advertised for sale by
Girdlesione & Maddison, land agents, Uamilhon. They are claimed by James
Stewart, wvho first entered upon them on the 14th June, 1854, and maide the
required improvements upou them, but was refused them at the time of the gen-
eral sale, by the resident A gent, Mr. Clark. Recornmended that ilie sale made in
the naine of Browne be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
claim of S- wart allowed.

7 and 8. Sold in the namie of Robert Perry, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township, and like the six preceding lots, now advertised for
sale by Girdlestone & Maddison, land agents, lHamilton. Recomnmended tiat
the sale made in the name of Perry be cancelled for non-compliance with the
conlditions, and that; the land be resumned by Government.

9 and 10. Sold in the naine of Stephen Piper, a non-resident and unassessed.
Lot 10 is assessed in the name of' Thomxas Piper. Riecomrended tat ilie sale
made to Stephen Piper be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and
the land resumed by the Government. unless it shall appear that Thomas Piper
is acting for or under him,'(Stephen Piper.)

il and 12. Number 11 sold to Luther Currie, and No. 12 to Phillip Currie,
both are non-residents, and unassessedi. Lot 12 is assessed in the name of Michael
Walsh. Recommended that the sales made to Luther and Phillip Currie be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the land resumed by Govern-
ment, unless it shall appear that Walsh s acting for or under therm, (Currie.)

13 and 14. Sold in the nane of John Hamilton, a non-resident, unknown
and unassessed in the Township. Claimed by William,Vause, who entered
upou them belore the land sale in 1854, and was risident and made improve-
ments, but was refused the lots at the time of the sale, by the Agent. Recom-
mended that the sale'to lamilton be cancelled for non-compliance with the. con-
ditions, and the claim of Vause allowed.

15 and 16. Sold in the narme of Robert Wells, a resident settler and
assessed. Recommended that the sale be confirmed.

17 and 18. ýSold in the name of Samuel Porter, a non-resident and
unassessed. Claimed by James O'Neill, who is a resident settler, made im-
provements prior to the land sale in 1854, but was refused the lots, at Ihe sale,
by the resident Agent. Recomnended that the sale nade in the name of Porter
be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of O'Neill
allowed.

19 and 20. Sold to Robert Dundas, a resident settler, and assessed for both
lots. Recommended ihat the sale be confirmed.

921 and 22. Sold in the name of John Trees, a non-resident, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimi d by Wiliam Stewart, as the only settler
upon eubber lot, having gune in with his brother prior to 1he sale in 1854;
claimed then fron the Agent at that lime, but ws relsed iliem. Recommended
that the sale to Trees be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditiois, and
the claim of Stewart allowed.

23 and 24. Sold in the name of Thomas Wilson, a non-resident, unknôwn
and unassessed in tlie Township. Recommended that the sale made in the
name of Wilson be cancelled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the
land resumed by the Goverarnent.
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25 and 26. The first (25) sold in the name of Donald Carmichael, and num-
ber 26 in the name of Isaiah Longstaff, both non-residents, unknown and
unassessed in the Township. Claimed by Joseph Stewart, a resident settler,
who entered upon them prior to the general sale in 1855, at which time he was
refused them by the Agent. Recommended that the sales made in the names of
Carmichael and Longstaff respectively, be cancelled for non-compliance with
the conditions, and that the claim of Stewart be allowed.

27 and 28. Sold to William Goy and Thomas Goy, both resident settlers
and assessed. Recommended that the sales be confirmed.

29. Sold to John Minps, a resident settler and assessed. Recommended
that the sale be confirmed.

30 and 31. The first sold in the name of William Graham, a non-resident,
unknown and unassessed, and the other lot (31) returned by the Agent as vacant.
Claimed by Andrew White, who entered upon them and had made improvements
prior to the sale in 1851, and was then refused them by the resident Agent.
Recommended that the sale of No. 30, made in the name of Graham, be can-
celled for non-compliance with the conditions, and the claim of White to both
lots be allowed.

32, 33, 34 and 35. These four lots are returned upon the Agent's plan of the
Township as unsold. Numbers 34 and 35 are claimed by John Connor, who
attended the general sale in 1854, and claimed them from the Agent, as the only
one who had made any improverment upon them. Recommended that lots 32
and 33 be sold by the Government, and that Connor's claim to-lots 34 and 35 be
allowed.

WAWANOSH.

The three Townships of Ashfield, Morris, and Wawanosh present a remark-
able contrast when compared with the three Townships of Grey, Howick, and
TirInberry. The three first-named were the first settled, land jobbing was then
little known in Huron, population was scarce, industrious setilers were sought
after, and instead of being driven from the lands they occupied, their rights were
respected and their industry encouraged. The result is, the absence of all
grmnbling and complaints, and the prevalence of general industry and content.
When, at a subsequent date, the other three Townships were brouglit into the
market, the population had increased, settlement in the ' bush " had made re-
mîark able progress, the value of lands had taken a rapid rise, the cupidity of land
specu1ators had been sharpened, advantage was taken of "squatter" improve-
nent, and the toil of the resident and laborious settler became the subject, of

iraffie between the Agent, his family, and the swarrm of speculators who possessed
the entrée to his office. The result is general discontent, and the constant pre-
.entation of petitions and complaints from the people. Wawanosh was settled
about the saine time, and under the same regulations as the adjoining Townshîp
of Ashfield. Like its neighbour, there are but few complaints from it.

Lot 18, con. 1. Henry Douglas, who is a resident upon lot 18, in first con-
e(-Ssion of Wawanosh, complains that having been long the occupant of the lot,
tiiere being no dispute about the right of possession or pre-emption, and having
gone to the expense of procuring the certificate of a sworn surveyor, and state-
nient signed by several of his neighbours, which he delivered to the Agent, Mr.
Clark, he cannot procure liberty to purchase. The Agent states, in his explana-
tion to the Commissioners, that the.cause ofdelay rested not with him but with
1 [le Department,; that he (the Agent) had forwarded Douglas' papers, with bis
own report upon them, to the Department, in March, 1855, since which time, he



,20 Victoiio. Append x (No; 32.) A 1857

-bas received no instructions in the premises. The Commissioners feel assured
that it is only necessary to call the attention of the Department to the neglect in
this muatter to have the proper remedy at once applied.

Lot 19, con. 5. Edwar'd Fry complains, ihat having long since paid the last
instalment on his lot (19, in the 5th concession of Wawranosh) to the Agent
Clark,and having frequeuîly applied for h.is Patent, he bas been unable to obtain
it. The cause of the delay he states he bas been unable to discover, and he feels
some anxiety-lest the Agent may not have forwarded his money. if Fry's appre
liensions of the Ageni's negIcet should enfortunately prove correct, immediate
steps should be taken for the recovery of the money; if the cause of the delay
rests with p the the Commissioncrs trust it will be at once removed,
and the Patent forwarcled to the resident Agent for delivery to Fry.

Lot 31, Con. 12. Robert Saunderson, Jun., has advanced a similar complaint
to the one made by Fry, in reference to bis lot, No. 31, in the 12th concessionof
Wawanosh. -His last instalment was paid in March, 1855, yet up to the present
he has been unable to obtain his Deed. The Commissioners can only express a
similar bop- in this, as in he next preceding case of Fry.

Lot 32, Con. 13. Thornas Harrison complains as follows .- In August, 1854,
he (Harrison) applied to the Crown Lands Agent, Clark, to know if he could
purchase lot No. 32, i the 13th concession, Wawanosh, a Clergy Reserve. The
Agent's reply was, ihat several parties had applied for the lot, but that lie could
not sell to any one, as the lot was not open for sale. Harrison learning from'the
Agent that the lot was unsold, and believing ibat if lie settled upon it, he would
have the first claim, whenever the lot woald be for sale, immediately entered into
possession of the lot, and macde large improvements upon it, consisting, amongst
others,; of a dlelling-house, barn, and out-houses, wiîth about fifteen acres of
clearing. He lias also paid ail taxes for the lot, been regularly assessed for it,
and has performed ail statute labour chargeable against the lot. In March, 1856,
Harrison again called on the Agent, to ascertain if be had yet (at that period)
received permission to sel1 thie lot. The Agent then informed him, for the first
time, tbat the lot had been soid. When the Commissioners called upon the
Agent for an explanation in this case, he stated in reply, that "long before

Harrison applied 'or Ilie lot, it had been applied for by Thomas A. Stayner,
" Esquire, who expressed a desire 1 the Agent, that lie would keep the lot for
" him (Mr. Siayner) till lie could have it examined by a Surveyor; and with
" which request the Agent complied. Sone lime after, a Surveyor (Mr. Moles-

wortb exarmined ilie loi, but before giving bis report upon it to the Agent, be
" (the Ageit) received a letter froi the Department of Crown Lands, suspending
" the sales of all Clergy lands till further notice. A few days afer ihe receipt

by the Agent of the letter from the Department, directing the suspensioa of the
" sales, the Surveyor delivered lis report upon the lot, together wi h a b Il of £5

for bis trouble, to the Agent. 'This report and bill the Agent re-nitte to 'Mr.
" Stayner, stating at the same time the orders he had received for the etoppage
" of the sales. Mr. Stayner wrote back to the Agent, enclosingY the amount
"(£5) to pay ilh Surveyor's bill, and begging at the same time that the Agent

would keep the lot for hii (Mr. Stayner) till authority would be givei to seI.
This the A2ent agreed to do by letter addressed to Mr. Stayner, and Fe subse-
quently sold hie lot to hiru at 12s. 6d. per acre." These are the facti of bis-

case as stated by both parties (the Agent and Harrison.) The Commissioners,,
are of opinion, that by the Agent's own admission, there existed i. ver3 unwa-
rantable sub-agency between the local Crown Agent, Mr. Clark, and the p rchase
Mr. Stayner, amoiting to collusion, to deprive Harrison of the land. If the - -

Agent had pro.mised M r Stavner lhe lot previous to Harrison's firs:t application
(as he states he did,) then was it his olain dutv to have communicted hatfact
to Harrison ; but te allo\v hiiiî in ignorance of it, to enter upon the lot, t0 eré.
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several buildings, and to make extensive clearings for Mr. Stayner's benefit, was
clearly an act of very censurable duplicity, and one which the Governent alone
can nov redress. 'i he CGminissioners recommnrend, that' the first intalment be
returned to Mr. Stayner, and that Harrison be accépted as the purchaer.

Lot 36, con. 13. Samnuel Gibson complains, tha.t having purchased the right
of Sanuel Ferry (who was the original purchaser from the Crown) to Lot No. 36,
i the 13th concession of Wawanosh, on the 13th of July, 1854, at wich time he
aiso became an actual settiler on the lot. and having since improved upon it1o. the
extent (f at least fourteen acres, the A gent refuses to accept the intalments of
Gibson unless paid in the name of Ferry. The Commissioners eximined the
transfer here referred Io, and also inspected the lot personally ; they recommend
that the transfer from Ferry to Gibson be acknowledged, and that the future pay-
ments upon the lot be accepted and credited in the name of Gib son as the
assignee of Ferry,
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RETURN
To an Address from the Legislative Assembly, to Ris Excellency the

Governor General, dated the 30th ultimo, praying Ris Excel-
lency to cause to be laid before the House " Ail Papers and

Correspondence connected with the salé of the Toin Plot of
"Greenok, Bruce Coùnty, containing one thousand acres,
"more or less, without being offered to public p ition;"'

By Command,
E. PARENT,

Assist. Secrétary.
S ecretary's Ollice,

Toronto, 17th April, 1857.

CRowN LANDS AGENCY,
SOUTHAMPTON, 1 3th Decenber, 1851.

SIR,--In consequence of the alteration in the line of the Elora and Saugeen
Road, I would recomnruend that the land reserved for the town plot of Greenock
be surveyed into farrn lois and advertised for sale' and the following lots in the
Township of Elderslie, bounded by the Saugeen River, Nos. 11 to 15, and the
adjoining lots in ihe 'ownship of Greenock, be reserved for a town plot.

Lots 13 and 14, Elderslie, have been occupied since June last, the former by
Samuel J. Rowe, the latter by Sirnon Orchard.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your obedient servant,
AMcNABB

Hon. John Rolph,
Commissioner of Crown Lands,

Quebec.

IN COUNCIL,
7thApril, 1852

On the letter of A. McNab, Esquire, rown Land Agent, dted "Sout-
ampton, 131h December, 1851," recommending that in consequence of the

"alteratiori of the line of theElo' a and Sangeen Road, the land reserved for
"he oawn plot of Greenock be surveyed into farm lots, and advertised for sale
"and the following lots in the Township of Elderslie, bounded by the Saugeen
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Road, Nos. 11 10 15, and the adjoining lots, in the Township of Greenock, be
reserved for a town plot."

The Committee recommend that the arrangement suggested be adopted.

Certified,
(Signed,) WM. H. LEE.

The Hon. the Commissioner of Crown Lands.

ELORA, 26th June, 1854.

SÎ,-In my late visit at Southampron, I met with a deputation from Strat-
ford exploring the country between these places for a line of railway, and was
informed that it is in contemplation to carry it across the Durham Road at the
reserve in the Township of Greenock.

I have examined this reserve, and, in the event of a railway being cons-
tructed through it, am of opinion that it offers a very eligible position for a village.
A beautiful stream of water runs through the reserve and along the banks of the
Beaver Meacow through which it flows. There is abundance of lime stone rock
of good quality for building purposes.

Mr. McNabb, Crown Land Agent, at Southampton, informed me that he had
recommended the reserve to be so!d for farrm lots, but he now agrees with me
in thinking that it should be retained by Government until it is seen whether
the projected line of railway will be carried through it.

I make this communication in compliance with the general instructions,
dated 4th April last, transmitted to me.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your most obedient' servant.
DAVID GIBSON.

The Hon. A. N. Morin,
Commissioner of Crown Lands,

&c., &c.,
Quebec.

Corr of a Report of a Committee of the Honorable the Executive Council, dated
31st January, 1855. Approved by His Excellency the Governor Generalin
Council, on the 3rd February, 1855.

On a communication from David Gibson, Esquire, Inspector of Agencies,
stating in reference to the reserved tract of land on Lake Huron, consisting of
part of lots Nos. 18, 19, 20, 21 and 22, that John Hunter, who is in possession of
No. 23, will,surrender so much of it as may be required in backing the water by
a dam to raise a head of ten or twelve feet on the reserve, on condition that
Government will allow him to purchase four hundred acres of wild land which
he intends for farms, and recommending that Hunter's proposal be agreed to, as
without the right proposed to be ceded, no mill site can be had on the reserve.
without which he does not consider the reserve eligible for a village.

The Committee recommend that Mr. Hunter's proposal be accepted, and the
subdivision of the reserve- into a miIl site and town lots, as proposed by Mr.
Gibson, be effected in accordance. with the report of the Hon. Commissioner
Crown Lainds on the subject, dated 26th October last.

(Signed,) WM. H. LEE,
C. E. C.
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(Copy.)
(Annexed to Order in Council.)

PINE RIVER, 25th August, 1854.

1, John Hunter, do hereby agree that for and in consideration of being allow-
ed to purchase four hundred acres of land, beyond the quantity specified in the
Government regulations, that I will grant all the land free of all other charge
that may be overflown on my property, in consequence of raising a dam for a mill
on the town plot at this place.

(Signed,) JOHN HUNTER.

CRowN LANDs DEPARTMENT,

QUEBEC, 14th February, 1855.
SiRw-I have to inform you that Mr. John Hunter, the purchaser of .No. 29,

in the Lake Range of the Township of Huron, has consented to relinquish so
much of the lot as may be required to secure a mill site on the town reserve
adjoining, with a dam, raising the water 10 or 12 feet, and upon this understand-

g he is allowed to purchase four hundred acres of wild land, subject to settle-
,ent.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your obedient servant,
(Signed,) J. C. TARBUTT,

for Commissioner of Crown Lands.
Alexander McNabb, Esq.,

Saugeen.

CROWN LANDs DEPARTMENT,
QUEBEC, 14th February, 1855.

SIR,-With reference to the proposition made by you to Mr. David Gibson,
on Ihe 25th of August last, to relinquish so nuch of Lot No. 23, as may be over-
flooded by a dam to be raised within the town plot reservation adjoining, I
am to inform you that the Government consented to the arrangement, and in
consequence the Agent of the Department, at Southampton, has been instructed
o allow you to become the purchaser of four hândred acres of wild land, sub-
ect to settlement.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your obedient servant,
(Signed,) J. C. TARBUTT,

for Commissioner of Crown Lands.
ýk.John Hunter,

Pine River,Bruce.
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SAUGEEN, ?Dth February, 1856.

SIR-Having been appointed Crown Lands Agent of the Couniy of Bruce,
li 1851, where I have since resided, and conducted the business intrusted to

Ine, (by siricily•carrying out the regulations of the Departmeit,) in a manner, I
have reason to believe, to the satisfaction of the Department and the public
:generaly.

As the lav regulating the sale of Public Lands, precludes persons in my

position frorn purchasing land without the consent of the Government, Ibeg
leave to subnit the following application, and request a favorable consideration.

Previous o ny appointment, I was permitted to purchase 200 acres of land
in fhis Township, the selection had to be made immediately without affording.

an opportunity of seeing it,-I have had several acres cleared, but being

aloget ber sand, it is unfit for agricultural purposes, this, with the great expense
of rernoving my family from Toronto to this place, far distant then frorm any
seulement, the nurmerous hardships incident to a new country, together with the
laborious dulies of my office, induced me to apply for permission Io purchasefoe

myself and family, consisting of five children, a block of land of 1000 acress
ail the farm lots, fit for agricultural purposes, are sold and settled upon, i WouJd
ask leave to purchase a block, improperly reserved by the late Mr. Surveyor

Broui, for a town plot, between the Townshipsof Greenock and Brqnt, whi
is now untiecessary, in consequence of a t hriving village about 3 miles distant,,
having sprung up, with extensive water power, which the above reserve does.
not possess.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,

Your obed ient servant,

A. McNABB

The Hon. Joseph Cauchon,
Crown Lands Commissioner,

Toronto.

ToRoNTo, 24th January, 1857.

SiR -As the Assignee of John Hunter, of the Township of Kincardine, who, by
Order in Council, of date 3rd February, 1855, 'was entitled to. locate four hnndied
acres of land, I now beg leave to be allowed to locate said four hundred acres
the southeril portion of that parcel of land, originally intended for atowfi plot,
but now to be surveyed out into farm lots, situated partly inthe Townships of

Greenock and Brant.
I have the honor to be,

Sir,
Your obedient humble servante

JAMES WEBSTER.

The lon. .%oseph Cauchon,
Commissioner of Crown Lands,

Toronto.
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(Documents enclosed:)

Order in Council dated 3rd February, 1855.
Assignment, John Hunter ,to James Webster, dated 20th January, 1857.

To all tO whom these presents shall come, greeting Whereas, under and .by
virtue of an Order in Council, bearing date on the ihird day of February, in the
year of our Lord, One thousand eight hundred and, fifty-five, 1, John Hunier, of
the Township of Kincardine, in the County of Bruce, fariner, became entitled to
purchase four hundred acres of wild.land. in consideration of cerlain privileges
by me granted to the Government, which they, by Order in Council of the date
aforesaid, were pleased to accept. And whereas, forthe consideratiohereiri-
after mentioned, [ have contracted and agreed to, and with James Webster of
the town of Guelph, in the County of Wellington, E squire, ta sel and convey to
him all my right, title, estale, and interest to the said four hundred acres so to be
purchased as aforesaid, with full power and right to choose the sane as I might
have done but for this assignment. Now it is witnessed, that in consideration of
the sum of fifty pounds to me in hand, paid by Jàmes'Webster, the receipt
whereof I do hereby conclusively acknowledge, I haye granta, bargained, as-
signed, andtransferred, and by these présents do grant, bargain, assign, and
transfer unto the said James Webster, his, heirs, executors, administrators, and
assigns, all and singular my estate, righ title interes, and èlai whasoever,
either at law or .eqtity of suits, the sa four hundred acres of land, sa ta be
purchased and chosen as aforesaid, so that neither I nor any one claiming under
me shah henceforward have any right to the same, as against the suid James
Webster or his representatives. And I do hereby enjoin and require the Com-
missioner of CrownwLands. to issue to the said James Webster a Patent for four
hundred acres'of and, o be by him chosen in the same manner as if I myself had
applied fôr thë sane, said Patent to be issuedirithe name and at the expense af
the said James Webster or his representatives.

Dated this, twentieth day of January, A.D., 1857.

JOHN HUNTER. (L.S.)
Signed, sealed and delivered

in the presence of

STANLEY KEELING.

PRovINCE oF CANADA.
To WIT,

1, Stanley Keeling of the Town of Goderich, County of Huron, do make
oath and sày that I was personally present, and did see thé abov asign-
ment ordeed poll: duly executed by John Hanier therein named as the same pro-
fesses to be, and that I arn a subscribirig witness to the sarne, and that the said
assignrent or deed poll «aàs executed on the twentieth day of January, in the
year of aur Lord one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven, the day on whieh
it bears date.

STANLEY KEELING.
Sworn before me this 20th

day of January, A.D., 1857.
CHARLEs ýWiDDER.

A Commissioner for taking affidavits,
Counties of Huron and Bruce.
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TORONTO, 12th March, 1857.

SER,--I have the honor to apply through you for a Crown Patent for the lots
hereunder enumerated, having left in your Department the proper documents
entitling me to purchase the same, with the amount of consideration money
required by you.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your most obedient servant,
(Signed,) JAMES WEBSTER.

The Hon. Joseph Cauchon,
Commissioner Crown Lands,

Toronto.

Greenock.
Lot A lst range, south of the Durham Road,
Lots A and B in 2nd range, " B

Brant. By Order in Council.
Lot B in 3rd range, south of Durham Road,
Lots A and B in Ist range, north of the Durham Road,

and lot A in Srd range, south By transfers

WALKERTOWN, 51h March, 1857.
Received of Henry. Stanhope, the sum of two hundred pounds for allmy

right, title and interest in N. H. lots A and B first range, north of Durham Road
and part of town plot situated in the Township of Greenock, County of Bruce, upon
which lots a large house and barn is erected, and twelve acres cleared and fenced,

his
WILLIAM x JOHNSTON,

mark
[L. S.]

Witnesses:
WILLIAM WALKER,
Jos. BROWN.

Know all men by he,4e presents, that 1, Henry Stanhope, of the TowN of
Goderich, in the County of Bruce and Province of Canada, for and in considera-
tion of the sum of two hundred and twenty-five ponnds, lawfnl money of the àid
Province, to me in hand paid at the date hereof by James Webster, Esq do by
these presents sell, a.ssign, transfer and set over unto the said James Webster his
heirs and assigns, all my right, titie and irterest both at law and in equity t.
H. lots A and B, first range north of Durham Road, being part of town plotsituàted
in the Township of Greenock in the said Cou nty of Bruce.

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and seal, this seventh day
of March, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven.

HENRY STANHOPE, [L. S.]
Signed, sealed and executed

in the presence of
T. RUTsON,
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COUNTY OF HURON,
To WIT:

Thomas Rutson maketh oath and saith, that he was personally present and
did see the within named Henry Stanhope duly sign, seal and execute the
within written transfer on the day of the date mentioned therein, and that he,
this deponent, is a subscribing witness thereto.

T. RUTSON.
Sworn before me at Goderich, in the County

of Huron, this seventh day of March, 1857.
A. J. MORE.

A Commissioner in the Queen's Bench
for taking affidavits in and for the said County.

1, John Scanlan, of the Township of Brant, in the County of Bruce,, in the
Province of Canada, yeoman, do hereby seil and convey all my rightinterest,
claim, property, and demand, together with ail betterments b'y me or any other
person or persons heretofore made upon lot number A in the 3rd range, south of
the Durham Road of the Townshipôf Brantin the County of Bruce, in the Province
of Canada, unto Thomas Walter Cooper, of the Township of Guelph, in the County
of Wellington, in the Province of Canada, gentleman, for and lin consideration of
the sum of one hundred and fifty pounds to me in hand paid by the said Thomas
Walter Cooper.

Witness my hand and seal, this sixth day of March, in the year of our Lord
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven.

his
JOHN x SCANLAN, [L. S.]

mark
In presence of

HENRY HATCH,
WILLiAtI REYNOLDS'

1, Thomas Walter Cooper, of the Town of Guelph, in the County of elling-
ton and Province of Canada, gentleman, do hereby assiga and set over ail my
right, title, claim, interest and property whatsoever in and to the within bond,
unto James Webster, of the Town of Guelph, in the County of Wellington and
Province of Canada, for and in consideration of the sum of five shillting currency
to me in hand paid by the said James Webster.

Witness my hand and seal, this ninth day of Mareb, 1857.
THOMAS W. COOPERI [L. S.]

In presence of
HENR'Y HATCH.

I, Tindothyllenièssy of thé Township of Greenock, ii the County of Bruee,
in the Province of Canada, yeoman, do hereby sèlàrud bn" ey àI y ight,
interest, claim, property and demand, together with all betterments by>me or any



20 Victoria. (Appendix, No. 33.) A 18

other person or persons heretofore made upon south halves of lots numbers B
and A in the first range, north of ihe Durhan Road of the Township of Greenock,
in the County of Bruce, in the Province of Canada, unto Thomas Walter Cooper,
of the Township of Guelph, in the pouniy of Wellington, in the Province of
Canada, gentleman, for and in consideration of the sum of one hunidred and
thirty pounds to me in hand paid by ihe said Thomas Walter Cooper.

Witness my hand and seal, this twenty-eighith day of February, in the year
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven.

TIMOTHY HENNESSY, [L. S.]
In the presence of

JAMES GAFFNEY.

1, Thomas Walter Cooper, of the Township of Guelph, in the County of
Wellington and Province of Canada, gentleman, do hereby assign and set over
all my right, tille, claim, interest and property whatsoever, in and to thie within
bond, unto James Webster, of the Town of Guelph, in the County of Wellington
and Province of Canada, for and in consideration of the sum of five shillings,
currenny, 1o me in hand paid by the same James Webster.

Witness my hand, and seal this fifth day of March, A. D., 1857.
THOMAS W. COOPER, [L. S.]

In presence of
LENRY HI.

ToRoNTÔ, 12th March, 857.
I certify that the los now claimed by William Johnstone, John Scarlan,,and

John Hennessy, have been squatted upon and improved for more than five yeàts.

MORGAN HAMILTON.
To whom it may concern.

I hereby ce7'ify that there are no persons resident on the following lots in
the reserve i n the Townships of Greenock and Brant, viz: on lots A and B in the
second range, south of the Durham Road, on lot B in the third range, south of
the Durhan Road, all in the said Tôwnship of Brant, also, that there is no one
resident on lot B in the first range, south of the Durham Road inthe Township of
Greenock.

FRA$. KERR,
P. L.S.

Toronto, 18th February, 1857.

Instructions to Provincial Land Survevor, Francis Kerr, to subdivide the reserve
for a town plot, lying in the southerly parts of the Townships of Greenoôk
and Brant, into farm lots.
Si,-In obedience to an Order in Council, dated the sevenih day of April

1852, authorizing the above mentioned survey, I have to direct you to proceed 1d
the performance thereof, in conformity vwith the accompanying projected plan
and general instructions, without unnecessary delay, and you are not to engage
in any private surveys or. other business until you have completed and trarismt
ted your returns of survey.
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The lines to be surveyed are marked in red on the projected plan.
The block is to be subdivided into eight lots, as shéwn on the accompany-

ing projected plan, lettered A and B, in the respectivé ranges.
Scale of plan to be 40 chains to an inch.
Surveyor's pay, 20s. per dien. Allowance for rations 2s. 6d.

I have, &c.,
(Signed,) JOSEPH CAUCHON,

Comriissioner of Crown Lands.
Crown Lands Department,

Toronto, 24th January,.1857.

Certified true copy.

JOSEPH CAUCHON,
Commissioner of Crown Lands.

Crown Lands Dçpartment,
Torontó, 7th p il 87

QENERÀL INSTRUGTIONS.

1. Ascertain the bearings of ail t1he -inçs you survey o erif by sitronomical
observations, andenote the variation of the!Magnetricneedle atthe;plàcesof obsek-

vatonnd:heeve thre!s nyIrmarkbl cange in ts .amount. sEnter. thie
detais rof ali your Astronomücabobsèrvatiors in yorfil moute

2. Clear out, your lines a-wvll -andbIaze the adjacen trees4distinctly on.thre.e
sides, i. ,e., oeblaeae, on each side in the direction of the line, and one on that
side by whieh it passes.

3. Takea.-back.observation at each station.
4. Verify the length of your chain presions to commencing.operations, and

frequetl y during the progress of the survey, and pay particular attention to acca
racy m your measurements, and tp the correct markigg of your posts, to ensuže
which you wiil select your chain-bearers with.strict regard to good conduct an,
fitncss for duty, employing those only on whose honesty and capacihy you can
rely. In al your masurements, the horizontal distances must,ýby levelliingthe
chain, be ascertained. Use only steel arrows or pins.l

5. Your theodolite must be often examined to prevent errors which woùld arise
from the derangenjent of its adjustments.

6' Trace all.the.lines in the middle of the road allowances,, planting the posts
at the distance of fifty links from the lines on both iides thereof. Make the posts
of the most durable wood you can find, squaring about two feet. of the top, and
cutting.the numbers of ithe lots, :concessiôns, &c., with a, proper:marking tool.
The posts at the corners of Towns and Townships to be at Ieast six ilches square,
those at the endsof concessions five, inches, and the lot possfour lnchesaliplant-
ed firmly in he ground; and intthesurvey of farra lots.and township boundaries,
but not in the survey of town lots, taking.the coursesrnddistancesIohe nearest
trees, which must beblazed in a conspicuous manner, andimarked B.,T. - Enterthe courses. and ¡distances frorthepoststo those trees, andtheir kind, and ap-
parent diameter, n: your lfield,,bok. Where atree stands in-the pla.ee:for atposti
blaze it on:four sides, and maruk itas you would thepost. Where they canihe
had,,place stones ro1d the:.psts at the cornrsdfownships,
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7. The regular farm lots are to be chains links in breadth,
by chains links in depth, containing acres each, with road
allowances, one chain in width, between each alternate concession and every

lot . The park lots, chains links in breadth, by
chains links in depth, containing

each; and the town lots chains linlis in breadth, by
chains links in depth, containing
each, and the concessions and lots must be numbered, as shown on the accom-
panying projecied plan, which must be returned to this Department.

8. If your survey contains an eligible site for a town plot, mark iton yourplan,
and report on its capabiliies.

9. Make a diligent search for, and adhere to, the boundary lines drawn, and
posts planted in the original survey of the adjacent Townships, to prevent en-
croachrm ents.

10. Traverse any lakes you may find within the limits of your survey, in order
to ascertain the areas of the lots adjoining them. Lay out road allowances round
those lakes which your road lines intersect, and along the banks of rivers where
necessary.

11. No lines ernbraced in your survey are, in any case, to be run or surveyed
by any person but yourself, or some other duly admitted Provincial Land Sur-
veyor, whom ihis Department may authorize you to employ.

12. Ascertain the names of all the squatters on the lands you survey, and tie
position, extent, and value of their improvements, with such other particulars as
will enable you to imake a return of inspection of ail the lots in the accompany-
ing form which you will transmit apart from your field book.

13. As soon as possible afier completing your field work, you will furnish the
Department with a plan thereof, on a scale of 40 .chains to aninch, exhibiting
the natural features of the country, such as hills, swamps, marshes, meadow,
lakes, streams and water falls, and the clearings and buildings of the settlers;
also, the proper sites for mills, town.plots, harbours, and other public improve-
ments. Mark on your plan the lengths and bearings of the outlines of .allithe
irregular lots.and their contents in acres, wit h the total area of yoursurvey. Mount
your drawing paper on thin linen or cotton, well stretched on your draving table
previous to drawing your plan, and roll, not fold it, when you send it to this De-
partment.

14. You vill keep a diary, in the form transrnitted herewith, containing a
detailed account ofyour proceedings ; the number of chains surveyed-each day;
when you hired and when you discharged your men, and their names ; the kind
of weather, &c.

15. Your field book is to be kept in the accompanying form, comprising the
Astronomical courses of ail the lines you have rnn or verified-the Magnétic
variation-the distances in chains and links from the points and departure in the
lot, concession, &c., to each object noted-the kind and quality of the soil, and
timber, entering each kind of timber in the order of its relative abundance-the
general nature of the face of the country, whe1her level, rolling, broken, hilly or
mountainous -ail rnarshes, swamps and meadows--aill lakes and ponds, with a
description of their banks, and whether their waters be deep or shallow, pure or
stagnant-all springs-all brooks and rivers, with their width, depth and course,
rapids and fails, giving the estimaied difference of level in feet, and stating
whether they afford mill-sites-all mines and minerals-all travelled roads--
the tracks of hurricanes, as shown by the fallen timber-all offsets or Trigond-
metrical observations, bywhich you have obtained the measurement or distance
of any line or part of a line which coild not be actually measured, or the dis-
tance of any object from a line-the distances at which you met and at which
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you left any lake, bay, pond, marsh, swamp, rneadow, stream, windfall, preci-
pice, hill or mountain, stating whether the slopes of the latter two be steep or
gradual, and their inclination-all posts planted, the kind of wood of which they
are rade, their dimensions and marks, with the courses and distances to bearing
trees, and the details of ail your Astronomical observations, i. e., the place, day,
hour, altitude, azimuth, &c., methods of working and resuhis.

16. Your report of survey must contain a concise summary of your proceed-
ings, with a few general observations on the physical geography of the country,
its capabilities and the best mode of developîng then. Write it on paperof the
same size as the printed forms of field notes and diary, as it will be bound with
them.

17. The copy of your field notes, diary and report of survey for this Depart-
ment are to be entered in the accompanying printed forms. Number the pages
of your field notes, and index them. Sum up the columns of your diary and carry
forward the amounts, so as to give the grand totals on the last page. Do not
bind your field notes, diary and report of survey.

18. The pay and allowances of yourself and of your party, which must not
exceed ten in number, chain bearers included, are to be at the daily rates of 20s.
for vourself, 5s. for your chief chain bearer, Ss. 9d. for your second chain bearers,
Ss. each for your axe men, and 2s. 6d. each for your other assistants, with an
allowance of 2s. 6d. a day each in lieu of rations. Ascertain the cost of labour
in the locality in which your survey lies previous to comrencing your field
work, and if .you cannot hire rnen at' Ihe foregoing rates rnake application-in
accordance wit h the accompanying Order in Council of the 14th Septemberi 1853,
but do not proceed with the survey until you receive a reply to your application.

19. You will charge for your returns of survey at the -rates authorized by the
Order in Council of 6th August, 1855, an extract from:which is'annexed for your
information and guidance.

20. You will also be allowed to charge a reasonable amountfor the :trans-
port of your provisions and camp equipage, for the travelling expensesof your-
self and your chain bearers, and for the stationery required for the service, for al
which you must furnish receipts in duplicate, and detailed statements on the
accompanying forms.

21. Your account, pay list, statement-of charges for returns of survey and
transport, to be in duplicate, and in the accompanying form.

22. Your field notes, diary, account and pay list, to be duly attested onoath.
23. With a view to obtaining a knowledge of the geology of the country in

which your survey lies, you will collect and transmit to this Departient,, small
sp cimens, (from one to two cubic inches or larger, according to the facility for
transportiiig them to the settlements,) of the fixed rocks youmeet withýon your
lines-attaching a number to each, and wrapping it up in birch or cedar bark, or
such other suitable materials as are to be had on the spot, and noting the exact
Iocality in your field book, and the dip and strike of the rock if stratified. • You
are not, however, to allow this materially to retard the progress of your survey.

24. Report the progress of your survey once a fortnight, and the general
quality of the land surveyed.

A. 1857.
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25. You will endeavour to conduct this survey with a judicious econorny,
combining accuracy with despatch.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,

Your most obedient servant,
(Signed,) JOSEPH CAUCHON)

C'orumissioner of Crown Lands.
Crown Lands Department,

Toronto, 24th January, 1857.
Certified true copy.

JOSEPH C:AUCHON,

Commissioner of Crown Lands.
Crown Lands Department,

Toronto, 7th April, 1857.

To the Honorable the Commissioner of Crown Lands.
SIR,-In èonformity with thé instructions 1 received from you, dated the 24th

of January last, to subdivide, the reserve for a town plot in the southerly á ts
of the Townships of Greenock and Brant into farm lots

I beg respectfully to state, that I organized a party in the neighbourhood f
Guelph, and proceeded on the third of February last, to perform îe, above survey,
and'completed the.field work on the twelfth of the same rnonth, and I haven òw
the honor to transmit to you a plan showing a projected subdivision fo-r appriyl.

have. planted substantial posts along 'theé Durham Road, dividing the spe
in.each Township into fwo equal parts, and marked therin as shovwn in ïheý'an.
I have run the Town line between Greenock and Brant,-soutl>fthe II-rhtnoa ö
opening it.out and blazing it in the centre. I also rai and'traced such other lines
as would enable me to calculate the area of each lot, and mark the treings n
the plan.

Along Otter Creek, particularly in.the Township of Brant, are high banks on
either side, in many instances these banks exhibit.shelly lime stone rock, 'whièh,
in my opinion, if properly investigatèd, good quarrieswould be obtained ;fle
foot of these banks are about five or six chains apart,.the fiat between thiem bein'g
composed of beaver meadows, and flooded in fime of highwater. håre is no
available. fall in this creek through the reserve f nill privileg6.

By referring to the plan you will perceive dfted lines exhibit n the etnt
of improvements made in this reserve. Mr. William Johnston has cleatiel
acres on lot B, north of the Durham Road in Greenock, he has âlso a log hoIie
24 by 15 feet, and a log barn 30 by 20 feet.

Mr. John Hennessy has cleared 7j acres on the south east of the corner of the
same lot, having a log house erected upon it, 20 by 18, and a log barn 24 b ,i
Mr. John Scanlan has cleared 6- acreà on the north wýesterly corner of tA
south of theýDurham Road in Brant-; he has'a log house 20'by15 feet, a -atg
barn. There is a Widow Weiser who has cleared 2½ acres on the south w este4$7
corner of this lot, but no further improvements made.

Lot B, south of the Durham Road in Greenock, has three settlers : John Wall
lace, Francis Walker, and Francis Enstead. Wallace and Enstead are claiming
the improvements made on the north easterly and south easterly corners of this
lot, but I ascertained when there that they were not the original squatters, but took
possession of improvements made by other persons, whose names I could not
ascertain; Walker has chopped about twenty acres, and has other improvements
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made upon the lot. There are no improvements of any sort on any of the other
lois laid out by me in ternis of my instructions before referred to, and I have
been cre1ihly informed and believe that the improvemerits on the lots in occupa-
tion of Johnston, Hennessy and"Scanlari were commnenced more than five years
ago, and have been settled on ever since.

Ail of which is respectfully submitted by
Your obedient humble servant

FRANCTS KERR)
P. L. S.

Guelph, 9th Maréh, 1867.

CROWN LANDS DEPARTMENT
TORONTO, 14thMarch, 1857.

F'Sîa,-With reference to your letter of the 12th insiani, I beg Io state that of
hie 831 acres rnentioned, 400 can be obtained at 10s. per acre, under the Order
in Courcil of the 3rd February, 1855, in favor of M:. John Hunter, whose assig-
nec you appear Io be, the remaining 431 acres can be purchased at a valuaion
by Mr. F. Kärr, P. L. S

Accor'anying, I send a statement showing the several portions tobe ur-
chased at the respective prices.

[have the honor to be
Sir,

Your obedient servant,
(Signed,) JOSEPH CAUÚCHON

Comrmissioner.
James Webster, Esq.

LIST REFERRED TO:

At 10s. per acre.

71 or A in I, south of the Durham Road, Greenock,..............108 acres.
South part 71 or A in 1, north of Durham Road, Greenock,........ 43
A il 2, south Durham Road, Brant, .......................... 124
B in2, south Durham Road, Brant,.... .... ...... .. ..... ...... 125

400 acres.
At a valuation.

North part, 71 or A in 1, north of Durham Road, Greenock,........ 71 acres.
72 or B in 1, north of Durham Road, Greenock,................... 110
A iii 3, south Durham Road, Brant,.......... ........ .... ..... 125
B in 3 ..... ...... .......... .... ........ ........... ..... 125

431 acres.
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To the Honorable the Commissioner of Crown Lands,
Toronto.

SiR,- beg to state that I have inspected the following lots in the Townships
of Greenock and Brant, mentioned in the staternent accompanying your letter of
the 14th instant, viz:

A part of 71 or A, in the first range N. of the Durham Road
in Greenock, 71 acres at per acre 17s 6d., ........... £62 2 6

Lot 72 or B, in first range, N. of Durham Road in Greenock,
110 A, at per acre 17s. 6d. .... ...... ........ ...... 96 5 O

Lots A and B, south of Durham Road in the 3rd range in
Brant, containing together 250 A, at per acre 13s. 9d.... 171 17 6

Total amount........................ £330 5 0

I hereby certify that the above prices for the respective lots in their unim-
proved state, are correct according to the best of my knowledge and belief.

I have the
Sir)

Guelph, 20th March, 1857.

honor to be,

Your obedient humble servant,
FRANCIS KERR.

P. L. S.

A. 87
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RETURN
To AN ADDRESS fron the LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of the 12th

ultimo ; For Statenent relative to Municipal Loan Fund.

By Command,
E. PARENT.

Secretary's Office,
Toronto, 20th April, 1857.

RECEIVER GENERAL'S OFFICE,
Toronto, 17th April, 1857.

Sr,-l have the honor to transmit herewith, two Statements sliewing the
wlole amount of (onsolidated Municipal Loan Fund Debentures issued io 31st
Januiary last, under 16 Vie, cap. 22, and 18 Vic. cap. 13 ; also, amount of
principal repaio to the Sinking Fund, anount of interest paid and ihat still due
and unpaid, together \with the amouni of principal and interest paid out of the
Clergy Reserves Fond.

I would observe concerning this last clause, ihat no distribution of money
out of that Fund has taken place in Lower Canada, inasmuch as it is proposed
to appropriate the whole or part of saine to the erection of Goals and Court
Hoiuses in Lower Canada.

'Tlie above Statements are farnished in accordance to an Address of the Le-
gislalive Assembly of date l2th ultimo, which I also herewith enclose.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

C. E. ANDERSON,
1). R. G.

H1ono ie ". L. Terrill,
Provincial Secretary,

Toronto.
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STATEMENT sheWing the Amount of Debentures issued under the Consolidated
Municipal Loar Fund Act of U. C., (16 Vie., cap. 22 and 16 Vic., cap.
123,) up Io 31st January, 1857,--the amount of interest at 8 per cent. paid,
and interest at 8 per cent. due by each Municipality up to 16th April, 1857-..
distinguishing cthe amount paid out of the Clergy Reserves Fund, U. C.-..
-with other particulars in accordance with Address of the Legislative Assem-
bly of date 12th March, 1857.

Ainount
Municipalitics. of LDeben tures

issuecd,

£ s. d.
Port Hope, Town................. 215000 0 0
Hopo, 'T vnsh1p .................. 15000 0 0
Niagara, ilown...... 70000 0 0
Cobourg; Town ............ 1251100 0 0
Chippawa, Village.............6500 0 0
Grey, Cou ly ........................ 400 0 0
Bertie. Tow nslip................. 10001 0 0
Brantford, 'ownship ............ 12500 0 0
Brantford, Town..........,........ 125000 0 0
Wainfleet, Townshi ........... 5000 0 0
Canborough, Tons ip ......... 2)(0) 0 0
Huron and Bruce, Couties... 127000 0 0
Perth, Conty.............. 22000 0 0
Moulton and erbrooke, fTps 5000 0 0
Paris, Village ....................... 10000 0 0Oxford, Counlty .................... 5000 0 0
0.ttawa, City ............... 50000 0 0
Prescott. T nIv ........ ......... 2500f) 0 0
Lincoln & Welland, Counties. 120010 0 0
Lanibtou, County ........... 4000 0 0
Middlbown, Township ......... 1250 0 o
St, Calherines, Town..,......... 47500 0 o
Woodstock, Town.................. 2500 0 0
Stav'.0y, Township ............... 2500 0 0
Woo2 house. Tovnship ......... 20000 0 0
Norwich, Township......... 50000 0 0
Cornwall. Town..................... .3000 o 0

el ville Town................... 5000 0 0
North iunb. & Durhan, Count. 102o000 . 00
Ops, Township ..................... 120000 0 0
Elgin, Conuty.............. 201100 0 ()
London, Town ............... 113850 0 0
Windham, Towrnship ........... 25e)0 0 (
Sitiun, Tô n.................. 25(00 o 0
Lanark and Reifrow, Countius 20ooo 0 0
Brockville, 'Tow n. .................. 1000) 0 0
Eiz-/abthtown, Township...... 1211 13 4
Stratford, Village .................. 2000 0l 0
Goderich, Tow n..................... 2.500 o 0
Hlastings. Con.ty.................. 29000 0 O
WolUord, Townshlp............... 2)0) 0 0
E ssex. C'im ty........................ 8 00 o o
Barrie, T[own '010 oE a r e o n ...............,........ 3 0
Chatham. Town..................... 25000 o 0
Dundas, Town ..................... 1:000 0 0
Guelph, Town ............. 20000 0 0

£117
7 5

00i
6

13 4

Aumomit
in lerest at
8 per çent.

paid.

£ s. d.
18881 2 7
28001 01 0

100 7 2 5
11000 101 O
1280) 0 0
1143 13 5
2911 il 6
3708 4 4

201)0 1; 8
1483 5 0

593 6 3
19014 3 1

3805 8 6
1,183 5 9
281;6 1:3 4
1275 12 4
5923 8 0
2274 8 2
2)119 17 9

975 15 7
259 17 3

7467 13 4
4851 7 8

62 13 2
3938 1 0
9252 12 7

441 10 S
81) 19 8

11072 16 5
3321 12 11
3445 4 1

13081 8 9
3:308 5 2
3133: 17 3
8773 O 8
4386 13 4
21)3 6 8
1091 0 2
07 5 4

1578 14 9,

395 1
3082 3 10
1622 13 0
1178 4 6

206551 12 0

A mount
interest at
8 por cent.

due.

£ s. d.
212R51 1 7
180)0 0 0
4519 3 8

19310 16 1
240 2 2

....................

6306 8 6
.....................

17240 0 0
2140 0 0

.. ..... . ....

09 9 6
40N5 6 4
9600 0 0

50 0 0
1900 0 0
1008 17 10

802 15 5
2590 8 6

240 0 0
200 0 0

1550 13 8
800 0 0

1283 15 il1
1518 3 1 )
800 0 0
4000 0 0
1.110 13 4

3654 3 11
4057 18 9
2352 0 0
1000 0 0

.. ....... .

912 141 8
121213 13 8

Remarks.

Amount on Amount re.
account of in- pid to sink,
terest 8 p. cent ing Fund on

paid out of account o
Clerwy Réser. capital.
vesFund, U.C.

£ s. d £ s. d.
151010 9.. ..........
1080....... 1 ........
10R0 36 Il
1480 3 1

200 0 0
00 0 0 ............

....................
1010 7 6

75 . ............

... . .. . ....... .....
.8.......... 796 10 0

3000 O10 0.......... ............

9 1 . .............

991 Il 8 ............

200 0 0............

849 0 4 ..............

99 .............

71 4 1..............
481 10 2

.40 . l .. .. .... ... .

345 10 1
087 5 4 ............

5120 O 0
6.87 5 4..............

24177 17 0 1200 10 0

E. and O. E.

C. F. ANDERSON,
D. R. G

Receiver General's Office,
Toronto, 16th April, 1857.

A%

This amountis
paid ont of
Clergy Reser.
ve Fund, U. c.
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STATEMENT shewing the amount of Debçntures issued under the Consolidated
Municipal Loan Fund Acts of Lower Canada, 16 Vie., cap. 22, and 19
Vie., cap. 13, up to the 31st January, 1857 ; also, the amount of interest
paid, and that still unpaid by the Municipalities who have borrowed under
above Acts, in accordance to an Address of the Legislative Assembly of the
12th March, 1857.

A mount or
Amouit Amount Amount of Amount interest paid

Municipalities. of Debentures of principal interest at 8 of interest at out of Cleury Renarks.
issued. repaid to per cent. paid. 8 per cent. Resrves

Sinking Fuid. unpaid. Fund of L. C.

£ s. d. £ s.d. 2 s. d. s.d. £ s. d.

Connty of Stanstead............ 1700 0 0 ..................... 80 12 7 136 0 0 ..................... No monies have
been paid ·to

County of shefford ............... 7500 0 0 ..................... 307 13 5 660 0 0 ..................... Municipalilies
in Lower Ca.

County of Terrebonne............ 2300 0 ......... .......................... 3200 . ............. nadaout.fthe
Clergy Reser.

Cointy of Ottawa, Div. No. 2 32500 0 0 ..................... ................ 4613 14 1 .................... ve Fund.

County ofMegantic,Div. No.1 1400 0 0 .............................. 168 o0 0 ............

City of Montreal ................. 100000 0 0 .............. 6000 0 0 8000 0 0 ...........

Township of Acton............... 6000 0 0 .. .. ....... ................ 220 18 6 . ..........

rown of St. Hyacinthe ......... 4000 0 0 ............................... 320 O O...........

Town of Sherbrooke............... 20000 0 O .................... ..................... 1553 18 10 . ...........

Village of Varennes ............... 000 O ..... .... ..................... 17 8 5 ............

Village of Huntingdon ......... 1750 0 0 ..... .... ..................... 70 0 0 ............

Township of Roxton............... 7500 0 0 ............... . .......... 198 17 il...........

Township of Lingwick ......... 2500 0 0 ..... .... ..................... 61 7 5 ............

Village of St. John ............... 5000 0 0 ..................... 187 7 il ..................... . ......

I 214250 0 0 ..................... 65811311 19310 5 2 ...........

E. and O. E.

C. E. ANDERSON,
D. R. G.

Receiver General's Office,
Toronto, 16th April, 1857.
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RE TURN
To an Address of the Legislative Assembly of the 16th ultimo; for

certain Statements relative to the Elections of eembers to the Legis-

lative Council.

By Command.

ET. PARENT,

Assistant Secretary.

SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

Toronto, 20th April, 1857.

1857.
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:AUDrron's OmcE,
Toronto, April 8th, 1857.

Sir,-I have the honor to enclose a Statement of the amounts paid toJithe
several Returning Officers, for themselves and Deputies, at the Electiöis of
Members of the ILegislative Couicil, as reqired by an Address of th Legis-
lative Assembly.

I have the honor to be,
Your obedient Servant,

JOHN LANGTON,
Anditor.

The Honorable T. L. TERRILL,
Provincial Secretary.

STATEMENT of EXPENSES incurred in the ELECTION of MEMBERS to the
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, shewing the sum charged by the Return-
ing Officer, for each Division, and also the suin allowed to each.

DIVISION. RETURNING OFFICER. Sum Charged. Sum Allowed.

£ s. d. £ s. d.

LAURENTIDES........ P. Gosselin .................... 858 1 8 834 17 8

.Deputi&a.

Ls. D.Lemoine.............. 2 7 6 25 7 6
James Oliva.................. 18 2 6 16 7 6
.J. Bte. Godin................... 3 15 0 3 15 0
I. Touet ...................... 19 13 6 19 8 6

Ls. N. Rousseau ................ 10' 18 6 10 18 6
Julien Saillant............... 8 0 17 0 0
J. O. Desnuntes ......... 11 19 6 il 19 6
Joseph Radford................. 1 8 12 6 8 12 6
0. A. Clement.................. 10 5 0 10 5 0
Hiels Fortin.................... 9 18 6 9 18 6
James Gosselin................. 10 I 0 0 10 - 0
L. F. Tardif.................... 7 9 4 7 9 4
Jos. Perron......-........... .. 14 4 0 14 0
Frs. Fortin..................... 8 16 6 8 16 ' 6
Ths. Dupere.................... 10 14 6 10 14 6
Ls. O. Rousseau................ 10 o0 0 10 0 0
P. G. Charlton..................12 19 0 12 19 0
OvidBosse.................. 10, 0 0 10 0 0
Prudent Potoire ........... ... 12 8 6 12 8 6
Joseph Chabot. . ..... 12 7 6 12
Paul Matthieu ............. 12, 5 6 12 8,0

3airriedfor'ward . .:. £ 619 2 0 589 6

'7 5~
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STATEMENT of EXP NSESîincurred in the ELECTION of MEMBERS to
the LEG1LA TIVE COTNCIL, &c.-(Continued.)

DIVISION . RETURNIN G OFFICER.

1Deputies.-(Continued.)

LAURENTII ES.-(Con-, Brought forward...
tinued.. ... ... J. >Bte. Duberger...............

Robert Levesque...............
f. Godbout................
J. Clu. François..... ........
Geo. McKenzie..............
J. H. Slevin........
Onesime Contine............
Denis Trenblay.............
Narcisse Tetu.... .........
S. LeTourneau....... ......
Gab. Dick .................
Nar. .LaRuè.. ...... ....
Geo. LaRue................

Total. .......... £

ROUGEMENT........IN. St. Germain...........

DCeputies.

WilliamMury......
J. B. LeBlanc ...............
S. Bertrand......... ........
P., Bertrand .................
Robert, Gillespie.............
J. H. Goololu.................
Hector Mignault........
P. C. Phaneuf..........

,P .R . eniers . ..............
Orange Tyler ...............
Cesaire Pepris ........ ......

LnardBrv.......
F.' X. Lesage ....... .........
il, N. Ilobitaille ..............

Total......

DESALABERRY. . A. L. DMatgy....

eni Mrin..............
Charles M. 'LeBrun.. .. .. ...

.N.Lougfise ..........

~ eai ,eut ...... ........

Sum Charged..

£ s. d.

619 2 0
5 9

10 12 il
11 15 6
9
9

11,
10'

15
13
14
11
23

778

89

6

5

8
6

4

4'

178

82

7
.5

118

1
16
,8
10"
19
6
4
6

1'
1Óo

5

6
6.

6
6
o9

0

17 6
12 O
10 6
4 6,
9 6-'

18 6
0 6
4 0

16 6
10 0

0 6
8 6
2 6
8 6

13 6

4 8

8

10
17

4

6

6
6

.o0

Sum ö wd.

£ s. d.

589 2 6
5 9 8

10 12 11
1 1
9

11l
10
11l
15
18
14
H1 -.
283

746

5

8
10
19

6

6
'18'
"10

18

6
6

l6
6
6
0
9
6
6

'6

6

6

-7.

12
10
4

18
0
4

16
10
0
8
2
2

18

8

6

6
0
6

6
6
6

6

6
6
6

88

6

6

5

4

176

67

9
7

8.
5

108

86

0 0
10 6
17 6
1 0
'6 6

4 0

-J
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STATEMENT of EXPENSES ineurred in the ELECTION of MEMBERS '
the LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, &c.--(Contiued.)

DIVISION. RETURNING OFFICER. SumCharged. SnrAllvéd.

Deputies.-(Continued.) £ s. d. s. d.

DESALABERRY.-(Con- Brought over........... 118 4 0 108 4 '
tinued.)......... A. B. Marcoux..... ......... 9 1 4 6 9 4 6

William Lamb................. .O 18 6 9 18 2
Francis H. Prevost.............. 18 l1 0 18 1 0
William Marshall................ 7 7 O 7 17 0
Peter Aubery.................. 9 17 0 9 17 0
F. B. Porteas................. ... 8 9 6 8 9 6
C. Archambault................ 10 il 6 10 il 6
Honore Laurin................ 6 14 6 6 14 6
John'Tait...................... 7 13 6 7 13 6
A. L. DeMartigny.............. 8 17 6 8 17 6
A. R. Bisson................... 8 2 6 8 2 6
M. Bouthillier................. .8 8 6 8 8 &

Total..............£ 226 14 6 211 14 6

LAUZON......... Richard A. Fortier........... .£ 42

MILLE ISLES......... Joseph Lachaine................ 51

Deputies.

S. Robinson.................
A. Seguin...................... 6
A. B. Lavallee.................. 8
J. B. Villeneuve................ . 9
L. L. J. Loranger................ 7'
N. Lavallee..................... 12
J. Filiateault................... 7
Jr hl

o n lurray..............
N. Simard .................
F. L. Desaulniers. ..............
P. A. Chevallier............... ..
Chas. L. DeMartigny............
Antoine Fortier. ...............
H. Chennier....................
F. Lemaiul.....................
Joseph Brasseau................I
M. Phelan................. .
J. Bte. Paquin...............
J. A. Mignault............,.
S. E. Cleroux................

Total.............£

7

8
9'
7,
5

.4
7
7
8
7.
6

206

1

11ilà10
19
18
14
18
12,

8
18
15

4
15
2

18
12
8

12
B.

17

69

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6

6
6
6

6
6

91

42 1

51 11

206 17

0

9

W illiam Ritchie...............96 5 0 89 5 0

Caiedforward..... 906 5 0 89

WELLINGTON...
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STATEMENT of EXPENSES incurred in the ELECTIO, of MEMBERS t6
the LEGISLATIVE OOUiIL.-(Continuecd.)

DIVISI ON.

WELLINGTON.-(on-
tinued.)........

RETURNING OFFICER.

Broughtforwoard.. .. .. .. 1.
Deputies.

J. Humphrey,...............
L. N. Benton...................
Samuel Hoyt,..........
N. P. Cooke.............
A. O. Killain. ..............
Joshua Ross................
C. W. Whitaker.............
W . C. W illis...................
John Noble................
John Martin................
'Colin Noble. ..................
B. LeBourdeau... ..........
A. P. Ball.....................
Geo. Chillas...............
James Boutelle.................
Alexander Gorrie..............
Andrew Rankin....... .........
Thomas Davis..............
William Thompson..............
Frederic Dawson.............
J. B. Cote....................
J. T. LeBel.................
G. Cresseau....................
Fied. Ployart.............. ....
G Hf. Hargrave..............
Edmund Cox...............
John Tunholm................
William C. Ritchie.............

Total.............. .£

RIDEAU ........... Simon Fraser .........

TRENT.... ...... W. H. Ponton.

Deputis

Richard Corrigan ......
James J. Ryan.....
John Thompson ..........
IThomas Douglass.

Adolphustowp, ....... ..
Richmöônd ..........

li'redericksb vgh............ .

* t -i~

Suni Charged.

819

62~

s.
5

6'

151.,

Sum Ailo d

89

10
5
4
5
6

10
6
7
7

11

6

10

6
7
6
6
7
7
9
9
9
8

11
10
8

10
6

312

d.

6
6

0.

6
6
6
6

0
6
6

6

,0

6
6
6
o

6

6

6
6
6
6
6
0
6

6

6

18
6
19
15
8

19
7
o

19
17
8

183
18
6

17
14
7'
9,

17

17
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STATEMENT of EXPENSES incurred in the ELECTION of MEMBERS1
the LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.-(Continued.)

DIVISION.

TRENT.-(Continued.)..

QUEEN'S.....

SAUGEEN............

RETURNING OFFICER.

Deputies.-(Continued.)

Brought over........
Douro ........................
James Foley ................
George Wiggins...............
Robert Sloane ...............
G. A. Hill.................
Smith and Harvey ..............
Eniismore.....................
Monaghan.....................
Ivan O'Beirne..............
George Read................

Total .............. £

* Further explanations required.

I. G. Reynolds.................

Deputieg.

Geo. Thompson ................
John McKay.............
W. S. Christie ..............
W . A. Loucks .................
Angus Ray .................
Emily........... ... .. ......
Scugog............ .......
James B.. Fanburn ...........
Richard Windall...............
A. Lacourse ................
W. S. Heavenir .............
Geo. Bick ......... ..........
John Metcalfe..................
William Powers ...............
J. K. Lytle ...................
William Powson. ..............

Total .............. £

B. W. Smith .................

Deputies.

Geo. Lane...........
William Harvey..........
Edmund Moore........
Angus Bel i.........
Duncan Clarke.. ...

forwar~ ...

Sum Charged. Sum Allowed.

£ s. d

92 8
7 12
4 2
6 12
6 3
6 12
3 I 14
9 2
5 8
4 7

10 10

156 9

£

170
7
7
6
6
6

9
5
4

*10

288

77

J 19
169

211

7,
10
14
12
18

s.

16
12
12
12
3

12
14

2
8
7

10

12

9

.14

15

12
12
14

1J6

0-1

6
6
6
6

6
6
6
6
6

. 7

0
6
0
0
0
0

15

18
1
5

5
15'
4
6

19
12

10"
17

4
9

0'

9

6
6
6
6
6
0
0F6
6

6
6

I10'

62

3
7
4
5
7
6

5

6
4

.7
7..
8
.5

155

128

7
101
14
11
18

186

0 0

7 0
12 6
14 0
15 0
16 0

4 6
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STATEMENT of IXPENSES incurred inthe ELECTION of mMBERS to
the LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.-(Continued.)

DIVISION. RETU RNING QFF ICERII SumCharg

Dlteputies.-(Continued.) £

B'rovght forward ......... i 271
SAUGEEN.-(Ion-

tinued.)....... Basil R. Rowe............ .... 1 7
H H. Thompson ............... 10
Geo. Sneath .. :.................10
Richard Campbell... .......
ÏA. Co'chrain .. .. . . . . . . 16
James Johnston .............
Thomag Gordon ................ 11
Benjamin Rodgers ............... 18
John Benson................... 9
J. Swinburn................... H1
Holland.................... 9
1Melanethon.................... 7
John Gileny.................. 13
IJames Gibson..................I
John Williams ............... 
Charles Critchley ..............
William McKenzie .... .... 

John Morton...................il
Peter Sinclair,................. 1
James Jamieson................ 9
Robert Watson. ....... 7
Edmund Savage..............
Geo. C. Urquhart................18
James Cromay ................. 6
Joseph Barker ....... 14
Peter Reid................ 8
Matthew McKendriok......... 183
Saugeen.................. 11

Total .......... £ 561

BURLINGTON. .. E. Cartwright Thomas...,.

Djeputies.

Jonathan Davis .............
William Craigie .... ...... 
John Cumings ...............
T. A. Ambridge ................
H. B. Bull....................
Robert W. Suter ...............
A. F. Begue ...........
Canal Ward "Dundas"........, I
Mon'ntain Ward do
Aridrew~Hall.........
West Flatnborough .......
W W. Barlow .,..................
D.Lynch..........

'Carried over.. .

s.

(f

71

:1

e. SumAllowed,

d £ s d.

0 186 4 G

319o
6 10 8 6
6 10 2 6
0 10, 0 0

0 5 16 0
6 il 2 6
0 18 11 
6 9 7 6
6 11 7 6
0 9 14 ci
6 7 7 6
6 12 15 6
6 6 7 6

6 9 14' 6"
6 11, 8, 6

8 19 6
0 1l 17 O
6 9 18 6
6 7 8.6
6 7 15 0
0 13 5 0
6 6 14 6
6 14 15 6
6 8 0 6
6 18 12 6
6 1 12 6

6 464 14 f)

8 7589

... 9 7l 6

... 4 2 6
* ... . 7 1 2

6 12 6.-
. 5 7 6

.. 4 7 6
5 7 6

.. 4 18 0

.. 5 4 0.. 6 11O

F~1 151 i

1851~.



2WVictoria. A pendix(o. 35.)

STATEMENT of EXPENSES incurred in the ELECTION' of MEMBEStOó
the LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.--(Continud.)

DIVISION. RETURNING OFFICER.

Deputies.-(Continued.)

Brought over...........
BUJRLINGTON.-(Con-

tinued) ........... Thomas Choate.................

James Harvey..................

W . A. Cooley..................

John F. Moore .................

Total...........£

WESTERN.........,.. John Mercer............... .

.Deputies.'

Town of Chatham ..............
Amherstburg ..................
Windsor ....................
Anderdon ..................... I
Colchester ....................
Chatham..................
Dover, East and West.........
Camden and Zone ...........
Gosfield.......................
Harwich ..................
ioward ...................

Malden ... ...................
Maidstone .....................
Mersea .......................
Oxford ........................
Raleigh ... . . .........
Romney .......
Rochester.................
Sandwich.................
Tilbury, East ..................

do W est..................

Total ..............

Sum Charged.

£ s. d.

.....

184 Il 2

107

244

18

6

6

Sum Allowed.

£ s. d.

151 16 8

7 66

7 26

7 s 6

178 18 8

20100,

4
6
5
7
6
5

7
7
7
.7

7
5
6
5
8
6

287

6
17

2
19
10
10
14
12

4

17
12
0,

17
41

19
7

14

7

0
0
6
0
0
0

-4i



20Victoria. AAppendix (No.35)

STATEMENT of EXPENSES incurred in the ELECTION of MEMBERS -to
the LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.--(Continued.)

RECAPITULATION.

Amount
DIVISION. RETURNING OFFICER. Amount Allowed.

Rendered.

£ s. d. £ s. d.

LAURENTIDES........ P. Gosselin.................... 778 5 6 746 18 6

DESALABERRY....... V. A. L. DeMartigny............ 226 14 6 211 14 6

ROUGEMONT......... il. St. Germain ................. 178 4 8 176 8 6

LAUZON ............. R. A. Fortier................... 42 1 0 42 1 0

MILLE ISLES......... Joseph Lachaine ................ 206 17 9 206 17 9

WELLINGTON ....... William Ritchie ................ 819 17 6 812 .17 6

RIDEAU.......... Simon Fraser ............ 62 18 0 61 10 6

*TRENT.............. W. H. Ponton ........... ..... 2388 12 6 156 9 6

QUEEN'S .......... N. G. Reynolds............ .... 169 14 7 155 0 10

*SAUGEEN......... B. W. Smith................ 561 17 6 464 14 6

BURLINGTON ........ E. 0. Thomas.................. 184 11 2 178 18 8

WESTERN............ John Mercer ................... 244 18 6 237 7 0

* In these accounts various items have been deducted for further explanations, and which are not
yet received.

1857
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20 Victoriæ. Appendix (No. 36.)

RE TURN
To an ADDRESS frOm file LEGISLA'TIVE A SSEMBLY of the 4th Ultimo;

for certain Financial Statements relative to commutation of
Seigniorial Tenure.

By Coinmand,
E. PARENT,

Assistant Secretary.
Secretary's Office,

Toronto, 20th April, 1857.

(No. 52)
RECEIVER GENERAL'S OFFICE,

Toronto, 15th April, 1857.
SIR,-l have the honor to transmit herewith such information and documents

relative to Seigniorial matters as can be furnished by this department, the whole
in conformity to an Address of the Legislative Assembly of 4th ultiio, also here-
with,

1st. A Statement of cash receipts from the various sources of revenue appli-
cable to the relief of Censitaires under 17 and 18 Vic., cap. 3. The amount of
Quint is left in blank, not having as yet been ascertained.

2nd. An account current shewing the amount at credit of the account under
the Act, and the amounts paid out of same to Seigniorial Commissioners ; said
account leaving a balance of £317,474 Os. 9d., currency, at credit as above.

3rd. A Statement or List of payments to Seigniors by the Seigniorial Com-
missioners at Montreal, from 25th July 1856 to 3Ist January 1857.

4th. A similar Statement for payments made to Seigniors by the Commis-
sioners at Quebec, from 14th August 1856 to 31st January 1857.

Concerning the 2nd paragraph of the Address relative to expenses, salaries,
and disbursements of the Commission, I beg to state that the documents in con-
nexion with the same are in the Inspector General's Department, Audit Branch.

I would further state that the Seigniorial Commissioners not having as yet
filed any of the Schedules of the Seigniories, I cannot give the information
required by the 4th and 5th paragraphs of the Address.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

C. E. ANDERSON,
D. R. G.

Honorable T. Lee Terrill,
Provincial Secretary,

Toronto.

A. 1857.
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20 Victorioe. A. 185.Appendix (No. 36.)

No. 3.
STATEMENT ofpayments made to Seigniors by the Seigniorial Comnnissioners at

Montreal, for interest due them on the " Lods et Ventes " accrued in their
respective Seigniories. under autihority of 12th section of the Seigniorial
Amendment Act of 1856, 19 Vict., cap. 53 ; also shewing the names of the
Seigniories and dates of payments.

Date.

1856.
25th July
26th do

do do
do do
do do

28th do
do do

29th do
do do
do do
do do
do do

30th do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do

31st do
do do
(10 do
do do
do do
Ist August
do do
do do
do do
do do

2nd do
do (o
do do
do do

4th do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do

5th do
do do
do do
do do
do do

6th do
7th do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do

Amount.Seignior. Seigniory.

E. S. De Rottermund ........... part o Rougmont...........
... S. C. Monk...... ............ Deorme....................

Mrs. E. M. Vienne............... of Fief Martel............
.... Chs. Vienne ................... Part of Fief Martcl...........
. enl. Hosp. (Montreal G'ey Nuns.).OhiLtetuay................
.... Mrs. Widow L. M. Viger ........ L'Assompdou, Fief Bayeul..

Do ........ Ucpentigny............
Mrs. Roe................... t f e Lery...
L. A. Dessaules...... ......... iesaules Propre.............

.... Chs. E. Belle ................. Godfoy....................
Do ................... Roqueaillde............

.... H. O. Andrews ............... Fief Jcîdson...........
Hon. E. Ellice................l3eauharuois................

.... Mrs. Laframnboise ............ .. Rsali.....................
... Samuel Gerrard ................ Lanaudjêrc, Fief Maninue.
.... Mrs. A. Lanothe..............Part ofd.4 Ramsay............

Do ................ art of Daillebou.............
... Ezekiel M. Hart .............. Fief Boucher................

.. rs. M. J. Hart ............... Courval................
.... Mrs. O Cheavert ............... Part of [îief Niverville........
.... P. L. Panet .................. Part of de Rasay............
.... Do .................. Part of Daillbout............

... Hon. L. J. Papineau...... .... Petite Nation................
Mrs. Selby ................... La Salle...................
Mrs. de Montenach ............. Beloed.....................

. The Misses Robertson ...............
Duvid Kinnear................ t f De ertel, Marsolette.
Hon. J. Rt. Rolîand.............Morîir....................
A. E. Kierzkowski ..............
Gaspard de Lanaudière .......... a o a
.eirs Alhard ................. Foucat...................
Mrs. de St. Ours ...... S. O ....................

. T. E. Camphell...............Rouville....................
Charles de Boucherville ....... Part f V..cre...............
R. C. Weilbrenner . ....... .Ar.Fiefof Boueherville........

Do................ Part of Rouchervilte.............
Hon. John Pangman........... Lac re .....................
FrP. Bouclier .......... Mf e ............

Do............... l'art of Maskinorte .............
Part of Verchres ............

TliL As om ti n FBe Deayeul......... ...1

Do..g ....... .... Part of Boeerville. ......
Theodore Hart ................. Part of Béaeour.............
Hon. D. B. Viger............. .eBizard ...............
Donald Ros. .St. curges.................
Louis Laote ................ part o Boucherville ............
Jospi CharionF...............ePart f Fief Tremblay.........
C. A. Vuthbet, et ai...........Berhier....................
Hon. G. R. S. DeBeaujeu ... ..... Soulanges ..................

Do-...P.ovle Loguuil..............
IJamiesTuPrtal, Dillebou.............. ........
Mis. Christie.................leury.....................

. Mrs. Bailey............. ou.......................
SMrs. Cleather ............. .S àare o i...................

Do kinone .............

,El, 1 hLa 
Sallee.......................I

M M elmil.........................

£
19

349
21
ô

567
904
75

216
712

60
43
il

1257
342

37
10
9
4

56
69
23
21

191
686
327
433

17
158

233
171
128
555
204
105
13
69

7105
72
18
37
46
43

114
286
47

3
434
191

"528
214
380
406
482
97

203
39

s. d.
12 6

10 7
4 8

10 8
10 8
19 6
19 4
15 3
19 8

7-4
6 8
87

17>11
13 1
12 5

9 7
'72
5 1

il 8
10 0
12 8
4 2

11 4
12 1
18 8
10 3
13 2
14 7

7 2
1 2
7 6

15 0
15 8
0 6
4 3

13 3
20

11 il
0 10

10 9
12 il
0 10

18 11
19 0
4 6
2 6

16 5
14 2
13 i
10 6
17 3
4 11
2 6

13 il
18 il
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No. 3.-(Continued.)

7th
do

8th
do
do
do
do
do

12th
do
do
do

13th
do
do

14th
do
do

15th
do
do

36th
do

do
do
do
do
do
do

18th
do

20th
21st
22nd
25th

do
do
do

26th
27th
29Lh

do
do

2nd
do
do
do
do
do

4th
do
do

5th
do

10th
lith
15th
19th

do
do

20th
26th
27th

A. 1857.

Amount.Date. Seignior. Seigniory.

1856.
Au ust Mrs. Berczy..................Part of Daillebout.............

db .. Mrs. Joliette......... ......... Part of' Laval trie. .ý. ............
do .... Norbert Hlénault ............... Chicot, Isle du'Pads. ý..........
do .... Aimé Massue..........St. Michbel, La Trinité ..........
do .. Do..................... Part of Fief Martel .............
do . . Do.....................Guillaudiére, Part of Varennes' . ..
do . J. S. C. Wurtele............... D*guir.......................
do ... Do............... .. . Bourgmarie. Hlast.... .......
do .... Mrs. Abbott ................... Part of de Ramsay ..........
do .... Heirs 1). B. Papineau ........... Fief of PlaisanCe ........
do .... .0. F. Bruneau.......... .. .. ... Montarville. .................
do .... Samuel B. Hart..... ........ Part'of Bécancour .............
do..Geo. H. Monk..................I3lainville...............
do .. Mrs. Masson.................. Trrebonne'..........
do ... .iCharles Dorion. ......... ...... Isies Bouchard........
do .. Mrs. Loi-del ............. Part of Lav.'dtrie ..............
do .. Mrs. Bender .......... Cbxnbly, West ................
do .. P. E. Mlaihiot ................ :Part of Boucherville......... ..
do Mrs. Ohiaput......... ....... Part of, Lavaltrie. 1........... .. !
do .... Mrs. Bingham.........Rig,"aud .....................
do .. Félix Lussier................ Varennes...... ..............
do Aimé Massue......... ......... Bonsecours ...................
do Do............St. Uharles....................
do ... Do...................Bourgmarie, West. .-. ..........
do .... Do....... Bourchemin, 'West.,......
do ... John Fraser................Contreeur.........
do .. Do. .................... Cournoyer ...................
do ... B. A. C. Guýgy........ .. Graindp,.ê, Dumoniter, Grosbois, W.'
do . Do...........Part of Grosbois, East ........
do ... JJ. J. Grant ........... ......... Longueul Baronly. . .

do .. T. A. Young, et ai ............. St. P 'ierre les'Becquets.. ......
do .~ . Jos. D'A oust................. Part of Isle Perrot .............
do. .. . .F. X. Biron................... ý1ierreville....................
du . .. . Norbert Ducheny............ Part of Maskinongé.............
do .... L. R. C. and (J. A. C. De Léry..::Geutilly..... ................

(0Do do, P...lart of Verchères .............
doDo do St. Bmain .... 1........ ........

do ... Do do Payt of Boucherville,............
dIo . Ursuline Nuns, Threeier. ièe du Loup, ....... ......
do ... Eccis. Scxiiuîu'ily, Quebec ........ Isle jésus....................
dlo ..... iMis. M. A. C. Mair.....Part of Nicolet................
dIo .... O. A. M. Globen8ky ............. Part or Mille lales. ............
do . . .. Do.................part of Mille Isles... . ....

September.. .T. B. de Grosbois ............... Paît (,f Boueherville ............
do .... J. B. Petit Laluiére ......... Part of Boucherville...........
do .. Do ý...... ...... Part of Tremiblay..............
do .... J. B. De la Br'oq:-erie ............ Plart of Bouehierville ............
do -.. Do........... .... Part of Tremiblay .......... ....
do 1 .. Do ......... Part of Varennes,. .............
do . ... Mrs. E. D. Laviolette............ Part of Mille Isles .............
do . ... Mrs. E. D. I.aviolette............PLart of Mille Isles ............
do' B.. on. Rosa Cuthibert............. Lanornaie...................
do .. Mesrs. Filmer, Muoro &Ç Woodruff . Chiamplain ...................
do ... Hon. L. T. Drummnoud .......... Rougemont.........
do .... ýJ. M. îMlathieu ........ .......... Fief St. Claire......... .......do .... R. !A. H. Johinston.......... Fief Robert...:..............
do A. Aut. St. Louis ............... Part of Greebois ............
do .. John Ytile.................... Part of Chiambly, East ........
do .. Hers Win. Yule ........ ... _. .. Part of Chambly, East ... ýý.......
do ... j Do............ ,......Part'of Chambly, West ..........
do . ... IJames Armstrong....... ... .. Fief Hope ........... .......
do ... fo.James Leslie ........... Bourchemin and de Ramsay,..
do . . 1 .L. de Bellefeýuille .......... Part of Rivière duChn .

£
25

108
65
92
48
14

245
55
26
4

148
25

820
382

21
71

120
26
62

404
89

211
169
116
94

303
182
369

74
1137

120
50
1>7
53

214
34
21
17

255
1319

15
174
178
37
14
15
27
34
3

1>78
174
482

67
263

2
69
37

143
210
38
25
99
8>7

0
6
9
8
5
0
4

10
1

2

o
4
2
6
'l
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No. 3.-(Continued.)

Date. Seignior. Seigniory.

1856.
27th September.. J. L. de Bellefeuille ............ Part of Mille Isles ............

do do .. Do ............ Part of Cournoyer, Dist. of T. Riveras
29th do .. Mrs. Widow Cressé ............. Part of Nicolet ...............

do do . Do ............ Part of Baie du Febvre ..........
do do .. A. B. Hart..................Vieuxpont..................
do do Do .......... ............ Marerite..............

13th October .J. B. Durand dit Chartier ........ Part of Fiefs Hertel aud Marsolet te.
15th do .. G. O. Hale. et al .............. Ste. Anne de la Pérade........

do do .. Ls. R. Laflèche, et al ........... Fief Ste. Marie..............
ddo o .. J. Charest...... ......... ,....Fief Dorvilliers..............

16th do .. Hon. R. U. Hanvood ............ Vaudreuil.........
21st do .. C. Malliot, et al .............. Poite du Lac.
5th Jany. 1857.. J. S. C. Wurtele ................ Deguir ad Bourgmarie ast.

do do .. Heirs Wurtele, et al ....... ... St. François du Lac & Lanaudiire..
do do .. Hon. L. T. Drummond .......... Part of Rougemont...........

9th do .. Ursuline Nuns................Rivière du Loup..........
do do J. B. Durand dit Chartier.......Part of Hertel and Marsolette.
do do Mra. Laframboise..............Rosalie....................
do do .Fr. Boucher.................Cainfel.....................
do do .. ................. Part of Maskinongé...........
do do .. o. J. R. Rolland............Monnoir...................

10th do .. Mrs. Selby..................La Salle....................
do do .. Hon. J. Paugman..............Lachenaie..................
do do .Mr. Robertson...............Part of DeLery..............
do do .. lon, I. J. Papineau...........Petite Nation................

12th do .. Vrq, de Moutenach.............Beloil.....................
do (Io. R. H. r Jolinton ............. l'art of Robert...............
do do . . T. R. B. V. de Bouherville. Part of Bouherville ..........
do do M Do Part of VerLha.es............. 
do do .. T. B. de Grobois...............Part of Bouchervilie..........
do do .J. B. Petit Lalu.ière...........Part of Tremblny.............
do do .H Dola.............Prt of Boueherville
(Io Go .Jos. B. de la Broqerie...........Part of Tremblay.............
do do amDo .............. Part of Bouherville...........
do do R rDo ................ Tes de Varennes............
do do Louis Lacoste................Pat of Boucerville........
do do .. is. Charron...............Part of Trenblay.............
do do .jMlary E. R oe .................. Patrt of De Lery...............
do (I .S. C. Monk ................. D..

d oD 
lo m d o.... .

Sth do .H. O. Andrews.......... ...... Fief Jenison ...................
do do SA. E. Kierzkowskti ............. St. François le Neuf...........
do do .Mrs. dle Rot termund............ Part of ougemont ...........

01- ctober 1856. Heirs C. C. Johson ............ Argenteuile.................
7th Nov, do .Miss Leprouat..F......... ..... rl'a v of er............
2t do Heirs Laflame ............... Part of Tle Perrot.............

do do .. Jos. D'Aoust...........Fief Brussy et Laframboise........ Contrecdur .................

14LI,~Deui andy Bourmar. East ... ..e . .

do do . Do .S................. Cournoyer ..................
th do Hon. P. Mondelet ............ Pondelet .......ou n............

2st do .Mrs. A Lanothe. ......... .. Part (if D'Aillebout.............
do do Do...................Part of de Ransayr.............
do do P. L. Panet............ r of 'Aillebout.............
do do .. Doa ................... Part of de Ramsay............
do do .Ion. L. A. DeasaulesP...........Dessaulesk..................
do do Heirs deTonnanourt...........La Vnière .................
do (10 Senary of Quebec ......... TaIe Jésus..................
do do Hon. P. B. Viger...............Isae Bizard.................
do do Grey Nunnery................Cateauguay ................
do do . Do.............P........eF. Radison................
do do .Mrs. Globensky................Mille .ies,Aug..............
do do . Do.....................Mille Ises, er Co.............
do do Mr. C. E. Belle .............. Part of Godfroy..............
do do .. Do ........... of Roquetaillade........

À. 185~T,

Amount.

£
61
45
32

132
28
4
11
68
49
10

364
16

138
191
121
117

5
158
33
8

349
324
325
199
88

150
32
21
17
17

6
15
12
1

22
1

99
161

5
107
36

310
7

60
27

139
60

356
4
4
9

10
328
231
607
52

261
3

82
80
25
12

8
6

10
9

10
0

10
9
8
2
1
7
7
6.
3
5
8
7
3
8
5
7

o

1
5

9

0
10
2
4
4:

11
8
9
4
5
4
3
7
5
9
9
5
6
.0
4

5
11
6
4
9
2
0
2
6
1

10
0
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No 8.-(Continued.)

Date.

1857.
2lst January

do do
do do
do do
do do
do do

22nd do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do

26th do
do do
do do
do do

27th do
do do .

28th do ..
do do ..
do do
do do

29th do
do do
do do
do do.
do do
do do
do do

Soth do
81st do
9th do

S1st do
do do

Seignior. Seigniory. Amount.

s.
John Yule ................... Part of Chambly, East ............ 65 19 9
Beirs Wm. Yule................ Part of Chambly, East............ 17 15 6

Do .... ... , , ..... Part of Chambly, West .......... 97 2 0
T. E. Campbell ................. Rouville ...................... 93 18 0
Mrs. de St. Ours ................ St. Ours....................... 255 18 il
Mrs. Bender .................. Part of Chambly, West........ ... 55 10 4
Jos. D'Aoust ................... Part of Isle Perrot............... 23 6- 8

Do .................... Part of Fiefs Brussy & Laframboise 12 16 6
Heirs Young, et al ............. Levrard......................... 55 il 8
James Armstrong............... Fief Hope...................... 11 18 9
P. E. Malhiot............. .... Part of Boucherville............. 12 7 2
Geo. H. Monk ................ Blainville .............. 160 12 9
E. M. Hart..................... Fief Boucher ................... 2 0 2
E. O. Cuthbert ............... Half Berthier *................. 100 0 8
E. C. Cuthbert........... ....... Dusablé........................ 44 15 3

Do ................... Part of Maskinongé.............. 93 17 6
Hon. Ross Cuthbert ............. Lanoraie ....................... 222 5 5
C. A. Cuthbert.................. Half Berthier................... 100 0 8
Mrs. Chenevert ................. Part of Niverville ............... 32 1 3
Mrs. A. M. Christie ............ Blury......................... 175 7 4
Mrs. N. C. Burton............. Noyon........................ 187 10 1
Mrs. C. A. Cleather ............ Sabrevois ...................... 222 4 Il
Baron Grant ................... Longueuil..................... 524 1 5
Mrs. Desilets ................. Part Godfroy ................... 25 10
Mrs. Desilets..... .... Part Roquetaillade ............... 12 12 O
Mrs. Vienne.................... Part Fief Martel .............. 9 18 5
Charles Vienne . ....... ....... Par Fief Martel.............. ... 2 17 5
lon. R. U. Harwood ............ Vaut reuil................... 167 16 10

R. C. Weilbrenner....... .... Arrière Fief Boucherville ........ 6 0 1
Do ............... Part of Boucherville .:........... 81 17 Il

Hon. James Leslie .............. Bourchemin and de Ramsay ...... 45 17 4
H. and G. F. Descbambault ... St. Denis ....................... 260 19 6
Messrs Filnur, Munro, et al ...... Champlain ..................... 80 18 4
Theodore Hart................Part of Bécancourt............... 20 2 8
S. B. Hart ................... Part of Becancourt .............. Il 17 0

£ 32731 6 8

A true copy of the original lists deposited in this Office.

C. E. ANDERSON,
D. R. G.

Receiver General's Department,
Toronto, 15th April, 1857.

A. 1857.
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No. 4.

STATEMENT Of payments made to Seigniors by the Seigniorial CommiSSioner
Quebec for interest due on "Lods et Ventes'" accrued in their respectivX
Seigniories under authority of the 12th section of the Seigniorial Anendmnen
of 1856, 19 Vie., ch. 53 names of the Seigniories and dates of payments.

Seignior. Seigniory.

14th

do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do

15th
16th
do
do
do

18th
do
do

19th
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do

20th
21st,
22nd
do
do
do
do
do

28rd
do

25th
26th
do
do

27th
do
do
do
do
do
do

Date.

1856.
August

do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do
do

Léger Launière, Narcisse de Lori. 
mier, V. Valère Ducharme ..... t

Narcisse C. Faucher ............. Vincennes......... .........
Ant. J. Duchesnay............. Gaudarvile..........

Do ............... Fossambault...............
Seminary of Quebee ............. Ise aux Coudres..............

Do ............. Côt de Beaupré.............
Do ............. Saut au Matelot.............
Do .... ........... Coulonge...................

C. M. Tarien de Lanaudière, et al . St. Valier...................
Charles Robertson.............Villeay, (Lauzon).............
Phi. A. de Gaspé, et al..........St. Jean Port Joly.........

Do ......... Réae on Ise à la Peau
L'oeuvre et Fabrique de Québec... Cap aux Diamants.........
Notre Dame de Quêbee .......... Notre Dame de Québec.......
Thos. Gamelin Launière.........St. Michel, Augmentation.
Heirs Chenet ................. Vincelotte...................

Do ................. Gagne M. Gamache........
Ladies of General Hospital ... Berthier, (Bellechasse).....

Do ....... D'Orsainville
Do ..... Récollets...... .

'Ladies of Hotel Dieu ........... St. Ignace..................
Poor of the Hotel Dieu..........De Maure...................
O. E. Casgrain................Iset St. Jean................

Do .................. IsletBonsecours..............
Rémi N. Couillard.............Iset St. Jean................
Heirs Ant. Parent.............St. Françuis.................

Do ............... Ste. Ursule.............
Léon Noel, et al .............. Marauda .. .......

Do ................ Ionsecours.................
Do ................ Tilly ......................
Do ............. Le Gardeur Belles Plaines.

Victor Gariépy ............... Lachevrotière................
Ursulines, Quebec.............Ursulines, Quebe.............

Do ............. Franc Allen,(Lauzon). .....
Do ............. .

George G. Launière ............ Liv.andir.................
T. Pierre Casgrain.............La Boutellerie.............
Eucher Couillard................Rivière du Sud

Do ............... Fournier............
Do .............. Islet Bonsecours........

Charles Bertrand..............Ise Verte.............
W. D. Campbell .............. i........................
Peter Langlois..,..............Bourg Louis..............
Ursuline Ladies, Quebec........Ste. Aune (Lauzon).......
Alexander Poulin ............. Ise d'Orléans................
L. P. H. Turgeon..............Beaumont...................
Pauvres, Hotel Dieu ........ ... De Maure, (Suppt.) ............
J. B. Rioux .................. Trois Fistules...
Frs. Têtu ...................... Rivière du Sud. .
J. B. and L. C. Dupuis ............ Do. ............
Aug. Bernier ................. La Frenae.........
Wm. Pozer..................Aubert Galion.......

Do ................... St, Etienue.................
J. T. Taschereau ............... Joliette................... .1

Do ........ Joseph.................
.. o..... st. Michel, Augmentation.

|

Amount

132 1 7

33 13 10
104 Il 10
51 - 1 10
35 19 9

652 il 8
730 11 5
393 13 0
195 19 2z

15 6 10
244 3 9e
'77 7 Oý

220 18 4
894 16 5
111 19 9
82 9 4
9 14 10

134 6 10
18 16 10

148 15 10
193 5 1
89 10 8
49 12
95 0 3
4 14 9

23 2 6
il 2 8
25 7 0
'79 4
68 2 3
83 7 7
53 16 T
235 3 6

12 1 6
206 19 4
216 5 5
216 8 4

68 0 3
29 3 9

136 5 7
74 13 5
45 15 3
16 18 5
50 3

186 0 9
56 3 7
50 il 10
19 0 7
18 2 10
12 15 il
19 1 8

116 9 8
220 3 9

19 5_1
15 2 6
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No. 4i-(Continued.)

Date. Seignior. Seigniory. Amount.

185 .
28th dAugust

do do
2oth do

do do
80th do

do do
'do do
do do

ist Septembe
do do
do do
10 do

do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
*do do
do do
do do

2aid do
do do
do do
do do
,do do

3rd do,
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do
do do,
do do
do *do

4th do
5th do
6th do.

do do
9th do

do do
do do-
do do

lOth do"
12ih do
16h do*
18th do

do do
20th do

do do
23rd do,
25th do

do do
'do do'
do do
do do
'âo. do
'do 'do
lst Oetober

Dame V. R. St. Ours...........St. Jean Deschailons..... ......
L. I. ad L . C. De Lery... 3eauvais .....................

. O. E. Casgrairn, et al ............. let . onrsecour..............
Andrew Stuait ....... ........... oanchamp;
.Jos anti Ls. Nicol ....... ....... Rivière du Sud ............

. r h .. . . . ic.. eo na ................. .... 4
* . itira .....R.................

D o ....... .... ie ......................
André Lemelin....... ...... Argentenay ....................
Dane G. B. Hall................ leanport....................
Olivier Perrault............... St. Joseph ..................

. .Do ................ Ste Marie, N. E.................

. .Do .. .............. ste. Marie, S, 0..............
Alex. T.idsav, et a ............ St. Joseph, N. E .............
'. eir's Drapeau................ Pach t.. ........... ..........

Do .................... Ste. Claire...... ............
Do . ................. Lessard or TLinollaie...........
Do ................. ep nTverge..........
Do .................. N i o is Riout . .

.. DO D ............... DRimouski:and St Anerneabé ...
. Do.... ................. Isle r la Ps...... ........ .... 1.. eDo ............... Go tffre A.... ...............

C rs Dionue ................ <.rSt. e, (rs M . annera.P.) 1
.. iDo ............ ..... PS t cf l a yocat ière ...... .....
Amnble Dionne .... ............ Pr cliris

. Charles Moric..................ratd Pré or M. Paisir.........
.Louis n........... ........ Part of JEpina, Riièredu Sud..
.M. . R Eiv in..; ............. b......... P ar f S e Ma rie, S. ..

Jeain Lepg(o.................... Part of Rinol iski..............
DL . . Part of -Riño.'ki. N . .
. erL o dière, i Part of St. Jasoph, N. 0........

.Heirs .P. TE T a sch e r e au . . . . . . . . . . 'pa r t o f S t e. M a r ie , S . O . . . . . . . .
Do- '.... Part of Joliitte ...............

. D. ..... ... .lPart of De; Maie, N...........
.. , D •a't Dto. . .. ......... Par S...ph, N. E.......... ..
Heirs L. Taschereau .......... Pat of Ste.Ma Sr,. 0.......... ..

o D . o..........Part cf Ste. Pistoles..........
L. N. Biateau...... ........... 'EpioaD........... ..
Jtresr Motz .................. Dm.n .................
.Jaegties Fournier...... . Part of Pivière duSud..........

. OI El oi k .nu ....... ........... Par fTr is Pistole .. ......... .

.Johin N;iin :. . . . . . . . .. M ra Bay . . . . . . . . .

.Godff-oy Blin.. . . l . . . .U pray .......... 2......... ..
. D . ... . ... .. .. Rivièr-e dlu Sud ....... ........ .

.leirs Darne J. L. Taschereau . Ste. Marie, (lýinière).... .......
Do .. Ste. Marie, (Tasebreau. ..

A Angèle Caron:......... ....... Prt of VlIslet ,t Jen.. .
M. P. (le Sales La Tterrière........ Rbculemenis ....... ...........
F Gourdea. et al .... ......... Beacii. .
J.. on tatwt et a ...... ;.......ourg Louis, S O...
.John G. Setcn...........r... Partf li Verte
Adélririt 0trgnon. .. Part of Islet St J .

..Do ............... Part of Islet BI3oiseeours
.. B Morin................... U'Epinav.... . .....
J. N. Marin .................. [let Bosecurs. .....

.J. -. Blanchret, et al'......... St. Deis.. ... .......
.A Ferg orr, et ai.. ..... ...... Metis. ...................

iJ. E. C, urillard Després,' et' aU .... Part of Islet St. 'Jean......
.Dugrtd Fraser............,.Matane.... .......... . ..
A. E. Côté............ ....... Part of St. Berabé. .......
P. GOgré dit BelleavPanee........Prt of Rimouski..............I
Mtlindt'ia Mr.pher'son, et AO.....Isle aux Grues ..........

cJGeorge esbaatet .. .. ..

... Jean M. BéIauger dWS. Jean. Partof Iset Bonsecours...

B27

A. I8~7.

84
15
16
88
10
87
0

3.3
41
25
67
27
13
21
S2
39
96
05
20
48
53
05
si
81S

56
4'
8
3
1

80
52
77
72
20
33
16
92
2

12
26
123

7
29
62

6
103
76
12
25

6
1
3
4

23
103
19
32

0

2

s. d.
6 11.

1 10
16 2
14 5,
10 11~
1 9
6 2.
3 0

10 8+
14 1
17 22
5 2*

14 0~
14

29

19 «t,

18' 6*

15 1I0k
5 11

14 10
1 10
2 1l

14 0
5 10"
4 4*

14 .8
il 6
13. 5
10 S8

'1 i

19118
19 :8
19 -4

19.4

14 ;0

4 '8

0 2
2 6

14 9
13 1-

17, -2

4. "Ys

5 10'
2 c9

15 '8
4 .4
3 11

19 W
3iOL

10 95

0 16

14 d
17 r2
15,8

5':
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No. 4.- ( Continued.)

Date. Seignior. Seigniory. Arount.

1856.£ s
7th October Charles Larue, et ai............Neuville......................212 O 4-
do do . eter Iirnctt.................Grondinî's.....................1f0 9 6

15th do Heirs and Rejr. Patton Vn. Part of Rivière du Sud............125 8 I0
do do Do.........art of L'Epinay...3 il 0*

28rd do JO,. M. Couiliard..............Part of lst St. Jea. . . .5 12 O
27th do Edouard Pouliot...............Part of Rimouski................1 2 0

3iet do . .Fis. Pelletier, et al ......... Part cf Trois istoles ..............2 10
do do Louis ertrand................ rt ofTi istoles........ 12 &

do do0 .:J.. Bte. Côté . .............. Part of Isle Verte ............... 2 15 i
th November .. Paul Rioux, et a............. lart of Trois Pistoles............20 5

oth d .. A,. Bcliet, et ai ............... Part of Lachevrotière ............. 20;13 2
do do i. Léandre Bouclier .............. Part of Trois Pistoles .............. 13 9

do do.. D:aei Ve. J. B. l3élanger, et al .. . Isiet liatîsecour's................. 6 7 e
3ltb do .. Heirs J. B. Riux, et al ......... l Part of Trois Pistoles ............ 7 0 8

do do .. Pisrre riaux................. Part of Trois Pistoles ............. 12 16 6
4o do .. ;.irs J. T. Campbell............. Islet du Poirte ................. 105 16 5

19th do . . Josepl Caron ................. Part of Trois t. Jean.............O 9 1
2th Decernber.. Darne J. de Lotbinière Jolr...Lothiuière...................... 116 15 il

1th January. I857. J. Toes. Tashereau ............. Part of Joletè...................101 9 61
do do .. La Doucher..............Prt of ST Joseph, N. E ............ 8 1l loi
do do .. o........ .. Part (f St. Miehiel, Augamentation. . 6 19 6
do do .. Sminaire de Qu6beer. . e ..... Isle axCoolus.................16 il 8

do do .. H .. ....... ,....... La Côte (le Beaupré .............. )00 15 O
do do .. ou....................Sault au Matelot ................ 336 13

do do .. Do..Couloges.....................181 8 4
do do .. ei 's Dane J. L. Tascherea le, ............ 2 I7 7

do do .. Se a ,(iià

do do ................ 28 13
do do J. Bte. Rioux................Paît cf 'liis Pistoles.............23 6 4
do (10 Dare de Lothinière Joly........Laiiôre......................s 9 
do do M. P. de Sales Laterrièe........Eboulenens.....................35 Il 9+
UI . Nazaire Tétu ................. Part cf Trois Pistoles........ 1 5 O
do do .. 'Do...................Part of Trois Pistoles........ 2 14 3
do (10 .. Sir C. J1. Stuart, et al...........Descmblault...........3 5 i
do do .. Do............Desclaabault...................72 3 1
do (o .. is de Lamaudière...........St. Valuer.....................90 6 2
do do P. A. de Gaspé................St. Jean Paît Joly...............11 10 8+
do do .. Do ................. Rèaune Isle à la Peau.............5 12 111

92th do Dares Drapeau...............Part of Hirnosi................55 13 4-
do do .. Do ................. Part cf Isle d'Orléans............ 63 6 10+
do do .. Do ................. Nicolas Iioux............ 48 13 2+
do do .. Do. ................. Lepage aud Thivierge..........o 15 1*.
do do .. Do ................. Pachot........................10 O 4+
do do Do Ste Claire........................ 19 8

do do .. Do. ................. Gouffre........................2415 4-1
do do .. Do.. ................. Lssard ou Lamalaie..............8 O 81
do do .. Peter Lago......Bour St. Louis, N. E.............21 1 101

oth do G. G. Lauière, et a........ .ivadière.....................99 13 bî
do do Nus Genera. .ospital..... .. Ueollets.......................68 l 6*
do do .. Do............DOisaiuville....................8 13 8
do do Do...............Beîtuier de Belleehasse. ...... 61 18 3
(10 do .. otel Dieu, Quebea............. Ignace......................89 1 24
do do Victor Gariépy............ Put of Sud Lachevrotière........94 15 Il
do do .. ileirs Nel et ai...............1il .......................... s 1I
do do .. Do ................ aanda.......................il 13 a

do do .. Do ................ Bonscenîrs................... 36 10 2
do do Do.. ............... Le Gardeur Belles P..ines....... 38 8 6

d4tb do .. Ursulines of Quebe............Fief Ursulines, City cf Quebec .... 108 7 6
do do .. Do ............. Franc Alleu (Lauzon) .... 5 Il 31

do do .. Do ....... St. croix..................
Sdo ............. Ane, (Lauzon)........... 1

do do l Naisse C. Faucher ............. Vic4nes...................... l1 I
do do l Pooir, otel Dieu. ............. De Mare....................... 67 8 i

*do do . Ducher Couillard .............. Part f Rivière du Sud.......... 6 il
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No. 4.-(Continued.)

Date. Seignior. Seigniory. Arount.

1857.£ s
14th January ... Eucher Couillard.ier......... 13 9 ok

do do D .............. Pat o Isiet Bonscours......... 0 4
19tlh do .. Artur Ross..................St. Gies (e ................... 1 il 5 1.
do do .. 0B. CaSgrain......... Part Of LISIet BOnSorours......... 43 15 9
do do .. Do ................. Part of L'[slet St. Jvan........ 22 17 8.
do do .. eirs P. E. Taschereau..........Part of joliet...................35 18 0
do do Do .. Partof Ste. Marie, N. E..........88 12 8

do do .. 'to Sedo do .. arlu, S. O...........24 4
do do .. Do ............. PRt of St. Juseph, N. O...........9 13 2
do o . Do of Ste. Mari, N. E..........i 4 01

do do Do...............P.t of Ste. Marie, S. O...........12 16 9.
do du Do.Part o St. Jseph, N. E..........il 15 2
do do Do..............Part f Ste. Marie, S. O...........15 13 1
do do .... Part of Ste. Marie, N. E............7 3 11j

cie do .0 Heirs LaRorgendière. et al ....... Part cf SZt. J0seplh, S. O ........... 37 8 6j
do do .. eirs Darne M. L. Lindsay.......ait cf Sr. Josvph, N. E............6 2 2t

201h do .. Heir- J. S. Campbell...........L'Jslet du Portage................48 15 4*
do do .. Wr. D. Capbel.........................................e4 S 3

22nd do .. leirs Taché..................Canoara ................... 224 1 91
do do .. Do ................... Granville...................... 0 5*

do do J. A. Panet and A. .. Panet. Bourg Lous, S. O...............il 1 )
do do .. Elize Dionne.................St. Deuis,'Part cf Ste. Aune.......48 8 8

do do .. Do ............... Ste. Aune la 1'catiý-uýe...........129 il 0
do do. Heirs .. enest................Vincelotte............. . 8 0 1i

23rd do .. Do ................... lamache ou Gagné................4 9 9î
Io do .. g. l3cruier.................LaTFenaye.....................5 17 Ili

26th d o W. and E. Fraser..............Rivière du Loup.................0 4 3
cI do . Do. ............... Terreboîs ou . ....... 184 19 0,
cIo do .. Do ............... le Pare . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 245 15 3

do de .. Do .............. iRivière clu Loup....... 32 7 2.
do do .. Do ............... erreboisou Verbois..... U 4. 9

ci1d0. Do.. ................. iLe Parc...................~ l 8 21do do .. 22 1
27th (le ................. St. Roch (les Aninais ............ 4

do .do .. eirs Wr. Patton.............[F'Epiuav.....................i 1 12 9
do do. .. ............... Rivière du. Sud..5> 16 2+

28th cie .U.ger Launière. et -i...........St. Miehel......................60 17 5
29tih <1 . Ako1 tp, et a.........Jacques Cartier.................1 12 O

dio doD .. 1 ..... D'Auteui.......................28 3 i
do do .. Do ............. Jacques cartier..................8 2 3
do d .. Do ............. D'Autenil.............1 13 5

cie <le . .ICharleq Lavue. et ai............. Neuvili. ............. *..........87 14 2+
80th do .. s. Geo. B. Hall..............Beauport............65 1 0

do do0 . . Rev. ls. Morice .............. 1rK............26 2 7+
8IsI do . Dierre T. Cagrain.............LaBouteillerie..................99 14 9

£16181 18 10,

A true copy of the original lists of record i this Office.

C. .. ANDERSON

D. R. G.

Receiverl Gen eral's Department,
Toronto, 15th Apî.iI, 1857.
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(No. 349.)
Aumwroný's OFFICE,

Toronto, 21st March, 1857.

SIR,-The Address of the Honorable Legislative Assembly for a return of all
expen(liture on account of the Seigniorial Teniure having been referred to me, I
have the lionior to enclose a Statemenît of all experditure on thbat account up to 31st
December, 1856. It will be perceived that the sum total of my Stateen t excceds
the almount at the debit of the Seigniorial Tenure in the Public Accounts by the
smr £i5,247 14s. 6dt., that being the amount paid to the Judges of the Seignio-
rial Court and to the Judges of Superior C<ourt.

I have the honor to be,
Your niost obedient servant,

JOIIN LANGTON,
Auditor.

The Hon. T. L. Terrill,
Provincial Secretary.

EXPENDITURE ON ACCOUNT OF THE SEIGNIORIAL TENURE.

SemmoltAL COuRa. £ s. t
Heniy D riscol. Assistanit Judge........................ 51 2 6
Fix0>. Gautülier, do ........................ .. 21 2 9
J. B. Parkinl, do........................... 21 2 O
Geo. S aturt, do .............. ,........... 52t 2 O
Jean TI Taselreau, do ......................... 521 2 9
S ui el C. M unk, do .......................... Il 1) ( 3 8
Josepi F. Pelletier, do . .......................... 490 1i3 8
Josephl A. BQrtielot, do . .......................... '490 13 8

Chief Justice Si L. Il. ]LaFontaine.....................100 0 O
C. Mondelet, Puisué Judge ............... .............. 180 LI
.Jamues Smith................................... 180 0 O
T. C. A ytwin.......................................... 184 0 0
C . D ay ............................................. 18 0> 0
Edward Short...................................... 126 0
The lte IJudge Vaufelson............................. 10 O 

GENERAL EXP.îNSES.
Geo. Fatvoye, expenses (f eia.rying ut. Seiguiorial Act.............
J. A. Beauiry, Clerk of Spechd Curt.... .............. 120 0 0
Disbursemlents ou account of Court, of A ppeals............. 77 7 2
E.-. Peîuy, Jeporter ................................. .75 1,5 0

T, J. J. Lorauger, Professiotal Services.. ................ 104 10 o
F. R. Angers, do .................... 1050 0 0
J. B. TUIr cOtte, dIo .................... 475 0
Ký Berna'd, do . ...................... 50 0 0

Comm ISSION EtuS-QU E3FO.
Sinon Lelivre, Commissioner, Salarv........ £1087

Do du Ttavelliug.... 227
_22M _ 11 10 fi

Jean Chabote Commissioner, Sliary.......... £10210 o
Do do Travelling .... 8

1248 10 O
J. 13. Turcotte, Commissioner, Salary.........£ .270 < (

D o do Tr0 - 191 81 l 1 0
-. 801 il I

£ s. ]

4105 14 6

1142 0 O

250 0 0

573 2

"210 10 

8464 11 1

£ s. d.

5247 14 6

40319 12 2

A. 185
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Expcnditure on account of the Seigniorial Tenure.-(Continued.)

CommissoNRs-QUEBEc.-(Continued.) ds. ci. £ . d. s. d.

0. Delagrave, Secretar....................... 850 13 10
P. L. Morin, Surveyor, alary............... £662 10 0

Do do Travelling.............. 67 12 6
730 2 6

Surveyor's Office Salaries................. £501 19 6
Do Travelling .................. 15 10 0

-- 517 9 6
Clerks and Messengers............ . 640 18 9
Copying Plans and Documents......................... 180 1 0
Printing and Stationery.................. .............. 228 7 5
Miscellaneous Office expenses..................... ..... 510 17 Il

S8153 10 il
Publishing Notices .................................. 234 4 2
Preparing Schedules................................. 1375 16 5

- 1610 0 7
8228 2 1

CoMMIssIoNEES-MoNTREAL.

Henry Judah, Commissioner, Salary.......... £1817 10 0
Do do Travelling....... 312 10 0

-m2180 0 0
Norbert Dumas, Commissioner, Salary...... £1432 10 0

Do do Travelling .... 147 10 0
- 1580 0 0

L. Archambault,Comnissioner, Salary........£ 800 0 0
Do do Travelling 30 0 0

30 0 0
- 4040 0 0

Adelard J. Boucher, Secretary........................... 437 10 0
T. J. V. Regnaud, Surveyor ............................. 363 15 0
Clerks and Messengers................................. 171 6 8
Copying Plans and Documents........................... 347 13 11
Printing and Stationery... ........................... 220 11 9
Office Rent. ....................................... 150 0 0
Miscellaneous Office expenses ...................... .... 575 1 8

2265 19 0
Fublishing Notices ............................... 165 13 9
Preparing Schedules ................................ 1772 14 7

1988 8 4

- 8244 7 4
Banque du Peuple, for payment of Seigniors ......................... 20000 0 0
Oity Bank, o do ............... ............ 14904 8 0

- 84904 8 0
Balance in hand, Commission Quebec................... ............ 1558 15 9

Do do Montre4l ... ............... ............ 705 12 8
2264 8 5

£62928 8 0

JOHN LANGTON,
Auditor.

Audit Office,
Toronto, March, 1857.

B2 Y
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SUPPLEMENTARY RETURN
To an Address of the Legislative Assembly, dated 4th March, ,1857,

for certain information relative to the Commutation of the Seigniorial

Tenure.

By Command.

T. LEEF TERRILL,

Secretary.

SECiETARY'S OFFICE,

Toronto, 13th June, 1857.

OFFICE OF THE SEIGNIORIAL CorMUssIoN,
QUEiBEo, 5th May, 1857.

Sir,-I have the honor to acknow'ledge the receipt of yomr letter of the lt
May, instant, together with Copy of an Address of the Legislative Assenmbly
foi ceitain itnformation relative to the Coinmiutati on of the Seigniioi al Tenure,
and a request that the Connissioners bere vill furi-nish such of the information
asked for, as it may be in their power to give, and in answer thereto, I beg to
refir the Report transinitted by me to your Department on the 4th Mlarch
last, which report and the documents acconpanyimg it, embrace ail the inforna-
tioi which the Conmissioners here have it in their power to give, iii answer to
the Address above rnentioned.

I have only to observe that the Report in question, brings the information
dowin to the 21st February, that is twenty-one days later than the period fixed by
the Address.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient humble Servant,

S. LELIEVIE,
Coimissioner.

The Honorable T. LEE TERRILL,
Secretary.

1857.
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SEIGNIORIAL CoýMUMssION,
MONTREAL, May 4, 1857.

Sir,-We have the honor to acknowledge the reci pt of your letter of the 1st
instant, enclosing a Copy of the Resolutions of the legislative Assembly of the
4th of March, 1857, and reguesting us to furnish the information therein required;
in answer, we have to state ihat all the information therein required was trans-
mitted by us to yoi on the 2ith February last, with statements of our proceed-
ings up to that date.

We have the honor to be, Sir,
Your nost obedient Servants,

IENRY JJDAH,
NORBERT DUMAS,

Coinmissioners.
To the iHonorable T. LRrm TERRLL,

Provincial Secretary, Toronto.

OFFICE OF THE SEIGNIORIAL ComuxIssION,

QUEBEO, 4th March, 1857.

Sir,-In compliance -with instructions received from tlie Honorable the Attor-
ney General for Lower Canada, I have the honor to transmit herewith :

lstly.--Staternent of monies expeinded by the Seigniorial Commission up to
the 31st day of January, 1857, slewing the amount remitted to the Coinmission-
ers at Montreal, and the expeiditur'e iI the District of Quebec, classified in order
to shew the yearly expenditure, and the arnount disbursed under the several
heads of S.eciail Court, Su rveying Department, and Conmmissi oners' Departnent.

2ndly.-List of detailed statements of Lods et Tentes furnished by Seigniors in
the Districts of Quebec and Kamouraska, to the Commissioners here, up to the
21st day of February, 1857.

3rdly.-List of Seigniors who, on the 21st day of February, 1857, had not yet
sent in detailed stateinents of Lods et Ventes.

4thly.-Statement of monies paid to Seigniors in the Districts of Quebec and
Kamouraska, up to the 21st day ot February, 1857, in liquidation of their claims
of Lods et Ventes, under the Seigiorial Act of 1854, and the amendients of
1855 and 1856.

5thly.-List of the Seigniories in the Districts of Quebec and Kamouraska,
made according to the geographical position of the said Seigniories, the point of
departure being the lowest Seigniory on the North Shore of the River St. Law-
rence, from thence going up to the line of. division between the Districts of
Quebec and Three fivers, and returning downwards froin the said line of division
to tie last Seigniory on the South Shore of the said River St. Lawrencc, before
arriving at the line of division between the Districts. of Karnouraska and
Gaspé.

6thly.-Copy of a report wluich I had the honor to make to you for the infor.
mation of His Excellency the Governor General, and dated at Quebec the 30thi
day of December, 1856.
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And in connection with these documents I have the honor now to report:-
That No. 1 is a statement of all the monies received and expended by the

Seigniorial Commission up to the 31st day of Tanuary, 1857, and which have
passed through ny hands, as Treasurer of the Commission; I believe tlat in
addition to the ainount shewn by the statement, a sum of about two hnndred
and fifty pounds, was received by the "Commissioners in Montreal, previously to
ny appointnent as Treasurer, which appointment took ilace on the 25th day of
July, 1855.

List No. 2 shews the detailed statements of Lods et Ventes furnished by
Seigniors in the Districts of Quebec and KÇamouraska, up to the 21st day of
February, 1857; with reference to this List, it is to be observed that the average
yearly revenue of Lods et Ventes may vary hereafter, inasmnch as, in making
the inquiry for completing a scledile, I have, in all cases, invariably examined
the statenents fyled by Seigniors, and in most of thein have found -it necessary to
make reductions, but addiiions nay also have to be made, as in a considerable
numiber of Seigniories, lands have been conceded within the period fixed by the
Seigniorial Act of 1854, namnely, within the ten years immediately preceding the
passing of that act, and under these circumstances, Seigniors claim the applica-
tion of the first Section of the Seigniorial Amendient Act of 1856, 19 Vie.
cap. 53.

List No. 3 shews those Seigniors who have iot sent in their detailed state-
ments of Lods et Ventes. None of these arc important Seigniories, and the
amount shewn by List No. 2, will be but slightly afiected by the statements to be
furnished. Means have been taken to obtait the statements still wanting.

Statement No. 4 sufficiently explains itself, and no other sum of money has
been paid in the Districts of Quebec and Kanouraska on account of Lods et
Ventes than those mentioned in the statement in question.

No. 5 is a complete list of Seigniories in the Districts of Quebec and Kamou-
raska. It will be seen by the List in question, that there are iii these two
Districts, one hundred and seventeen Seigniories, and supposing that each Seig-
iory were in one hand, an equal nuinber of Schedules would be required ; but

as a numiber of these Seigniories are subdivided anong a munber of co-proprio-
tors, who enjoy their share separately and apart, as noted in tho List in questión,
under the head of remarks, it will be found that no less than two hundred and
sixty-four Schedules will have to be completed l'r the districts abovementioned.
The Lists of Censitaries in the whiole of the Seigniories are completed; these
lists, shewing the naine of the Censitaire, the extent of hiis proporty, the amont
of Cens et Rentes, whethler sucb Cens et Rentes are payable i money or in kind,
Corvées, if any, and any other fixed right if such exist; the List further shewing
wlether the land be held for agricuitural purposes, or as an emplacement, or
building lot.

Out of the two hundred and sixty-four Schedules to be made, I have com-
pleted the inquiries in eighty-two Seigniories and parts of Seigniories, the oper-
ation to be performed in making these inquiries, consists in valning Emplace-
ments, or Building Lots, Cens et Rentes payable in kind, Corvées, and any other
fixed righ t, ascertaining the correctness of the detailed statement of Lods et
Ventes fyled, and lastly determining the amount to be awarded the Seignior, for

his loss of the right of Banalité.
There is no difliculty in dealing with any of those subjects except the last, but

these claims founded upon the probable loss by reason of the privation bf this
right ôf Banalité, is one which cannot be deait with, without a very long and a
very careful inquiry, and as an instance of this I would mention the Seigniory of the
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Côte de Beaupré in which there are no less than eight Parishes and five Banal
Mills, the Seigniory having a frontage of about sixty miles on the St. Larence,
froni the River Montinorency down to the River du Gouffre; and some estiMnate
of the difliculties to be contended with, will be formed, when it is stated that tlle'
claim made by the Seigniors, amouiits to thirty-nine thousand two Iindrei'laudclaiSi. isbillinos an
eighty-three pounds six shillings and'eight pence, (£39283 6s. 8d.) it vill at
once be flt, that claims of this magnitude, nust be carefully investigated.

The last of the documents above imentioned, is a report of my proceedings
during the last autumn ; since that period, I have been enployed working upon
the inaterials I collected in the inquiries mentioned in my Report, and hive
commenced the InCjuiry in the Seigniory Ctôte-de-Beaipré. I balve alsóôbivn
the required notices for the Seigniories of Mount Murray, Murray's Bay, and
le Gouffr-the first being the lowest Seigniory on the North shore, below
Quebec, and leave for that locality on the eighth of the present month.

I have in these Notices omitted for the present le8 Eboulemens and L'Ale aux
Coizdrès, the first by reason of the absence of the Honorable M. P. Desalés
LaTerrière, the proprietor, wlo is absent from home attending in bis placè in
Parliainent, and the second, by reason of its being all but inaccessible during-the
winter season.

My Colleague, Mr. Turcotte, bas given the necessary notices for making the
inquiries in the Seigniories of Beauvais, St. Jean D'Eschaillons, Lotbinière, Ste.
Croix, Bonsecours, LeGarden des Plaines, Maranda, Tilly, and Gaspé. I cannot
report what progress he as made with the inquiries in these Seigniories, as he
lias not communicated with me on the subject: as he is now in Toronto, lie will
be in a position to give you any information you may require.

I have not deposited any Schedules as yet, it being my intention to complete
the inquiries in the whole of the District of Kamonraska before depositing the
Schedules for that locality, and then commencing at Matane, for the purpose of
going through the operation prescribed by the 19 Vie. cal). 53, sec. 5. I dee'm
this course the proper one, owng to the distance of the Seigniories in the District
of Kamouraska from Quebec.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Yonr obedient humble Servant,

(Signed,) S. LELIEVRE,
Commissionèr.

To the Honorable T. LEE TERRILL,
Secretary, Toronto.
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No* '1

STATEMENT of MoNIs EXPENDED by the SEIGNIORTAL CoMMrIssIoN Up to the 31st
January, 1857; shewing the anount rernitted to the ComtissioNERs at
MONTREAL, and the KXPENDITURE in the DisTRIcT Of QUEBEC, classified
in order to shew the Yearly Expenditure, and the aiñount Disbursed,
under the several heads of SPECIAiL COURT, SUiVEYING DEPARTMENT,
and ComnissIoxEs' DEPARTMENT.

I -

1855. CR. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ d

June 8. Received per Warrant............. ........... 150 0 0
July 25. do do ........ ,.... 2000 O O
Septr. 28. do do ............. .. ,....... 2000 0 0
Octr. 24. do do ............ ..... .. ... 2000 0 0
Decr. 5. do do ............. ...... . .. 2000 0 0

- -i 8150 0 0

DR.

MONTREAL IRANCH.

Remitted H. Judah and N. Dumas, Esquires, per'
their receipts............................... .... 3000 0 0

SPECIAL COURT.

Counsels' Fes, &c........................... 1250 0 0
Searches for Documents, Writers, &c., District of

Three Rivers............ ........... 275 o 0
Writers, &c., District of Qucbec ............. 82 7 0
Printing, Stationery, &ç..................... 53 2 9

- - 160 91 9
CoMmissioNERs' DEPARTMENT.

Commissioners ............................. 1262 10 0
TI'ravelling expenses ........................ 122 10 0
Secretary of Commission................... 100 13 10
Clerks, &c., employed at preliminary work...... 220 13 9
Printing, Stationery, Binding, &c...... ........ 81 10 2
Office Furniture, Fuel, Messenger, &c........... 203 10 Il
Posting up and reading Notices for opening En-

quétes for Schedules ..................... 130 18 6
-- - 2128 7 2

SuavEyiN.G DEPARTMEÉNT.

Salary of Geometer ......................... 205 0 O
Travelling expenses ......................... 21 10 0
Salary of Draughtsman ...................... 70 10 0
L. G. Fortin and I. P. Déry, Surveyors, for Sur'

veys of Beauport, Portneuf, &c............ 81 1 0
Stationery, Instruments, Papers, &c........... 93 4 6
Office Furniture, Drawing Tables, &c........... 25 1 2
Maps, Binding, &C............. 4 16 0

-- 501 2 8½
0 - --- 7289 19 7j

Balance of Account rendered 3lst December, 1855. ... £ 860 0 4j

Carried over ............... ... £ 860 0 4j
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NO. l.--STATEMINT Of MONIEs EXPENDED by the SEIGNIORIAL COnUSSION Up to th
31st January, 1857, &c.-(Continued.)

1856 Brought over ............ ... . .

CR.
Feby. 4. Overcharged in Account, 1855...... ...... .. .... 2

do 7. Received per Warrants........... 2000 0 0
March 22. do do ............ 2000 0 0
May 21. do do ............ 2000 0 0
August 8. do do ............ 2000 0 0
Septr. 15. do do ............ 2000 0 0
Octr. 22 (o do ............. 4000 0 0

14000

DR.

MONTREAL BRANcH.
Remitted Il. Judah and N. Dumas, Esquires, per

their receipts...........................

SPECIAL COURT.

Counsels' Fees, &c..................... .....
Searches of Documents, Quebec and Three Rivers.

SURVEY1NG DEPARTMENT.

Salary of Geometer............... ......
Travelling expenses .....................
Draughtsman's Salary .......................
Assistant do ......................
L. G. Fortin, Surveyor, for Surveys.........
Maps, Plans, Drawing Paper, &c...........
Office Furniture, Drawing Tables, &c...........

ComuiiissioNERs' DEPARTMENT.

Commissioners .............................
Travelling expenses .........................
Secretary of Commission ...................
Commissioners' expenses completing Enquéte8. ..
Clerks in Office ............... £ 224 7 6
Preliminary work at Schedules.... 1524 .18 2 -

Expenses-of Printing and Stationery 69 8 10
do Postages............ 100 4 5 ,
do Telegraphs ........ . 13 10 4j

Office Furniture ................ 65 Il 0
Fuel, Messenger . ............... 160 à 1

Posting up and reading Notices for opening
EnQwêtes for Schedules ..................

Balance per Account rendered 3lst December,
1856............................ ...

Carried forward..........

1511
523

457
44

180
91
94
30

1857
222
250

82

1749

183

225

86

.. ....

10 0
19 7î-

10 01
0 0

10 0
2 6
6 0
7 6
8 10

10 0
1 11
0 0

18 1j

0 8*

8 8j

16 2

10 4

5700

2035

910

s. d.

. o

0 0S01

4657 10

10

2

£ s.
860 0 4

14002 0 O

14862 0 4

18303

1558 9

9

1857.
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No. 1.-STTEMENT Of MoiNIEs EXPENDED by the SEIGNIORIAL COMMISSION
the 31st January, 1857, &c.-(Continued.)

Remitted
their

Salary of
Travelling
Salary of

1857. £

Brought forward..................

DR.

MONTREAL BRANCu.

H. Judah and N. Dumas, Esquires, per
receipts...........................

SURVEYING DEPARTMENT.

Geometer, to 81st January, 1857 ...... 388
Expenses to do do 8

Draughtsman to do do .... 15

CoMMISSIONERs' DEPARTMENT.

Commissioners, to 81st January, 1857.... ..... 155
Travelling Expenses ......................... 10
Secretary of Commission ..................... 20
Office Clcrks to 31st January, 1857..£ 82 17 6
Messenger to do do... 6 5 0
Postages, Telegraphs, &c.........24 19 5ý

64

Balance at credit ofSeigniorial Commission in Bank
of Upper Canada, this 24th February, 1857,

d.

o. .

o

.o.

d. £

1558

0

o

up to

S. LELIEVRE,
Commissioner.

INo. 2.
LiST of DETAILED STATEMENTS Of lodg et Ventes, furnished by SEIGNIoRS iii the

DiSTroe'Ts of QUEBEC and KAMOURAsKA to the Commissioners here, up to
the 21st February, 1857.

I Il

NAME oF SEIGNIORY. NAME or SEIGNIOR.

Augmentation St Michel............. T. G. Launière ....................
Livandière .......................... G. G ................... .........
Isle d'Orleans (partie) .............. Les Dames Drapeau..................

Carried over............£

Armount.

£ s. d.

108 4 5j
199 6 10*
186 18 9

439 5 1

ses...........-.......--..- ....... w--I



1|rr

20 Victoria. Appendix '(No. 36.)

No. 2.-LIsT of DETAILED STATEMENTS of LOdS et 8entc8, furnished by SEiGNIos
in the DISTRICTS of QUEBEO and K roun.sA, &c.-(Continued.)

NAME or SEIGNIORY NAME oF SEIGNIOR. Anount.

- - £ s. d.

Brought over ............. .. 43) 5 1
Rimouski and St. Bernabé .......... Les Dames Drapeau.................111 6 ,9
Nicolas Rioux ..................... do do....................97 G 5
Le Page et Thibérge.. .............. do do..................181l0
Lessard ou Lemollae................do do..................86 0.-
Pachot .......................... do do...................20 0 9
Ste. Claire ... ................... ..................... 1 19 A
St. Jean Port Joli.. .. ............ Pilip A. DeGp. . ....... 25 1 5
Reaume ou Isle a la Peau ............. do....................71 5 il
Joliet (partie) .................... J. T. Taseherenu.................... 02 19 0j
Gouffre ........................ Les Vames Drapeau.................. 49 10 9
Ste. Marie, J. O..................Héritiers . E Taschereau.......... 48 8.
Joliet (partie) ..................... do do ................ 71
Ste. Marie, N.E....................do do....................67 S
St. Joseph, N.E.................... o Lindsay........... 415
St. Joseph, .E.....................do P. E. Taschereau.......... '0
St. Joseph, N.E....................Jan T. Taschereau................ 17 15
St. Joseph, J.0..................Héritiers De La Gorgendière...........74 7
Fossambault ................... A. J. Duchesnay.................... 40 I 0
St Joseph, NE................... Perrault........................ 23 10 '4jY
Ste. Marie, N.E....................do d0................... 62 8 1
Ste. Marie, J.O....................do do....................25 13 7
Ste. Marie, J.0........... .......... éitiers G. L. Taschereau.............81 o s
Ste. Marie, N.E....................do do..................15 7I
Des Eboulemens............ ..... M. P. DeSales LaTerrire...............70 8
Murray Bay .... ,...............John Nairne......................297 14 6
Sault ou Matelot ................. Le Seninaire de.Qué.ec..............678 7 7
Ste. Ursule ..................... Héritiers A. Parant..................10 4 1
St. François ..................... do do.................21 1
Coulanges......................Le Seminaire de Québec..............862 161 8.
Cote de Beaupré ................... do do. .............. 601 '101 O
Cap aux De Monts................La Fabrique Notre Dame de Québec.. 208 12
Notre Dame de Québec .... dO do do .. ...... , 3...
Uhîniesnil ........................ BJames Motz ........................ 2 I 2
Isle d'Orleans (partie)..............lexandre Poulin....................46 5
Argentcnaye....................A Develin ......................... 80 14 0

euport (partie).....1e. A. DeSalaberry .................. O 12

do do........ .........

Grand Pie ...................... dev. Chs. Moric .................... 52 5 .8
st .os................. DameA. Gagnon .................. 3 7

Islet St. Jea ................... do do . ................ 6
-set Bonsecours ................. Veuve .anger, et. al......... 17 9

slet Bonsecours.-.................Jean M. Belanger ................. 2 8
eauport............. Dame G. r. apu...................180 2 O
ffilair..........................Héritiers Parta.......................9 2 i2

S St. J .................... Dame A. Caron .................. 12
det St. -Jean............Remi No Couillard ................. 4 4

1et St. Jean............. .J. M. Coillard...................... 5 S C
Beaumont................... dL. P. N. Turgeon ................... 171 9

ae......... .... ..... .... Aug. Bchniereau .................. 1
Atib.rt GallionPrut................... W. Pozer. ................
Gamache ou Gagné...............J. A. Beaubien et a. ............ 8
Augmentation St. Michel...........Jean T. Tahereu .............

Clo d f....a.......... 5080 j 5 21
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Nço. 2.-LIST of DET.&iLED STATEMENTS Of Lod8 et /ente, furnished by SEiGNIoRS
in the DISTRICTS of QUEBEC and K 0toUR&sK%.A, &o.-(Contiued.)

NAME or SEIGNIORY. NAME oF SEIGNIOR. Anount.

£ s.1 d.

Brought forward ............ 5089 5
St. Miche...................... Leger Lammère, et al................ 121 14
Neuville......... .......... ....... E. Larue, et al ...................... 195 8 5
Grondines ...................... P. Burnet .......................... 92 12 2
Lachevrotière.................. .. Victor Gariepy ..................... 49 il 10
Lachevrotière ..................... . Bochet ,................... 19 
Recollets ....................... Les Dames Rev. de Flôp'tal Généial.... 187 210
Deiaure ........................... 'Les Dames lHotel Dieu ......... ..... 82 » 6
l)'Arsainville ........... a ......... Les Dames de l'Hôpital Génëral.........17 7 4
Ursulines ....... .......... Les Daines Religiens Ursulines ........ 216 15 0
Beaubien La Groisaidière............ Frs. Gaudeau, et al .................. il 15 9
St. Ignace ......... .............. Les Dames Rev. de l'Hotel Dieu.........178 2 5
Lessard ......... ............... Andrew and Henry Stuart ............ 84 10 6
St. Denis (Ste. Anne) ............... Elezée Dionne...................... 96,17 4
Ste. Anne Lapocatière ................ Elezée Dionne.. ................. 259 2
Bir................................ V. D. Campbell..................... 68 16 6
St. Denis La Bouteillier............... P. S. Casgrain....................... 199 9 6
Islet Bonsecours..................... O. E. Casgrain ...................... 87 il 6
Islet St. Jean...........,............ do ...................... 45 14 9
Isiet Bonsecours .................. 0. E. Casr 15 5
Vincelotte ...................... J. O Beaubien, et al.........f 76 0 8
Islet St. Jean....................Joseph Caron........................0 8 4*
Islet Bonsecours .................. J. N. Caron.......................21 18 7.
Chevalerie ...................... D'île C. Riverin......................7 il 6*
Isiet St. Jean .................... J. E. C. Després and J. N. 'artin.. 29 10 il
L'Epinay ....................... Godfroi Biais...............6 19 lui
Rivière du Sud ................... Godfroi Biais................27 7 5j
Rivière du Sud ................... Françcds Têtu......................17 10 ci
L'Epinay ....................... Louis Biais......................... 1 J,
Rivière du Sud .................. J. B. Morin.......................115 12 5
L'Epinay ....................... Héritiers W. Patton................... 5 6
L'Epinay ................. .......... do. .................. 3 17 8*
Vincennes......................N. C Fauchier......................81 i1
Isle au Grues .................... M. & . McPherson..................10 17 8
Cumberland ..................... Héritiers E. Ilarbottle........
St. Roch des Aulnais ............... Amable Diono............... 284 4 0
St. Bernabé ..................... À. & E. Côté.......................o 18 0
St. Valier......................Héritiers De Lanaudière......180 12 4
Rivière du Loup .................. W. & E. -ruser.............64 14 4
Verbois ............................ do. ....................... 170 9 6
Le Pare ............................ do.......................226 10 5
Isle Verte......................L. N. Gauvreau..................... 84 17 a
St. Denis ....................... Héritiers Blanchet...................95 7 6
Isle Verte ...................... Charles Bertrand............. 125 12 8*
Kamouiraska .................... J. V. Taché, et al............. 449 71
Granville ....................... do Io o
Isle Verte ............... J. G. Seaton........................5 14 8
Isle Verte ................ J. Bte. Cté........................2 10
Isle du Portage................ Héritiers J. S. Campbell........... 97 i0 9
Trois Pistoles .................... François Rioux............... .. 6110
Trois Pistoles .................... Héritiers Benj. Rioux..................2 64
Trois Pistoles .................... Louis Bertrand ................ S

Carried oveJ. N4068 6Ia

.. . . . .D2eC iei . . . . . . . . . .
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]o. 9.-LST oF DETAILED STATEMENTS Of' 0d-Y et VenteS, t1rnisiiec by SEIGNIORs
in the DISTRICTS of QUEBEÇ and K AMoURASxA, &c.-(Cotinued.)

Amount.NAME oF SEIGNIORY. NAME OF SEIGNIOR.

Brought otr ...........
Trois Pistoles ..................... Eloi Riau......................
Trois Pistoles . ........ Nzaire Têtu...................
Trois Pistoles........Héritiers Paul iau ...............
Trois Pistoles ......... Frs. & J. B. Rian................
Trois Pistoles..................... Iéritiers Capt. J. B. Riau .«..........
Trois Pistoles ........ ............ Leandre Beaucher................,
Trois Pistoles .................... Pierre Rioux ...................
Trois Pistoles .................... Captain J. B. Rian...............
Gaspé.........................Représentatives Moses Hart.........
Beauvais ....................... L. R. & C. A. DeLéry.............
Franc Aleu ..................... Les Dames Ursulines de Québec.
Ste. Anne .......................... do dO.......
Villemay ....................... Charles Robertson...............
St. Jean D'Eschaillons.............Dame Veuve Rochs de St. Ours.
Bourg Louis, N. E. .... .......... P. Langlois ....................
St. Etienne .................... W. Pozer...............
Ste. Croix ...................... Les Dames Ursulines-deQu6bec.
Matane ........................... D. Fraser......................
Rimouski......................E. Pouliot ..............
Rimouski........................Pierre Gagn dit Bellavance......
Rimouski........ ............. Victor Revel...................
Jolliet.........................Geo. Desharats..................
Maranda......................Leon Yoe, et ai.................
Bonsecours ......................... do
Peeras ou Mitis ................. Arch. Ferguson.................
Rimouski ....................... Jean LPage...................
Rimouski................... ....... Charles LePage
Tilly......... ... .... .......... Leon o, et a .................
Le Gardien e ain .............. do...........
Gaudatrvillo Riau.....................Ant. J. Duehesnay ...............
Fossambault ........................ do ...................
Rivière du Sud.r.................tacques Fournier ................
St. Gilles de eaurivage............Arthur Ross....................
Rivière du Sud................ J. & Louis Nicol ...................
Rivière du Sud................ J. B. & L. Couillard Dupuis............

sle aux Coudres..................Sminaire de Qubec...............
Rivière du Sud..................Eueber Couillard...............

Sournier ........................... do ...........
Iset Bonsecours.. .. ........... ..... do ...............
Berthier de Belleehasse.............Les Dames Rev. de L'Hôpital Général. ..
Demaure (Supt.)..................... do L'otel .......
Beauhamp.C.....................Andre Stuarts ..................
Ste. Marie Leniere................Héritiers J. L. Tas.hereau..........
Ste. Marie Taschereau..................do do
Bourg Louis, S. W ................ J. A. & E. A. Panet '..........
Lotbinière ...................... Dames Julie de Lotbinière ..........
Desclhaniii)baultD .Fras..................Sir Charles Stuart, Baronet.........
Riaud 'Vaudreuil.................. P A. DeLéry.................
Ste. Barbe la Famine.......d .......... ...........
Jaeques Cartier.......G. . Allsopp, eta...............
D'Auteuil.........do .....................

LenNel tal........ar.........

£ s.

4068 6
24 18

2 10
18 10
4 2
6 9
1 il

il 161
46 12
25 14
18 161
il 2
1511
14 2
7714.
42 3107 7

190 15
28 17
1 0
0 J5
0 2
2,19,

28 7
73 0
17 10
38
19

6215,
76 17,
96 8
47 1
1112

181 16
9 17

16 14
383 C
62 13
26 186
0 14

123 16
51 15
81 17
57 6
5 15

28 4
162 1

66 10
107 11

28 19
16 4
21 6

'1209f 14

1857.~

d.

11~
4
0

7
8
1
6.
8
4
9

4l

9

10

8

4
4
11.
4

10
0
0
4
.4'
10
G
1
8
1
1
8

8
'5
5'

10'
1~
8'
6
8,
'2
0
2.

il
2
2

7k

10
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No. 2.-LIST of DETAILED STATEMENTS of Lods et Ventes, furnished by SEIGNIORS
in the DisTRICTS of QUEBEC and'KAMoUIRAsKA, &c.-(Contin8ted.)

NAME oF SEIGNIORY. NAME oF SEIGNIOR. Amount.

£ s. d.

Brought forward .......... 0200 14 Il
Domain de Deschambault ........... Dane A. E. DeLaGorgendiòre .......... 315 il
T ois Pistoles ............... ....... Philip Renouf ...................... 81 G 8
Triois Pistoles .................... Etienne Damon....................... O 0 1

Total..............£ 11337 2 71

(Signed,) S. LELIEVRE,
C'omm ?rission1r.

QUIECE, 24thi February, 1857.

No. 3.
LiST of SEIGNIoRs who, on the 21st February, 1857, had not sent

Statenients of Lods et Ventes.
in their detailed

NAMES oF SEIGNIOR.

Charles Panet..............

Heirs Peter Stuart ..........

Ilotel Dieu Nuns of Quebec...

Arelie Duchesnay........

Mrs. Widow Hannah ........
Archibald Campbell.........

NAME oF SEIGNIORY. R E M A R K S.

Monceau ............... A small Fief in the SeignioY Of Sil-
jlery-the statement is in course

of preparation.
L'Epinay (part of)........Means ave been taken to obtain

this statemaent.
L'Epinay (part of) ....... This part of L'Epinay unconceded.
La Tesserie ....... ..... A smail Fief of three Censitaires,

supposedý to .belon- to the Seig-
niors of Grondines, and theý Lods
et Ventes, if any, ine]uded inthe
staternent for, Grondines.

Ste. Marie, S.W., (part of).. This statement received the 28th
'of February. ,Yearly Return,ý
£15,14s., 7d.

Fief St. Charles ......... Statent being prepared.
Isle Verte, (part of). A small Fief-stateSentbeing pre-

pared.'

1857

(Signed,) S. LELIEVRE,
'o9miss 1857,

Q UEBEÇ, 24th~ February, 1857..
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No. 4.
STATEMENT of MONIES PAID to SEIGNIORS in the DISTRICTS of QUEBE' cuiÌR

MOURASKA, up to the 21st February, 1857, in liquidation of their claim
for Lods et Ventes, uder the Seigniorial Act of 1854, and the amend.
ments of 1855 and 1856.

î1857

Date of Payment. NAME oF SEIGNIOR. NA ME OF SEIGNIORY. Amount Paid.

£ s. d.
August 14, 1856.. Leger Launier, et al ........ St. Michel..... ........... 132 1j 7

do do, do .. N. O. Faucher ........... Vincennes ............... 33 13 1o
do do, do .. Ant. J. Duchesnay.......... Gaudarville......... ...... 104 Il 1o
do do, do .. do .......... Fossambault ............... 51 1 10
do do, do .. Seminaire de Québec........ Ils aux Coudres ......... *... 35 19 :-9
do do, do .. do do ........ Soulanges ................ 393 13 0
do do, do .. do do .. .... Côte de Beaupre............ 652 11 "8
do do, do .. do do ...... Sault au Matelot............ 730 Il 5
do do, do .. DUle. Lanaudière, et al ...... St. Valier.................. 195 19 2
do 15, do .. Charles Robertson.......... Villemay.................. 15 6 10
do 16, do .. Philip A. DeGaspé.......... St. Jean Port Joli .......... 244 3 9
do do, do, do ..... Reaume .. ................. 77 7 "0
do do, do .. Œuvre et Fabrique N.D. de

Québec .............. Cap au Diamants ........... 220 18 4
do do, do .. ddo o .. Notre Dane de Québec...... 394 16 5ý
do 18, do .. Thomas G. Launier ........ Augmentation St. Michel .... 111 19 9½
do do, do .. J. O, Beaubien, et al........ Vincelotte ................. 82 9 4
do do, do .. do ....... Gamache ou Gagné ......... 9 14 10
do 19, do .. Dames Religieuses de -1'lôpi-

tai Général ............ Berthier de Bellechasse ...... .134 6 10
do do, do .. do do .. D'Arsainville ...... ..... . 18 16 10
do do, do .. do do . .. Recollets ................. 148 15 10½
do do, do .. do l'Hotel Dieu.. St. Ignace ................. 193 5 1
do do, do .. Pauvres de l'Hiotel Dieu ..... Demaure .................. 89 10 8
do> do, do .. Héritiers Antoine Parant .... St. François ............... 23 2 6
do do, do .. O. E. Casgrain ............. Ilslet Bonsecours............ 95 0 8
do do, do .. do ........... Ilslet St. Jean .............. 49 12 3
do do, do .. Héritiers Antoine Parant .. . Ste. Ursule ................ il 2 3
do do, do .. Leon Noel, et al.......... Maranda ... .............. 25 7 O
do do, do .. do Bonsecours............... 79 4 4
do do, do .. Remi Noel Couillard ........ Islet St. Jean .............. 4 14 9
do do, do .. Leon Noel, et al........... Tilly ..................... 68 2 3
do do, do .. do ........ La Gardien des Plaines 83 7 .. 7
do do, do .. Hector Gariepy ........... Lachevrotière .............. 53 16 1
do do, do .. LesDamesReligieusesUrsulines Franc Aleu................ 12 1 6*
do do, do .. do do .. Ste. Croix ................ 206 19 4
do do, do .. do do .. Ursulines, Quebec .......... 235 3 6
do do, do .. G. G. Launière ............ Leraudière ............ 216 5 5
do 21, do .. P. T. Casgrain ............. La Bouteilleur ............. 216 8 4
do 22, do . Eucher Couillard ........... Rivière du Sud ............ 68 0 3
do do, do .. do .......... ............ .............. 29 3 9
do do, do .. do ........... Islet Bonsecours............ .0 15 11
do do, do .. Charles Bertrand ........... Isle Verte ................. 136 5 7
do do, do .. W. D. Campbell.......... Bic ...................... 74 13 -5
do do, do .. P. Langlois................ Bourg Louis, N.E............ 45 15 83
do 23, do .; LesDarnesReligieusesUrsulines Ste. Anne ........... ..... 16 18 5
do do, do .. Alexander Poulin......... Isle d'Orleans............. 50 3 Il

Carried forward...£ 4768 19 9
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No. 4.-STATEMENT Of MONIES PÂI tO SEIGNIORS in the DISTRIOTS Of QUEBEO and
KAMOUI&s, up to the 21stFebruary, 1857, &c.-(Continued.)

Date of Pay

August 25,
do 26,
do do,
do . do,
do 27,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do 28,
do do,
do 29,
do do,
do 30,
do do,
do do,
do do.

September 1,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do 2,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do 8,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do do,
do 4,
do 5,

ment. NAME oF SEIGNIOR. NAME oF SEIGNIORY.

Brou ght forward ...
1856.. L. H. P. Turgeon ...... .Beaumont.............
do .. Pauvres de l'lotel Dieu. De Maure ..............
do .. François Têtu............Rivière du Sud..........
do .. J. Bte. Rioux (Captn.)... Trois Pistoles ......
do .. J. B. and L. Couillard Dupuis. Rivière du Sud..........
do .. Augustin Bernier .......... Lafrenaye........
do .. W. Pozer .............. Gallin..........
do .. do ................ ienne .........
do .. Jean T. Taschereau ....... Jolliet................
do do . ....... St. Joseph, ........
do .. do Augmentation St. Mihel ....
do .. Dame Veuve Roch de St. Ours. St. Jean dEshaillons.
do .. L. R. and (C. A. DeLéry .... Beauvais..............
do .. 0. E. Jasgrain, et al ........ Fief Fortin
do .. A. Stuart ............... euehaip..............I
do .. J. and L. Nicol ........... Rivièredu Sud..........
do .. J. V. Taché, et a ......... Kamouraska
do .. do .......... ranville ............
do .. André Lemelin ........... Argentnaye............
do .. Dame G. B. Hall ......... Beauport..............
do .. O. Perrault.............St. Joseph, N.E....
do .. do ............... Ste. Marie, E..........
do Olivier Perrault .......... Ste. Marie, S.W..........
do .. Héritiers Lindsay .......... St s
do .. Héritiers Drapeau ......... Pacot.... . ......
do .. do ste. Claire .
do .. do Lessard ou Lamdiai.......
do ... LePag and Thiberge.
do .. ' do Nicolas
do .. do ... .StBernabé
do .. do ......... Ise d'Orleans (part)
do .. do .......... Gouffre
do .. Elezie Dionne ........... St. Denis (Ste A
do .. do ............. Ste. Anre Lapocatière.
do .. Amable Dionne ......... St. Rochs des .. Aulets.
do .. Rev. Charles .lorice ....... Grand Pie.......
do .. Louis Blais ...............
do .. Dlle. 0. Riverin .......... La chevalier...........
do .. Jean Lepage ............ Rimouski,,,..........
do .. Charles Lepage .... Rimouski....
do .. Héritiers P. E. Taschereau .. Ste. Marie, S.'W..........
do .. do La Gorgendière .... St. Joseph, S.W.........
do .. do P. E. Taschereau .. Jolet.................
do .. do do Ste. Marie,
do .. do . do St. JosephN.E.....
do .. do G. L. Taschereau .. se marie, SNW.........
do .. do do Ste. Marie, N.E..........
do .. L. N. Gauvreau . ........ illeroy.......
do .. Jacques Fournier ......... Rivir U
do .. James Motz ......... Dumesnil..............
do .. Eloi Rioux .............. Ptolesdo .. John NMurr Bay..........De Maure ..........

Rivèredu ud ...........

Amount Paid.

£ s. d.
4768 19 9j

186 0 9
56. s 7
19 1 7
501 . 10
18 2 10
12 15 11L
19 i 8

116 91 .8
220 3 19½

19 5,11
15 2 16
84 6 11
15 0 83S
16 il 10½
88 16 2
10 14 '5

487 10 11
0 119~

33 6 2
141 3 -0

25 10 3'
67 14 1
27,117 2
13 5 2
21 14 9
22 9

89 1 9*
'196 18 6
105 11 9
120 15 '10
148 5 11
58 14 -10

105 1 10
281 2 1
808 7 7

56 14 -0
4 5 10
8 4 4
3 14 3
1 il 6

52 10 8
80 13 5
77 17 11
72 19 8
2019 7
83 19 4
16 14 0
92 1. 5j

.12 12 5
2 4 8

26 15 8
823 0 2

8808 4

1857,
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No. 4.-STATEmENT of MoNrEs PATU to SEIGNIORs in the DISTRICTS Of QITEBEO and
Inotrisx, up to the 21st February, 1857, &c.-(Contiqbued.)

Date of Payment. NAME or SEIGNIOR. NAME oF SEIGNIORY.

ooBrog.t over.........
September 6, 1856.. Gody. Blais................ L'Epinay .................

do do, do .. IdO ................ Rivière du Sud ............
do 9, do .. Iéritiers J. L. Taschereau .. . Ste. Marie Lenière ..........
do do, do .. do do ... Ste. Marie Taschereau.......
do do, do . . Dames Angele Caron ........ Islet St. Jean ...........
do do, do .. M. P. Sales LaTerrière ...... Les Eboulemeis............
do 10, do .. François Gourdeau, et al .... Beaulieu ..................
do 12, do .. J. A. and E. A. Panet ...... Bourg Louis, S. W...........
do 16, do .. J. G. Seaton............... Isle Verte ........... ....
do 18, do .. Dame A. Gagnon......... Islet St. Jean ..............
do do, do .. do ........... Islet Bonsecours............
do 20, do .. J. B. Morin................ L'Epinay....... .........
do do, do .. X. N. Martin :............. Islet Bonsecours...........
do 23, do .. Héritiers Blanchet .......... St. Denis (Bouteillerie) ......
do 25, do .. A. and E. Ferguson ...... -Peiras ou Mitis .........
do 23, do .. J. E. C. Despres and J. N.

Martin........ ......... Islet St. Jean ..............
do 25, do . D. Frîaser ................. Matane ...................
do do, do .. A. and E. Côté ............ t Bernabé............
do do, do .. P. Gagn6 dit Bellerance...... Rimouski .................
do do, do .. M. M. McPherson .......... Isle aux Grues .............
do do, do .. Geo. Desbarats ............ Jolliet ................

October 1, do .. J. M. Bélanger ............ Islet Bonsecours............
de 7, do .. P. Burnet ................. Grondines ................
do do, do .. E. Larue, et al ............ Neuville ..................
do 15, do .. Héritier Patton ............ Rivière du Sud.............
do do, do .. do ............ L'Epinay..................
do 23, do ., J. M. Couillard ............ Islet St. Jean ............
do 27, do .. Ed. Pouliot...........'.. Rimouski .................
do C1, do .. Louis Bertrand. ...... Trois Pistoles ...........
do do, do .. J. B. Côté................. Isle Verte ............ ....
do do, do .. Héritier B. Riau............ Trois Pistoles ..............

November 5, do .. do P. Riau............ Trois Pistoles ..............
do 10, do .. Leandre Beaucher .......... Trois Pistoles ..............
do do, do .. A. Brochet, et al ........... Lachevrotière..............
do do, do .. Veuve Bélanger, et al . ...... Iset Bonsecours............
do 11, do .. Héritiers Captn. J. B. Riau .. Trois Pistoles ...........
do do, do .. Pierre Riau...;............ Trois Pistoles..............
do 14, do .. Héritiers J. T. Campbell. Islet du Portage............
do 19, do .. Joseph Caron.............. Islet St. Jean ..............
do 30, do .. Dame J. De Lotbinière . Lotbinière ................

January 8, 1857.. J. T. Taschereau ........... Jolliet ....................
do do, do .. do ........... St. Joseph, N.E............
do do, do .. J. T. Taschereau ... ....... Augmentation St. Michel ....
do do, do .. Seminaire de Québec ........ Isles aux Coudres ..........
do do, do .. do do ........ Côte de Beaupré.........
do do, do .. do do .. ...... Sault ou Matelot ...........
do do, do do ........ Soulanges..,............
do do, do .. Héritiers J. L. Taschereau . .Ste. Marie .................
do do, do .. do do ... St. Marie Lenière .........
do do, do .. Captain J. B. Riau......... Trois Pistoles ...........
do do, do .. Daine Julie De Lotbinière.. .. Lotbinière................

C'arried forward ..... £

,1851

Amount Paid.

£ s. d.
8808 8 4

7 11 9.
29 13 11%
62 8 8

6 4 Il
13 5 10
76 2 9
1215 8
25 4 4

6 3 il
1 9
8 19 10
4 3 10%

28 10 5%
103 9 6

10 0 .6

32 0 .2
81 6 1%

0 14 1
0 17 2

11 15 8
-3 4 0

100 9 5
212 0 4
125 8 10

811 0%10512 0
1ý 2 0

215 1
210 8

20 1 5
1 13 9

2013 2%
6 7 "9
7 0 8

1216 :6
10516 5

0 '9 I1
176 15 il
101 9 6%

8 17 10
6 10 5

16 11 8î
800 15 0
886 13 0%
181 8 4

2 17 -7
28 13 '0
23 6 4
81 9 7

11185 2 9
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No. 4.-STATEMENT of MomEs AM to SEIG sNs in the PisTriTs of QUEB-Ec and
RAMOURASRA, Up to the 21st February, 1857, &c.-(Continued.)

Date of Payment. NAME or SEIGNIOR. NAME or SEIGNIORY. Amount Paid.

£ s. d.
Brought forwaridc.......11185 2 9%

January 8, 1857.. M. P. DeSales LaTerrière .... Eboulemens ................ 85 1 91
do do, do .. Nazaire Têtu.............Trois Pistoles ... ......
do do, do . Charles J. Stuart, Baronet . .. Deschambault .............. 5 1
do do, do .. H éritiers de Lanaudière...... St. Valier .................. ) 0 6 2
do do, do .. Philip A. DeGaspé ......... St. Jean Port Joli ............ 112 10 8%
do do, do, do ......... Reaume................... 8512 Ili
do do, do .. Nazaire Têtu............... Trois Pistoles ............... 214 a
do do, do .. Charles J. Stuart, Baronet ... Deschambault..............
do do, do .. Dames Drapeau .......... Rimouski .................. 5513 4%
do do, do .. do ............ Isle d'Orleans .............. 68 6 10%
do do, do .. do ............ Nicolas lRiau ............... 4818 2%
do do, do .. do ............. LePage & Thebierge ......... 9015 1l
do do, do .. do ........... Pachot ...... ........ 10 0 4
do do, do .. do ............ Ste. Clair............ 0 8
do do, do .. do ............ Gouffre....................2415 41
do do, do .. do .......... Lessard ou Lemollai........ O 8s
do do, do .. Peter Langlois ........ .. Bourg Louis, N. E. .... 21 1 10%
do do, do .. G. G. Launière, et al....... Lerandière .............. 9018 5%
do do, do .. LesDamesReligieuses deL'Hô-

pital Général. ... ....... Recollets ................ 68 il 5%
do do, do .. do do.... D'Orsainville............... 818 8
do do, do .. do do.... Berthier...................6118 8
do do, do .. LesDames ReligieusesdeL'Hù-

tel Dieu................. St. Ignace :................ 89 1 2j
do do, do .. Victor Gariepy........... Lachevrotière.2415 Il
do do, do .. Leon Noel, et al............ Tilly ....... 7 10

do do, do .. do . ........... Maranda ...... ......... 18 8
do do, do .. do ............ Bonsecours................ 86 10 2
do do, do . . do.. ......... .. :Le Gardien des Plaines .8.. ..
do 14, do .. Les Dames Rev. Ursulines ... Ursulines .................. 108 7 6
do do, do .. do do ... Franc Aleu ................. 0 8&
do do, do .. do do ... Ste. Croi............ .... 95 7
do do, do .. do do ... Ste. Anne ................. 7 15 14
do do, do .. N. C. Faucher ........... Vincennes.................. 1510 61
do do, do .. Pauvres de L'Hotel Dieu .... De Maure.................. 67 8 1
do do, do .. Eucher Couillard........... Rivière du Sud.............. 81 6 il
do do, do... do . .................... 13 0
do do, do .. do . ........... Islet Bonsecours......... 7 4
do 19, do .. O. E. Casgrain ............ Islet Bonsecours............ 43 15
40 do, do .. do . ........... Islet St. Jean . ............ 217 8
do do, do .. Héritiers P. E. Taschereau... Jolliet ............... .... 85
do do, do .. do . do ... Ste. Marie, N.E.............. 3312 8%
do do, do .. do do ... Ste. Marie, S.W............. 24 4 2
do do, do .. do do .. St. Joseph, N.E............. 9 1 4
do do, do .. O.. Perrault............. Ste. Marie, N............. 81 4
do do, do .. do ............... Ste. Marie, S.W.....12 16 9
do do, do do ............... St. Joseph, N.E......... 1
do do, do .. Héritiers G. L. Tascher eau... Ste. Marie, S.W............. 1518 1
do do, do .. do do ... Ste. Marie, N.E ... 713 1
do do, do .; Héritiers DeLaGorgendière . St. Jsepb, WY. .8
do do, do .. do Lindsay ......... St. Joseph, N.E......6 2 2%
do do, do ..,Arthur Ross... ....... St. Gilles de ]3eaurivage . 107 5 7%

18211 4
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No. 4.-STATEMENT Of MONTES PArD tO SEIGNIORS in the DISTRICTS of QUEBEC and
KAMXOURASKA, up to the 21st February, 1857, &c.-(Continued.)

Date or Payment. NAME oF SEIGNIOR. NAME oF SEIGNIORY. Amount Paid.

£ S. d,
Brougkt over .... ...... 18211 6 41

Jaunary 20, 1857.. W. D. Campbell..........Bic.......................84 8 a
do do, do .Héritiers J. T. Campbell. Isiet du Portage..............48 15 4j
do 22, do do Taché...........Kamouraska...............224 13 91
do do, do do doGranville.................... 5 5
do do, do J. A. & E. A. Panet.......Bourg Louis, S.WV.............l112
do do, do .. Elizee Dionne............St. Denis, (Ste. Anne) 48 8 S
do do, do .. do ............. Ste Anne Lapocatière........129 Il '
do do, do J. O. Beaubien, et al.......Vincelotte...... . 88 0 11
do do, do .. do Gamache ou Gagné......... 4 9 9j
do 23, do .. Augustin ernier.........Lafrenaye...............
do 26, do W. & E. Fraser. ..... Rivière du Loup............81 7 2
do do, do .. do ....... Verbois....................85'4 -9
do do, do .. do ........... LePare...................118 ô 2î
do do, do .. E. Fraser..........Rivière du Loup.............70 4 8
do do, do .. doVerbois...................18419 1
do do, do .. doLe Pare........ . 24515
do do, do .. Amable Dionne...........St. Rochs des Au 2 4
do do, do .. Héritiers W. Patton.......L'Epinay................... 12 - 9
do do, do do do........Rivière du Sud.............57 fi 2
do do, do Leger Laimière, et a.......St. Michel..............
do 29, do . . A. Allsopp............Jacques Cartier..........
do do, do .. do ............ Dauteuil...................10118 4
do do, do .. do.............Jacques Cartier.. .... 1712.0
do do, do .. do ............ IYAuteuil............... 23 -
do do, do . Charles Larue, et ai..... . .Neuville ................... 97114 ý'24
do 30, do .. Dame G. B. Hall..........Beauport...........65 1
do do, do Rev. Charles Morice.......Grand Pie.................
do 31, do P. T. Casgrain...........La Boutillerie............ 99 14 '9

February 2, do Charles Bertrand.. .... Isle Verte..................62 16
do 4, do .. T. G. Launière...........St. Michel..............
do do, do .Gody. Biais.. ........... Rivière du Sud 8
do do, do .do. .............. L'Epinay.................81 '9 11î
do do, do .François Têtu ............. Rivière du Sud..............815
do 6, do .. C. &A. DeLéry .......... Rigaud Vaudreuil............116114 IF
do do, do .. do . .......... St. Barbe la Famine........81' 8
do do, do B edo e.............Rigaud Vaudreuil........... 58 15
do do, do do ........... St. Barbe la Famine..........14
do 7, do .Remi N. Couillard .......... Iset St. Jean............... 2 3 8
do lie do .. J. E. C. Despres, et a......Iset St. Jean................14. 0
do do, do .. dJ. N. Martin..............Iset lonsecours.....10 16
do do, do .. Dame Veuve Bélanger......Iset Bonsecours....218 101 -
do do, do J. M. Couillard ............ Iset St. Jean . . .
do do, do dDame A. Caron ............ Iset St. Jean...........
do do, do .M a ne ............ setBonsecours.............. 0 10
do 12, do 0. L. E. Casgrain, et al ........ Iset Bonsecours......... 7 12 11%.
do 17, do L. N. Gauvreau..........Villeraye...................42 S74
do 20, do .A. Bochet et ai .......... Lachevrotière.............. 9 10 5%

Total ...... 166862

(Signed,) S. LELIa .R .

QuRBEc, 24thr FebruaryM 1857.
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No. 5.
LIST of the SEIGNIoRIEs in the DISTRIcTs of QUEBEc and KR&omuRsxÀ, made ac-

cording to the Geographical position of the said-Seigniories; the point
of departure being the lowest Seigniory on the North Shore of the
River Saint Lawrenée; from thence going up tothe line of divisiorn be-
tween the. Districts of Quebec and Three iRivers, and returning down-
wards from the said line of division to the last Seigniory on the South
Shore of the said River Saint Lawrence, before arriving at the line of
division between the Districts of Kamouraska and Gaspé.

NAME or SEIGNIORY. R E M A R K S.

Mount Murray ........... .. .. ....................................
Murray's Bay............. .................. ..................
Eboulem ens .... ............... ............................
Gouffre ........................... . ........ ........................
Isle aux Coudres .................... ..................................
Côté de Beaupré ........................................
Isle d'Orleans ....................... 2 Proprictors, par devi..............
Argentenaye ................................................. .
Beaulieu ou'.......................... ............................
Lachevalerie......................................................
Dumesnil ............... ............... ........... .. . . . . . ........ .
Beauport ......................... 3 Proprietors, par devis................
Notre Dame" des Anges ............... .......................
Grand Pié ou Mont Plaisir ............... .....................
D'Orsainville ....................................... ............... ...
St. Joseph ou l'Epinay .............. 2 Proprietors, par devis............
Domain de la Couronne, Quebec .....................
Sault au Matelot.-............ ...................................
Notre Dame de Québec...... . .............
Cap aux Dimants ...............................................
Ursulines.................. ..................................
Villeray.....................................................
Dornain de la Couronne, Baulieu........ .................. .......
Recollets . ....................................................
St. Joseph ... ............. .......................................
Coulanges ................... ... . ........................... .........
St. Michel ....... ... .. ................... ...

St François........................ ...........................
Sillery.................... ..................................
Ste. Ursule ....................................
Monçeau .............. .. ..........
St. Ignace .. .............. .... ... ........... ...............
St. Gabriel ................... .... ........... ..... .....

................... ........

Demaure................... ........ .........................
Fossambault......... .........................................
Neuville.................................. ............. ......
Bourg Louis, N.w ....................

Belair ....................................... ..........
D'Auteuil . ................................
Jacques Cartier'."..,....... ................ .............

Carried OÙ&......

Number
of

Proprietors.

1

1

'2
I

8
i

2
i

1
i

i 1
i
1
i
i
i
i

1

i
i
i
i

14

1857.
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No. 5.-LST of the SEIGNIoRIES in the DISTRICTS Of QUEBEo and KAMOURASKA4
made according to the Geographical position of the said Seigniores
&c.-(Continued.)

Nuzmber
NAME or SEIGNIORY. R E M ARKS. of

Proprietors.

Broug7Lt over ........ ...... 46Î
Portneuf ......................................................... 1
Decharnbault ..................... 2 Proptors, par devi............... 2
Lachevrotière ............ .......... 2 do'.2
La Tesserie. .....................................................
Grondines... .............. ............................
Beauvais ..........................................................
St. Jean d'Eschaillons ......... ...... .. .......
Lotbinière ................................................
Ste. Croix.......... ....................................
Bonsecours .........................................................
Des Plaines ........................................................ i
Maranda ..............................................................
Tilly. ................... ....................................
Gaspé .................. . ....................................
Beaurivage .........................................................
Lauzon ........................................................... i

Ii
Villay ....................... ...................................
Ste. Anne ..........................................................
Franc Alcu .....................................................
St. Etienne ..........................................................
Jolliet................2 Proprietors, par dvia............... 2Jollet ............. ............ . .

St. Edouard......................2 do, do
Ste. Marie Taschereau.................5 do, do
Ste. Marie Lenière ................. 5 do, do
St. Joseph .......................... 5 do, do
Vaudreuil ..............................................
Aubert Gallion ...........................................
Cumberland ..........................................
Ste. Barbe...........................
St. Charles ......................................................... i
Lamartinière ou Beauchamp.............................................
Vincennes ........................................................ «
Livaudière .................................... ......... .........
Beaumont ......................
St. Michel ..................
Augmentation St. Michel.............2 Proprietors, par devi............. 2
St. Valier................................
Berthier de Bellechasse................................................ i
Rivière du Sud .......... ........ il Proprietors par devisi
L'Epinay.......................10 1 do, do
Isle aux Grues.......................................................
Isle aux Reaux ..................................................
Fournier ...............................................
Gagné ..................... ...................
Lafrenaye .......................
Ste. Clair.......... ......................... ..............
Vincelotte ......... ........................................
Isle aux Oies .........................
Islet Bonsecours. ................... 10 Proprietors, par .
IsletSt.Jean..2....................2 do, do . ....... 22

d, 168
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No. 5.-LIsT of the SEIGmIORIEs inA the DIsTRIcTs of. QuEEo and XAoURsKA&,
made according to the Geographical position of the said Seigniories,
&c.-(Continued.)

Number
NAME op SEIGNIORY. REMARKS. of

Proprietors.

Brought forward........163
Lessard ....................
St. Jean Port Joli ...................................................
Reaume ou Isle a la Peau..................................
St. Rochs des Aulnais ............. ...... ........
St. Denis (Ste. Anne)...................................
Ste. Anne Lapocatière....,..................................
La Bouteilleire . ................... ...................... 6
St. Denis (Rivière Ouelle) .............. .........................
Kamouraska .................... ....................................
Granville ....................... ....................................
Islet du Portage.................. ........... ............... .....
Verbois ...................... ................... .......
Rivière du Loup............. .......................
Le Pare..............................................
Isle Verte ................ il Proprietors, par vu............ .i
Trois Pistoles ................... o, do.......
Nicholas Rioux........ ........................ ...

Bic..................................... ................
Rimouski.......................13 Proprietors, par devu.......
Lessard ou Lamollai .................... . ........................
Le Page et Thibierge.............................
Pachot. ..............................
Peiras ou Mitis ................ ............. ............. .......
Matane ...........................................

Total ............. 264

QuEBEc, 24th February. (ind) S.LLEIE

No. 60
QUEBEO, 3Oth December, 1856.:

Sir,-I have the honor to report, for the information of disiEx.l.lency, 'h
Governor General, that'in execution of, my'du'ties as, one tof ý-theý CommissionerÊs
under the Seignioi-iai- Act of 1l854,- I- left the' City of 1Quebec: on1, 'the' 8thl day" 6-
October last, for, the purpose of making the neesýsary inure to prear the.

y ' inc ,,isoprpr h

Sehiedules of the'Seigniories in the, District of Kamouraska, and' proceeded, .to
Matane, on, the lower St.,Lawren.ce, a distance of two hundred and fortyý miles,.
where I comrnenced operations on the lSth of October " last, and- contiued a1t
work until the l17th, instant, wheu after Icompleting the inquiry, for thé Seigniory
of Ramoôuraska, ,I returned here, -whereý I arrived on, the' lSth instant,."'

iDuring, m. 'absence, l compIleted the inquiries -in sixteen- Seigniories, ' from
Matcane to Kamouraska,,coveringa spaceof one hundred'and fiftyý Îniléealn
the Southeîn shore of the St., Lawrence.

aio18570
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In thirteen out of the sixteen cases inquired into, the Seigniors filed laimDIs
for indemnity by reason of the extinction-of their right of Banalité, under the
operation of the Seigniorial Acts, and in connection with these claims and others
filed by the Seigniors, and in the prosecution of inquiries for arriving at a cor
rect result, I had occasion to examine two hundred and forty-two witnesses.

Until such time as I shall have digested the information procured- by the
inquiries above mentioned, it is not possible for me to state with any degreelof
certainty what amount Censitaires may have to pay to Seigniors by--way of
indemnity, but I do not believe that the indemnity for the right of Banalité, and
it is in all cases the most important claim made by Seigniors, will in any, case
exceed one half-penny per arpent in superficies.

The indemnity to be paid by reason of the extinction of the Right of Ldd-et
Ventes, will vary in almost every case, as property in Seigniories s moreorr leis

valuable ; but, Ithink it can be stated generally, that it will not be less than
one half-penny per superficial Arpent, nor more than one penny, with the excep.
tion of a very few cases, in which the Lods et Ventes, from peculiar causes 'May
exceed that amount.

The decision given by the Judges of the Court of Queen's Bench, and of the
Superior Court for Lower Canada, u pon the questions submitted by Her Ma.
jesty's Attorney General for Lower Canada, bave very considerably simplifiéd
the duties imposed upon the Commissioners under the Seigniorial Act of 1854,
and narrowed down their inquiries within a comparatively small compass ; dhe
most important and diflicult matter remaining to be dealt.with, being, undoubt-
edly the indemnity claimed by Seigniors, by reason -of the extinction ofi the
Right of Banalité, as aforesaid.

The provisions contained in the Seigniorial Amendment Act of 1856, by which
the Commissioner inaking the Schedule of a Seigniory is empowered to inspect
the repertory of any notary, I found most useful in practice, particularly in :de-
termining, the correctness of the detailed statements of Lods et Ventes furnished
by Seigniors, and in the performance of that operation, I inspected the Reper-
tories of twenty-eight Notaries from Matane to Kamouraska.

I think it riglit to bring most pointedly under the consideration of His Ex-
cellency, the state in whicl most of these Repertories are kept. I found butgne
Notary who had a complete Index to his repertory; a number among then had
no repertory at all, and I experienced great difficulties in making the necessary
searches; in some cases, and they were not few,, where the deeds were not evpn
kept in order of date, very generally the'paper used is of the most inferior de-
scription, and if this state of things is not checked by Legislative action, the
records of a large proportion of the Notaries. in question, which are the titlesof
the property of individuals, will in a few years be so impaired as to becoile
useless, and the consequence must be considerable loss to individuals and
in some cases the min of families.

I arn about giving notices with a view of proceeding with the necessary n-
quiries on the i'orth Shore, below Quebec, and will leave for that locality iû a
few days.

I have the honor to be, Sir
Your moet obedient humble Servant,

(Signèd,) S LELIEVRE
Commissioner

To the Honorable T. LEEcret,r
SecretaryVIýoronto.ý
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OFFICE OF THE SEIGNIORIAL CoMMssION,
MOi;TEAr, 27th February, 1857

Sir,-The undersigned Commissioners under the Seicrniorial Act rof 1854, have
the honor to report, as follows, for the information of His Excellency the Gover-
nor General:

Several months before the beginning of last Session of Parliament,- the Com-
inissioners having been inforine by the then Attorney General, that important
anendments would be made to the Seigniorial law, stopped the progress of those
of their operations which might have been affected ; and were only able to re-
sume them after the adoption of the amendments by the House. This incident
unavoidably caused a certain loss of time.

One of the Commissioners was kept at the office during the whole of January
last, to superintend the payment of -the interest due to the Seigniors, and was
only able to resume in the second week of February, operations which had been
thus interrupted, outside the office;

Despite the inconvenience occasioned by these delays, the Commissioners
have completed the valuations of the grain capons, corvees and, lots in eighty-
three Seigniories, those in which they could not complete these valuations, con-
sist for the most part of Islands'and small flefs of no importance. They 'have
finally closed fifteen cadastres, and are on the point of closing ten others. Six
others have been completed with the exception of the formality of the deposit,
which, as it requires thirt.y days notice, can only be effected,' next month. The
list of these Seigniories willbe found'in the Appendix to this Report.

In several of these Seigniories in which Banalité has been, claimede the en-
guiries have rendered necessary a great number of depositions.

They have collected the information requisite, to enable them 'to fulfil the
task imposed upon them by law, of ascertaining the average value of the Crown
dues, and the arrears thereof.

They have found it necessary in order to arrive at these results to examine a
large number of contracts,-obtained from the Seigniors.

There are only ivè or si>t Seigniories, with respect to which tley have ob-
tained no infôrmation ôn this subject; the Seingmors not having hìtherto pre-
sented themselves to receive the payment of their interest, and not having had
occasion to exhibit their titles.

They flatter themselves however, that this gap, will be, very soon filled, and
that in a few das they will be able to present a tatement setting forth the
average of the Crown dues and the arrears.

They have verified a large portion of the statements of the Lods et Ventes,
by means of Livres Terrzers and extracts from. Notarial Acts furnished by the
Seigniors, and they are bound to remark, liat the latter ntlemen have made
every effort and incurred great expense, in procuring these extracts,, and have
by so doing rendered it unnecessary for the Commissioners to refer to the
repertories of the Notaries.

117 plans have been copiedl by the Surveyors employed in their office.
The Commissioners were desirous of giving an approximate statement of the

sum required by. the Censitaires for the redemption of all charges whatsoever,
but the uncertainty of the valuation of the right of Banalité, and also the great
variation of the Rentes and Lods et Ventes in each Signiory, render this task
impossible.
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The Schedules of the Seigniories of Contrecour and Courvoyer finallydosed
present the following results:-

CoNTRECoUR.-The Rentes are variable and amount from one penny and a
quarter to one penny and a half, and the Lods et Ventes to one penny and three
quarters per arpent, thus giving for a lot of 90 arpents,

Cens et Rentes.......... ........................ £0 9 4
Lods et Ventes ....................... ......... 0 14 1

Annual rent.... .............. ............. £1 3 6

Capital ............. ................. £19 il 8

CoURvoYE1..-Average ¾th to Lth of a penny. Lods et Ventes 2j per arpent.
A Lot of 90 arpents would pay,

Cens et R entes. ......................................... £ 0 6 6¾
Lods et Ventes ..................................... .. o,15 1j

Annual Rent...................£ 1 2 6

Capital .............. ................. £18 5 O

The Schedules of the Seigniories of Foucault, Lacolle and Lasalle are al o
conpleted.

The rents in the 1st and 2nd are very high, in the third they are not so, but
the Lods et Ventes represent a considerable capital, so that the charges imposed
upon the lands in these Seigniories, muclih exceed the average of those of the
other Seigniories. They show a capital double that of Contrecoeur and Cou
voyer. The following is the result:

Foucault pays 4d per acre of Cens et Rentes and 1¾d per acre of
Lods et Ventes,-Total.................... £ 2 3 1

Capital ...................................... £36 0 0

Lacolle pays 4îd. per arpent rente, 6d. per 4 arpents in front of
cens, and 1½d per arpent of Lods et Ventes, making per 90
arpents, Cens et Rentes and Lods et Ventes,-Total".. .. £ 2 5 6

Capital ........ .............................. £38 0 0

Lasalle pays one sol tournois and one quart of corn per arpent,
in superficies, and one sol cens for each arpent in front,
and 6 sols and 8½ pence for Lods et Ventes,-Total....£ 2 6 9

Capital..... ............... .............. £39 a O

The Commissioners have deemed it their duty to cite these examples in whiéh
the redemptions will be different, one from the other, as being calculated -to
afford an approximate idea of the average redemption of Seigniorial dues.

The whole humbly submitted.
We have the honor, &c.,

(Signed,) IENRY JUDAU, Co)missioner

The Honorable T. L. TERRILL,
ProvinWial Secretary.
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STTEMÉNT 'exhibitin 'the 1Num e'b of FiF W San IGNioRIES in the DISTRn s0of
O1rwA, ONTREAL and TRmEE IVERS n c the C a8t8 leare
completed and closed (or about to be); also, th progress towards com-
pletion of them in other Seigniories, in the said Districts, on the 26th
day of February, 1857.

Districts of Ottawa and Nontreal.

NA MES,

OF TIHE à

S E I G N IO R I E S.

1 Argenteuil ............ ...............
2 Beauharnois ...................... .... ... . .....
3 Béaujeu or Lacollo........ .............
4 Beloil....................
5 Bellevue ..........................
6 Berthier and Isle Raudin .................
7 Blainville ............................ 1 i
8 Bleury ................. ..
9 Bon.secours.................

10 Bourchemin........ ................. 
Il Boucherville .................. ........
12 Bourgmarie West ...........
13 Cap St. Michel........................ 1 i i
14 Chambly............................
15 Chateauguay ..................................
16 Chicot and Isle Dupads .................
17 Contrecour .......................... i 1 1 1
18 Cournoyer ...........................
19 Dailleboùt .......................... i
20 Deléry ............ .......
21 De Ramsay, N.............
22 De Ramsay, S.........................i
23 Du Sable ............................ 1 i
24 'Foucault..e................
25 Guillaudire................
26 Isle Bouchard ..............
27 Isle Bizard,................
28 Isle Perrot .. ................. i 1
29 Isle Jésus.................. ....
30 Islede Varennes ...... ................
31 Lachenaie ..... ... .. . ..
82 Lanoraie............................ 1 1 ..
83 Lasalle ......................
34 L'Assomption......................... 1 1
35 LaValtrée ... ..............
36 Longueuil .............. ............. 1 i
87 Mille Isles......... .....
88 Monnoir. ...............
39 Montarville...................... .. 1
40 Nouvelle Longueuil .................. i
41 Noyau.. ...................
42 Petite Nation ........................ i
43 Repentigny;.......

43 ~ Carried vr.......43 835 7 20 1
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SATmiæn exhibitinp the lNumber of Fu s and SEIGNIoRIES i e DISTmIGTSA)
QTTw, MoNTIEAI., and THRE IVERS in which the, Cadastres are
completed, &c.-(Continued.)

Districts of Ottawa and Mon treal. (Continued.)

NAMFS

OF TE

SEIG NI O R I E S.

43 Brought over............... 43
44 Rigaud ............................. 1
45 Rouville ........ ,.............. ...... 1
46 Sabrevois ............................. 1
47 Soulanges .......................... 1
48 St. Armand ........ ................ 1
49 St. Blair .................. 1
50 St. Charles ... ........................ 1
51 St. Denis.............................. 1
52 St. François le Neuf ................... 1
53 St. George ....................... .... 1
54 St. Hyacinthe...... ........... ... .... 1
55 St. James...... ........
56 St. Normand ......................... 1
57 St. Ours ........ ,.................... 1
58 Terrebonne............................ i
59 Thwaite ........................ ..... 1
60 Tremblay ........................... 1
61 Trinité ................. ..... ..... 1
62 Varennes ............................ 1
63 Vaudreuil...,... .................... 1
64 Verchères .....................

64 Total............ .... 64

District of Three Rivers.,

1 Baie du Febvre ........................ 1
2 cancour .......................
3 Bourgmarie East ....................... 1
4 Carufel............................... 1
5 Champlain .......
6 Cournoyer ........................... 1
7 Courval ............................. 1
8 Dgur..........................
9 Duinontier ...........................

10 Gentilly ...............
il Godfroy ..... ......................
12 Grand Pie.... ....................... i
13 Grosbois...... .................... I
14 Isle des Plaines ..........................
15 Isle du Large....... ............

5. Garried forard ........... 18

i
~'1''

1'~

i

10

i
i

1~
1*

* ;I.

1~
i.
i.,
1
i.

i0*

1,

1 i

2

8à

C

c:.) t -~o

85 87
i I

i
i i

i
*1 i
i i

i. i
i '1

i
'i ''1
*1 1~

i i.
i i
i i
i i
i i
i. i

20

r1 .

*1

.81

8

1

1

1'

0
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STÂTEMENT exhibitin the Number of EIrEs and SEIGNIORES in the DIsTRIuoTs of
OTmAWA .MIONTREL, and, TREE Rwus, in which the Cda8'tre8 are
completed, &c.-(Continued.)

District of Three Rivers.-(Continued.)

N A M 'E S

OF THE

S E I G N I O R I E S.

15 B3rough&tforward........
16 Isle Madame .......................
17 Isle Moran ....................... ..
18 Isle St. Pierre ........ ................
19 Lanaudière............................
20 Lussaudière...........................
21 Maskinongé ...........................
22 Nicolet ........................ ......
23 Pierreville ...... ................ ..
24 Pointe du Lac .. .....................
25 Rivière du Loup ...................
26 Rocquetaillade .............
27 Ste. Anne de la Pérade..................
28 St. François du Lac ....................
29 Ste. Marie ............................
30 St. Pierre les Becquets ...... .. .. ....
31 Yamaska, or LaVallière ..............

31 Total.......................

18

I
1
1
1

*1
1
1
1I
1
1

1 i

27

10 10

1 1i
1 1i

1 1
1 1i
1 1
1 1
1 1
1 1i
1 1

1 1

20 21

2 2

...... . . . .
.... . .. .

.... .. . .

1 1

1 1*

4 4

FIEFS in the DISTRICTS Of OTT v, MONTREAL, and THREE RIvERS.

$ -

NAMES oF Tii FIEFS. 

~r

1 Fief Boucher ......................... i
2 do Choissy........................... 1 1
3 do Clauss.......................... i 1
4 do Dorrilliers.................... 1 1
5 do Dutort........................... .
6 do Granger......................... .
7 do Haut Boe...........................i
8 do Hertel and Marsoletto................ 1 1
9 do Hope ................ 1 1

10 do Genison ......................... i 1
Il do Labadie........................... .1
12 do LaFramboise ................... .1 1
13 do Martel............. 

13 0 rielover............. 12 L7

1'

1'........ ......1 4.
i
i

12 1

12 -1 1ý

9185.
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FIFS in the DISTRICTS of OmrÀwÂ, MONTREAL, and TiiREE RIVERs.-(Continue

OFFICE OF THE SEIGNIORIAL COMMISSI
Montreal, 25th Feb

(Signed,) IENRY JUDAH,
NORBERT DUMAS,

Commssioner's.
ON,
ruary, 1857.

LisT of PLANS 'of SEIGNIORIES and 'FiFS, Copied and Scheduled accordink t9
their present subdivision, at the Seigniorial Office in Mon treal,1
1856, 1857.

NAME OF THE SEIGNIORY on FIEF, &c., &c.

Superficies of
the Original Plan

copied.

In Square Feet.
---------- I -~ I -

Isle Jésus . . .. .. .... ......

St. Hyacinthe.......... ....................
Censive Rougemont, Rottermond ..................
Censivë Rougémont, Drummond....................
Censive Rougemont, Mondelet......................
Censive Salvaille ..................... .....
Town of St. Hyacinthe.......................
Montague Yamaska ........... ................
Town of St. Hyacinthe..........................
Village of St. Césaire .........................
Relevètde la Rivière Yamaska .......
Seigniory Beauharnois ..... ....................
Village Beauharnois ...............

Carried for .ard .......................

Superficies of the'

Plan Scheduld>

Englishi MeÂI

40 square feet.. 80 square féét
36 do.
5 do
5 do.
5 do.
5 do.

12 do.
5 do.

26 do.
1 do.

80 do.
4 do.
1 do . 8 square fe t

175 squarefeet. 86 squAre fet.

Kp



20 Victoria. ppeddi(x e .)

LIST of PÉÉof SNIOIES and FS 0ped&0( d.)

NAME ÔP THE SEIGNIORY 'oR FIEF, &e., &c.

roug forward.......................
Village Ellicetow .............................

do Brownville.............................
do St. Jean Chrysostôme.....................
do Durham..................................

do Howick*.. . .......... ....... ..... .... ...
do Primeauville (Ste. Martine)... ... ..........

Monnoir ..............................
St. François le Neuf ..................
Village St. Charles ou Debartzch . ... ......
Ramsay et Martigny ..............
Fief Courval Baie du Febvre . .... ...
Pierreville, Rivière Doin, Bourgmané est'. ......
Lavallière St. François & Lupandière............
St Zéphirin and Labeue...... .................
Hope et Hünte ...... .. ...............
Lasalle .... .................................
Village St. Remi........ ......................
Daillebout and Ramsay..........................
Upper section of the River L'Assomption,............
North part of Daillebout .....................
2 Fiefs Lamothe, Daillebout.......... .. ..........
Part belonging to P. L. Panet, Daillebout .............

do Levêque, do ...
do Thérèse Abott, do ...

Petit Nation .. ............ .. . ......
Lavaltrie............................
Argenteuil ................ ... ..
St. Pierre Les Becquets.............................
Terrebonne.......................... ........
Rivière du Chêne .. .. ....... .. ..
St. Arnand .. ........................
DeLéry ............... ..........
Village of Napierville. . ..... .......

do St. Jacques le Mineur...................
Rouville ..... ............................
Village of St. Hilaie.......................
Isle Bizard ............ ...................
Chateauguay .................................
Village St. Isidore.............................

do 8 in Chateauguay........................
Tremblay ............ . . .............
St. James ..............................
Thwaite ........ . ......... . .........
West Partie of St. James........... ....
Montarville...... ..... ...........
Foucault . ....... .................
Béloeil................
Boucherville ................... ...............
Isles de Boucherville .... .... ....................
Martel..........................
Isles de la Trinité et Ste. Thérèse...................

Superficies of Superficies of thé
the Original Plin

copied. Plan Schedulöd;

In Square Feet. English Measure.

175 square feet..
0. 5 decimals.
0.5 do.
0.5, do
0.5 do
0.5 do .
1.5 do .

15 square feet.
9 do ..
2 do
6 do .

*5 do.

4 do.
4 do.

12 do.
6 do
6 do.
7 'do.
4 do.
4 do.
53 do.
5 do.
5 do.

20 do..
12' do.
20 do.

6 do
18 do.
5 do.
6 do.
5 do.
1 do.

10 do.
2 do
6 do
6 do
2' o
6' o

8 do

4
4
6 do
6 d

5 do.
8 do'.,
6 do .
4 do;7

' do.

'a do.

86 square feet.

5. do.
25 do*
5 do.
.5 . do.'
5 do.

21 .do.
2 do.

26 do.

7 do.

50 do

8 do.

14 do.6 'do.

6 do.10) d

Carriedve'.. , ,, ' 489 square fe'et.. ~3T3 square feet..l fi U8 uae feet.
I

1 '
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LIST of PLANS of EQNIORIES and FmFs Opie c

Superficies of Superficies of the
the Original Plan Plan Schedúled,NAME OF THE SEIGNIORY, on FIEF, &c., &c. copied.

In SquareFeet English Measure

Brought over...............................

Grand Pie, Dumontier, part of Grosbois............
Machiche et Rivière du Loup ........................
Contrecour ......................................
Varennes............................................
La Trinité ..........................................
Bleury.........................................
Sabrevois .................................... .....
Noyau..............................................
Village de Christieville .................... .. .......
Lachenay ..........................................
Part North-West of DeLéry .......................
Lacolle ............................................
Village of Boucherville................................
Barony of Longueuil..................................
Isle Perreault................................... ....
St. George ......... .........................
Blainville ....................................... ...
St. Normand ........................................
Cap de la Magdelaine and Champlain ................
Champlain ..........................................
Vaudreuil ...........................................
Berthier, Dautré, Isle du Pads .....................
Ste. Anne ...............................
Gentilly ......... . . . ..................
Laprairie ........ .....................
Yamaska or LaVallière ...............................
1st part South of the Seigniories between Deschaillon and

Sorel.......... .........................
2nd part of the Sei niories between Sorel and Godmanchester
Parish de St. Paul l'Ermite ...........................

Total .............. ...... ....... .......

Total ............... ...... .............

Square Root ..............................

489 square feet..1
40 do

10 do
6 do.
S odo.
5 do.
6 do.
5 do.
4 do.

84 do.
2 do.
8 do.

25 do.
3 do
5 do

18 do.
7 do.
7 do.
8 do.
4 do
6 do.

15 do..
80 do.
5.30 do.

10 square feet.

5.70 do.
2.60 do.

762.60 square feet
510.50 do.

1278. 10squarefeet

86.68 feet.

313 sq uare feet»
50 do.

20 do.

86 do.

24.5- do'

510.50 squar~efeet

Total................117 Plans.

(Signed,) T. J. V. REGNAUD, .P.
Assistant Geometrician~ of o&edzdes to

the Segnioria1 Ofce.

MO=rEmi, 26th February, 1857.

~l~85~
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A STATEMENT of MONEYs EXPENDED by the MONTREAL BiANCH of the SEImNIEI&L
COMMIssION, from the ist Januàry, 1856, up to the lst January, 1857.

lst.. Salaries to Commissioners, (including the sum of.£330, paid Louis 'Archam'
bault, Esquire, for bis services during the period ofbis Commis-
sionership,) to the Secretary, Clerks, Copyists, Messenger and
Office-keeper, &c., for one year......................2830 9

2nd. Amount paid parties for preparing, completing, revising, and correcting
Schedules, estiinating the Value of whéat, éoées, aid other Seig-
niorial rights, also the~value of emiplacements, for posting, publish-
ing enquête notices, throughout the greater part of theFief and
Seignioiies of the Districts'of Ottawa, Montreal, and Three Rivers. 1493 18

8rd. Office expenses, including bouse, gas and water rents, fuel and light, offce
furniture and repairs, petty ¢expenses and .sundries.............25

4th . Amount paid towards the Surveying Departnient of the Seigniorial Com-
mission............ ............................... 323 9,

5th Telegraph Account, Postage, Printing, and Stationary............... 52 18

£ 5026 2

il

0

2
0

(Signed,) HIENRY JUDAII,
NORBERT DUMAS,

Comrmisoner&
Om0E OF TE SEIGNIORIAL COMMISSION,

Montreal, 25th February 1857

[Translation.]

OFFICE OF THE SEIGNIoRUIAL CoMMIssJON,
ONTREAL, 2ncl Mar, 1857.3

Sir,-The undersigned Commissioners, under the Seigniorial Act of 1854, hav-
ing subsequëntly to their last Report receited the Schedules finflly closed and
completed of several Seigniories, have deemed it to be their duty to make a
supplementary .eport for the information of His Excellency the Governor
General.

Upon reference to the statement hereto annexed, it will appeatiat the average
amount of the redenption in the 10 Seigniories therein mentioned s £2412s.
2d.

'We hamv the honor, &c.,

(Signed,)

The Honorable T. L. TERRtLL,
Provincial Secretary.

HENRY JUDAH,
NORBERT DUMAS,

Commnissioners.

1ï357- E



20 Victoria.

S E I G N 1 0 R I E S.

Varennes, 1st part de F. Lussier ........
do 2nd do E. Mailhot ........
do 3rd do Labroquerie
do 4th Fief La Guillaudière ......
do 5th Isle Ste. Thérèse..........

Verchères, Lot of Verchères.........
do Boucherville ........
do Léry.........

Fief St. Michel and la Trinité ....
Fief Martel ....................

Total of 10

do 1

Seigniories .......

Seigniory .......

Cens
et Rentes.

£ s. d.

0 7 '6
0 15 0
0 15 0
0 7 6
0 15 0
0 15
0 151 0
O 15 O
0 71 6
0 1161 8

Lods

Lods
et Ventes.

0 i 10
1 0 7à
2 3 1
0 9 4i
0 15 0
0 12 6
0 18 Ill
Q 12 91
0 13 11
0 15 0

... .. O

Total. Capital.

£ s. d d

0 19 4J 16 2 11
1 15 ,7 2918 8
2 18 1 48 8 4:
0 16 10 14 1 8
1 10 0 25 0 0
1 7 61 2218 4
1 8 ]t 23 9 6
1 7 91 23 2 6
1 0 7i 17 4 6
1 11 8 26 O 1Q

246 1 10

.. .........£ 2412 2

(Signed,) HENRY JUDAII,
NORBERT DUMAS,

Commissioners.

E T IJUR N
To an Address of the Legislative Assembly to the Governor General,

dated 26th March, 1857, for "a Statement of any sums of Money paid

'to the Government for Seigniorial charges and dues by the purchaser

"of the Seigniory of Temiscouata."

By Comnmand.

T. LEE TERRILL,

Secretary.

SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

Toronto, 6th May, 1857.

Apperidix (No. 36.)
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1REEIVER GENER A's OnOE,
ToRoNTo, 28th March, 1857.

Sir,-I beg to return herewith an Address of the Legislative Assembly, re-
questing a Statement of money paid to the Government for Seigniorial charges
by the purchasers of the Seigniory of Temiscouata, and to state that the intorma:
tion required does not appear in the books of this Department, but would more
likely in those of the Crown Lands.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

C. E. ANDERSON, D.R.G.
Honorable T. L. TERILI,

Provincial Secretary, Toronto.

CRowN LANDs OFFICE,
ToRONTO, 16th April, 1857.

Sir,-With respect to the Address of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly,
of the 26th ult., for a statement of any sums of money paid to the Government
for Seigniorial charges and dues, by the purchasers of the Seigniory of Termis-
couata, which has been transferred to this Departnent for action, and which I
return herewith; I have the honor to state that, since the Inspector General of
the Queen's Domain commenced to render his accounts, for per centage, to, this
office, viz.: the lst July, 1848, no Quint has been paid to Government, on the
Seigniory in question. To ascertain whether any and what Quint bas been paid
previous to that date, it will be necessary torefer to the accounts of the above
mentioied officer, whic1h wilbe found n te office of either the Inspector or
Receiver General, or fo the aéount books of the laiter, io whom these payrments
were rmade direct, previous to the transfer of the Administration of the Dloman
of the Crown to this office. The search need not be madefurther back than the,
14th October, 1828, as on referring to the answer to an Address of the Legisla-
tive Assembly, of the 25th January, 1856, it appears that Mr. Alexander Traser
paid, on that day, the Quint due in his purchase of the Seigniory in question,
therein referred to as the-Fief Madawaska. I may further state that, on the 5th
Deceimber, 1838, a part of the Seigniory in question was commuted in favor of
Nathan Cummings, Esquire. The fine for this comrtutation, '(whichit appèrs
on reference to the Patent, was paid to the Receiver General, by John Malcoln
Fraser,) together with the Quint, if-any was then paid, can also be ascertained
from the books of the above last named oflicer.

I have the honor to be,
Your obedient Servant,

JOSEIPH CAUCHON,
Comrnissioner of Crown Lands.

The Honorable T. L. TERRILL,
Provincial Secretary.
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INSPECToR GENERALS OFFI

ToRoNTo, 6th May, 1857

Sir,-On1reference to the books of this Department, it is found that nd
payment has been made to the Government· on account of the Seigniory of
Temniscouata froim lst January, 1843, up to lst July, 1848, and I beg to efceos
herewith the Report of Mr. Laurin, Inspector of the Queen's Domain, havXng
reference to the receipts previous to 1843.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

W. W. DICKINSON
Acting Deputy Inspector Geneial.

The Honorable T. L. TERRILL
Provincial Secretary, Tôronto.

[Translation.]

QUEBEC, 30th April, 185

Sir,-I have the honor to inform you, in answer to your letter'of 25th stanVe
that upon examination of the returns of regulated dues by Mr. Primrose, I have
found in the list of regulated dués from the 11th October,'1828, to the 1tÔf
January 1829, a Quint of £56 1s. 3d1., due by Alexander Fraser, Esquire uponp
his purchase of the Fief Madawaska. In the colunn of remarks I find the li
lowing entry in red ink, " loth April, 1829."

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

JOSEPH LAURIN.

The Honorable the Commissioner
of Crown Lands,

Toronto.

R ETURN
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RETUJRN
To an Address from the Legislative Assembly of the 26th ultimo;

iFor copies of Papers relative to Desertion of Seamen at Quebec.
By Command,

E. PARENT,
Assist. Secretary.

Secretary's Office,
21st April, 1857.

SECRETARY's OFFICE,
TORONTO, lOth Oct., 1856.

Si,-His Excellency the Governor General has had his attention called to
the enclosed paragraph in Wilmer & Smith's 'European Times," of Sept. 13th.

His Excellency cannot believe that the facts therein alleged can be substan-
tiated, but it is necessary that they should be promptly contradicted if untrue, as
their circulation in Europe is calculated to infliet serious loss and discredit on the
commerce of Quebec.

His Excellency requests, therefore, that Mr. Fry arid other parties may b
called upon to state in writi ng ail they know on the subject of such outrages, an
that the truth or falsehood of th ese charges should be investigated at once an
reported on by you. A copy of this letter is forwarded to the Mayor of Quebec
and to the Board of Trade of the City.

You will be good enough to return to me the enclosed paragraph, with your
report on the same.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) E. PARENT,
Assistant Secretary.

J. Maguire, Esq.,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police,

Quebec.

The European Times.-Queber, Piracy.

Mr. H. Fry, Lloyd's Agent at Quebec, writes the following to the " London
Times" -Permit me to call your attention to the lamentable and lisgraceful
state of affairs existing at this port. The crimping system bas now reached such
a pitch that the force of law is completely set at defiance, the life of a British ship
master in a British port is no longer safe, and piracy stalks abroad unchecked,
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in the midst of a British population, and under the very walls of a British fortress.
Night after night ships in the harbor are boarded by crinps well armed with re-
volvers, the crews carried off, the masters and officers threatened with instant
death if they resist, and the owner's property plundered. And for this state of
things the authorities here either cannot or will not find a remedy. I can cite
scores of instances to prove the truth of the above. Let one or two specimens
suffice. Here is one:-On Tuesday night last, the brig Regina was boarded at
7 p.m., by four boats, one on each bow, and one on each quarter. A man from'
each boat came on board, armed with pistols and clubs, daring the mate and
second mate to speakç a word at the peril of their lives ; one of them presented a
pistol to the mate's breast. They took three of the men with then, as it appeared,
against their wish ; the man who resolutely refused, had bis chest broken open"
and bis clothes stolen; they also stole all the spare lines that there were ou deck.
Last night the Regina was boarded again by probably the same scoundrels, when
one, barefoot, went to the captain's stafe room and endeavored to steal his chro-
nometer and sexiant; bis wife gave the alarm. JHe then blew out the candle,
jumped into his boat, cnt the painter, and escaped before the crew could corne
to the rescue. The captain was, during the time, at Montreal on business.
Anoler :-The crimps induce two poor foolish creaLures to sue for 13 months'
wages, due to them for service on board the M. A. Peters, hoping to grab
sorme £30 fron each, besides £6, one-half their horneward wages. The Police
Magistrate decides that there is some flaw in the wording of the articles, and
orders payment. We remove it by certiorari to the Superior Court, in order to
defeat the crimps, when a body of them go on board armed, taike possession of
the ship, and defy all the police in the place to remove therm, until the wages are
paid. During the whole of this season we have paid £10 to £12 sterling per
month for sailors ; the majority of ships lose the whole or a portion of their crews,
and the dead loss to British ship owners engaged in this trade will not be less
than £100,00, sterling, for the present season alone. Now, Sir, if the authorities
here are powerless, can it be that with so rnany arrned ships lying idle, we are
to be left a prey to pirates in a British port, and under ihe very shadow of the
British flag ? Let but a single case of this kind occur on the coast of Morocco,
and forthwith a whole fleet is despatched to punish the offenders.

SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

TORoNTO, 101h Oct., 1856.

SiR,- I have the honor to enclose to you, by command of His Excellency the
Governor General, for your information, a copy of a letter this day addressed to
the Inspector and Superintendent of Police, Quebec, calling for that Officer's
report on the subject of certain outrages alleged to have been committed withiîi
the Port of Quebec.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) E. PARENT.

Addressed to His Worship the Mayor of Quebec,
and ho the President of the Board of Trade,

Quebec.
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SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

TORONTO, 13th Oct., 1856.
SIR,-I have it in command from His Excellency the. Governor General, to

state that His Excellency's attention bas been called to a paragraph in Wilmer
& Smith's " European Times" of the 13th September last, on the subject of alleged
crimping of seamen and other outrages in the Harbor of Quebec, to which I am to
refer you.

His Excellency cannot believe that the facis therein alleged can be substan-
tiated, but it is necessary that they sliould be promptly contradicted if untruze, as
tlieir circulation in Europe is calculated to infliet serious loss and discredit on
the commerce of the Port of Quebec.

The Inspector and Superintendent of Police at Quebec has been directed to
cal upon Mr. Fry and other parties alluded to in the paragraph in question, to
state in vriting, all they know on the subject of such outrages, and to investigate
and report at once, as to the truth or falsehood of these charges.

His Excellency is further desirous of receiving fromu you an early report on
the subject of this communication. And if any such evils as alleged do really
exist, lie will be happy to receive from you any suggestions as to the course you
may corsider most advisable to be pursued for their repression.

1 have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) E. PARENT.
J. W. Dunscomb, Esq.,

Shipping Master,
Quebec.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF PoLiCE,

QUEBEC, 16th Oct., 1856.
SIR,-I have the honor to inform you for the information of His Excellency

the Governor General, that I am engaged in the investigation of the alleged out-
rages contained in Mr. Fry's letter publishecd in the " London Tirmes," and Wil-
mer and Smith's " European Times," as directed by His Excellency.

I am now in communication with Mr. Fry and other parties on the subject;
but I find that a fewT days will have to elapse before I shall be prepared to for-
ward the report. I only received your letter on the 14th instant.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGURIRE.
I. and S. of Police.

Honorable T. Lee Terrill,
Provincial Secretary,

&c., &c., &c.

(Translation.)
CITY HALL,

QUEBEC, 18th Oct., 1856.
SIR,-I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated the

10th October, together with the letter you addressed to Mr. Maguire, Superin-
tendent of Police, with regard to certain statements of facts in a letter written by

A. 1857.
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a Mr. Fry, published in Wilmer & Smith's " European Times," and republished
in the Canadian newspapers.

I must state for the information of His Excellency, that I have had an inter-
view with Mr. Maguire, and that gentleman informed me that he intended to take
such immediate steps in the matter as to be able to meet the views and wishes
of His Excellency.

Being well aware of what interest the subject is to the commerce and pros-
perity of Quebec, I sincerely hope that the enquiry will produce a satisfactory
result.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) OL. ROBITAILLE,
Mayor.

E. Parent, Esquire,
Assistant Provincial Secretary,

Toronto.

CUSTom Hous,

QUEBEC, 22d Oct., 1856.
MvY DEAR SIR,-The subject of desertion has been so well ventilated that

I cannot hope that my report will prove either interesting or useful.
I have endeavoured to be as concise as possible, and to avoid going over

well trodden ground by appending elaborate notes of the expressed opinions of
others. It is a great error to suppose that the evil is worse or even as bad now, as
it bas always been before ; the reason for the present mitigation will be found in
the comparative low rate of wages, viz:- £8 now, instead of £20, which 'has
prevailed some seasons.

Is it not curious, my dear Sir, that the Home authorities, in framing these
important measures, have never paid us the poor compliment of sending to
Canada, for the aid of some person who night be supposed to possess some local
knowledge of the matter?

If the Governor General has not met with Mr. Lindsay's most excellent book,
1 have a copy very much at His Excelleney's service, if he woulid like to see it?

My dear Sir,
Yours very truly,

J. W. DUNSCOMB.
E. Parent, Esquire,

Assistant Secretary,
&c., &c., &c.

NOTICE.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF PoLIcil,

QUEBEc, 27th May, 1856.
Masters of ships and others whom the subject concerns are particularly

requested to take notice :
That the River Police are liberally paid and provided by Government with

every thing necessary to render the force effective ; and that they are not allowed
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to receive from any other source, money, or other gratuity, for services rendered in
the performance of their duty.

It is an important part of the duty of the Police to be vigilant in the protec-
tion of property afloat, and when such property bas been dispersed by the
severity of the weather, or lost, or is missing from some other cause, t1o make
every exeriion to recover the same.

All tiraber, boats, and other property saved or picked np by the Police are
deliverable to the owners, on identification, free of charge.

The force is under the immediate control of Mr. Robert Henry Russell, Chief
Constable, and he, or in his absence another officer, will always be found in
attendance at Cul de Sac Station, Lower Town.

Any cause of complaint on these several heads or any other, concerning the
conduct or inefliciency of the force, will receive due attention when reported to the
undersigned.

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
I. and S. of Police.

CUsTo3 HOUsE, SHIPPING MASTER's OFFICE,

QUEBEc, 21st October, 1856.

SIR,-I have the honor to aclnowledge your communication of the 13th
instant, acquainting me that His Excellency the Governor General's attention
had been called to a paragraph in Wilmer and Smith's "l European Times" of the
13th September last, on the subjeet of alleged crimping of seamen and other
outrages in the Harbor of Quebec, to which you refer me.

2. And informing me that the Inspector and, Superintendent of Police at this
port has been directed to call upon Mr. Fry and other parties to state in writing
all they know on the subject of such outrages and to investigate and report at
once as to the truth or falsehood of those charges.

3. Also intimating that His Excellency is further desirous of receiving from
me an early report on the subject of your communication, and if any such evils as
alleged do really exist, he will be happy to receive from me any suggestions as
Io the course I may consider most advisable to be pursued for their repression.

4. In reply to the 1st -and 2nd parts of your communication, I have to observe
that I read the article in Wilmer and Smith's paper. I enclose a very judicious
advertisement issued by the Inspector and Superintendent of Police, which bas
appeared in the local papers of this port during the season, and has been conspicu-
onsly posted up in this office, and doubtlessly having elidited formal complaints of
all similar irregularities wili provide the Inspector and Superintendent of Police
with the means of furnishing correct information on this head.

5. I now proceed to report, as required in the last paragraph of your letter,
and respectfully to offer some suggestions.

6. That parties do board vessels in this port for the purpose of inducing
seamen to desert, and that from the very character of so demoralizing a pursuit,
such parties will resort to any outrage whatever, for the purpose of S n 1
effecting their objeci, (1) I have no doubt, though, personally, I have
never witnessed any thing of the kind notwithstanding that 1 am often on the
water, and have daily communication with the masters and men in
port. (2) In fact I know in the world of imiportance and size wtiere o
similar outrages do not exist to a greater or less extent. ,There are sometimes
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8,000 persons afloat in this port at one li'me ; persons (seamen) leading a
life and following a calling of that peculiar character, to require from ail countries
peculiar laws for thir pari icular governnent, (6) and Ifeel quite sure
that desertion, robbery and even murder, wili be committed anongst
sucli a number of sailors, wherever they ray be ; but add to this, that the imme-
diate locality entertains and exercises a direct and active interest in the deser-
lion of seamen, it shLould not be a matter of surprise that outrages such as com-
plained of do exist and require strong measures for their suppression.

7. The shipbuilders of Quebec, an influential and highly respectable class,
would be obliged to import seamen or else would not be able to man
their ships, if sailors did not deserl.

8. The lodging hous ekeepers, also a very influential class, would be neces-
sitated to close their doors were it not for the lucrative custom affbrded by the
desertion of two thousand seanien annually. To correct Sco notes (andi1.)
desertion, crimping, and diminishi the evils complained of, ad-
ditional legislation is required to meet these two infiluential and active class
interests ; vith only an allusion to anoiher very active element, the advocates,
who find lucrative employment in carrying on the war of sailors against captains
aud owners.

9. The general discharge of crews on arrivai in port would see notes (4 and 5.)
no doubt at once prevent desertion, this change in the existing practice would be
an experiment, and I apprehend vould be resisted by the British ship owner to
the last, as presenting obstacles to the economical and reliable management of
property, thîough a general. discharge wvould be of great advantage to Quebec, so
that it is evident any arrangement to be final and satisfactory must he predicated
on the ground of mtual concessions.

10. The laws of the Imperial Parliament and of this Province have hereto-
fore, by express enactment, exempted the ships of the colony from their provisions
as to the shipping and discharge of seanen. I respectfully submit for His
Excellency's consideration the following suggestions :

11. First :T hat provision be made by legislative enact- Sec notes (9 and 10.)ment for the importation of crews for new slips by simply
refusing a clearance at lhis office, unless the seamen maning the ship could
satisfactorily shew that they had been discharged from their last ship's service and
are not deserters.

As this importation of crews would entail a heavy expense to the Quebec
ship builders and would be solely for the advantage of the British ship owner, I
suggest as an equivalent, that the co-operation of the Home Government be invited
and that all ships sailing for this port out of the United Kingdom be required to
bring 1, 2 or 3 extra men according b tonnage, to be discharged on s n (8.)
the arrival of the ship ut this port. This arrangement may be con-
sidered as a compromise of the difficulty between the Quebec ship builders and
the British ship owners, having in view the legitimate calling and fair interests
of both.

12. Secondly : I suggest as an essential in carrying out my views and as a
most necessary institution, the erection of a Sailors'Home, which would secure a
decent and lealthful place of resort for discharged and shipwrecked seamen,
within the reach of ail, to be governed by Act of Parliament, and conducted under
such well digested regulations as will secure order, comfort and sobriety. This
institution w ill meet the second class interest, and set aside the inducement of
immense profits now held out by deseriion to lodging house keepers and lodging
house owners, I do not think it necessary here, Sir, to enlarge on the absolute
necessity and advantage of a Sailors' Home, the sane are too well knowni ta
require comment at ny hands ; but I venture to hand the remark that it is fnot
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creditable to Canada, with one of the most important ports in the world, to be
witiout a humane and benevolent institution which may now be found in ail
other countries.

13. The expense of founding a Sailors' Home should hardly be an obstacle to
its incorporation, for the money paid to Mr. Campbell and myself for the relief of
indigent and slip wrecked seamen would in itself form a considerable item
towards its maintenance.

14. In conclusion, I may be permitted to remark that in a matter involving
conflicting interests of such vast magnitude, and controversy, now extending over
a long period of time, and conducted vith great bitterness, it would not be reason-
able to expect that any proposition frarned in a fair spirit could find favor with
either parly.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. W. DUNSCOMB,
Shipping Master.

Note 1. The following extract from the London Shipping Gazette of the 7th
November 1849, details an occurence in those days of a similar outrage to that
cornplained of in Mr. Fry's letter " We are not at ail surprised to learn that the
crinps at Quebec are still allowed to pursue their ruffianly and lawless career
with impunity. Although it is a garrison town, there appears to be neither law
nor authority there, and yet it lias magistrates and a police. A claim for wages
laielv came before the Magistrates at the.Thames Police Court, when it appeared
that a brig, the John and Eleanor, was boarded in the middle of the night, previous
to lier sailing by a-, armed party of crimps, amounting to 12 or 14, who forcibly
look three of the crew away and the. master had to ship other hands at £8 per
montli.

Noie 2. The perpetrators of outrages similar to that described in preceding
note will naturally select the nighit time for their ill work.

Note 3. Extract of a letter from William Graves & Son, New Ross, 6th
December, 1852, to the President of the Quebec Board of Trade " You Iwill
admit that the crews who navigated ships to Quebec, would be sufficient to bring
them home again, if the ship builders there did not require the service of very
many hundreds of sea men annually for their new vessels, crimping and desertion
would no more prevail with you there than at New York or Boston - but as a suffi-
cient number to navigate the new ships must at ail hazards be seduced and taken
from the vessels arriving at the port, this necessiîty has establislhed crimping as a
Quebec branch of industry, and if it is pushed farber than the interests of ship
builders require, this is the natural result of a body of men organized to set the
laws at defiance, we regret to add with perfect impunily. It will be more fair
and just, that men to bring home 30 to 40 new ships be imported annually, than
that the crews of over 1000 ships are to be tampered with, demoralized, and
incited to desertion and insubordination."

Note 4. Extract of a letter from President of Board of Trade, Quebec, 25th
October, 1852, ho Wm. Graves & Son: " My own opinion (and I believe it is
that of the council also) decidedly is, thatc the evils complained of are caused
entirely by ship owners and ship masters themselves, and that so long as the
former persist in engaging men for the voyage out and home, and the latter when
here, in offering such inducements to deserters from the ships of their neighbours
as double or triple wages, (which to a man, and without serdiple or hesitation,

A. 1857.
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,hey are in the habit of doing) no law that can be enacted will prevent desertion.
Under. such circurnstances, a legalized office for the shipping of seamen is an
absurdily, ihere can be no men but deserters to sbip, whereas were men entitled
to their discharges on arrival here, there would never, from the opening of the
navigation Io its close, be fewer than from 3000 to 4000 seamen openly looking
for and finding enployment in their proper profession, instead of skulking as
criminals in crimp houses and other holes and corners."

Note 5. In reply to -which Messrs. Graves & Son write as follows: "If yout
proposal of shipping crews for the oulward voyage only, was carried intó effect,
it would be sacrificing the interests of the many to that of the few, and would
prevent many ship owners like us, endeavouring to keep their men not only
voyage after voyage, but year after year, which in other trades we can do. Your
plan would put a stop to such desirable and continuous interest between employ.
ers and their men."

Note 6. Mr. W. S. Lindsay in bis book on British shipping, page 96, says:
" Seamen are but the creatures of circumstances ; the mere tools in the hands of
a class of meni known as crimps, who procure them employnent, who discount
their advance notes at most usurious rates, and too ofien plunder thein of all they
possess at the termination of the voyage."

Note 7. Nurmber of seamen and apprentices, exclusive of foreigners, who
deseried at Quebec, in the years 1845, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, up
to 16th Oct. 1856.

1845..............1763 1851..............2559
1846................ 1733 1852................1659
1847..............3058 1853.......... .... 2141
1848.... .......... 1271 1854...............3199
1849..............1333 1855................1698
1850..............1493 1856 to l6th Oct.. 2070

Averaging in round numbers two thousand deserters annually.
Note 8. Statement of arrivals from the United Kingdom at the Port of Quebec,

for the year 1854 divided into three classes:

No. of Vesssels.
500 tons and under........ 0.693 Supplying............693
500 do to 1000...........306 do 2nd............612

1000 do to above........... 55 do 3rd ............ 165

Total men... ........... 1470
This would give 1470 men, at a cost to thei British ship owners not exceed.

ing £7355, as £5 per head would fully cover the cost. Mr. Fry, in bis letter to
Wilmer & Smith's European Times, 13tl Sept., writes down £100,000 as the cost
under the present system of desertion, and perhaps after all the pecuniary loss sus-
tained can by no means give an idea of the evils following in the train of crimp-
ing and which cannot be estimated in money. Now allowing the new tonnage
to be 40,000 tons annually, and the men required (3 to 100 tons) to be 1200
which will be found to be a moderately correct estirnate, the above supply -will
meet the annual demand for new ships.

Note 9. HIon. Henry Black, sec return to an Address of Legislative Assein-
bly of the 28th Feb., 1853 ; " Much has been said about the ditliculty of getting
and keeping seamen on board of merchant ships, some attribute the inconvenien-
ces to crimps, sone to one thing, sone to another, but the main reason would
seen Io be that ihîere is built annually a certain number of ships at Quebec and
Montreal, whose crews must be taken from the ships to these ports, and the evil
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will not be remedied until the owners of new ships built here, shall be obliged
to bring out their crews. At the present low rates of freight and low profits of
shipping, ships are navigated with as small number of hands as niay be,which adds
to the inconvenience. The supply of seamen being thus rendered less than the
denand, and that supply further diminished by the casualties inseparable from
this form of life, the value of the commodity rises in the market proportionally,
and greatly exceeds the price stipulated by the articles in. the redundant market
for seamen, which the British ports furnish. Hence, the attempts of the searnan
to get rid of bis engagement, hence all the operations of the crimps, with the at-
tendant train of police warrants, commitments to the bouse of correction, suits
for wages, &c., It must not be forgotten, that differing fromu most other ports,
Lower Canada may be said. to produce no seamen; all the laws in the world will
not prevent an increase of price, when the dernand comes to exceed the supply, or
prevent the price being higher in places where a given kind of labor is scarce,
than where the same kind of labor is plenty. Rernove the cause and the effect
complained of will be removed, it is idle to complain of the ope ration of causes
which are universal."

Note 10. It will be seen by the following that Mr. Drumrnond, concurring
with Mr. Black in the necessity of crews being brought out for new ships; " con-
ceives that it would not be desirable by any direct enactnent to compel ship
builders to import searnen for vessels built in the colony, but is of opinion that
the adoption of the legislative provisions contained in the Imperial Acts relating
to the shipping of seamen and the clearance of vessels, would indirectly drive the
owners of such new ships to some other market for their crews.

NOTE 11. " Seamen's advance wages and the way it is spent in Quebec."
",Last fall a ship master was desirous of shipping one man to complete the

number of bis crew for the fall voyage, and having engaged one at the high rate
of £12 per month, the seamen required £6 10s. in advance, as he had been two
days on shore. To the natural enquiry of the master how he could have spent
so much money in two days, he replied, 1Il tell you how I spent it: In the first
place I paid £1 for being crimped out of my ship ; £1 entrance money to the
bouse ; and then another £1 is considered all right to treat the company; and
that makes £3 to begin with. Then there is ten shillings for putting me on
board the other ship. The rest is spent in Tobacco and grog, at least they tell
me so, and that's all I know about it. So much for grog."-Quebec Mcrcury,
29th August, 1849.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
QUEBEC, 24th October, 1856.

SIR,-As directed by His Excellency the Governor General, to investigate
certain charges contained in the lettcr of Henry Fry, Esq., published in a para-
graph in Wi[mer and Smith's European Times of the 13th day of September last,
in order to ascertain for the information of His Excellency, how far such com-
plaints cau be verified by the state of things at this port, I have called on Mr.
Fry and other parties to communicate to me, in writing, all they know on the
subject of the outrages complained of, and have the honor to submit the enclosed
documents.

Mr. Fry's letter is an exaggerated description of an evil of long standing,
which bas entailed serious losses for a great number of years past, on the owners
of ships trading to Quebec. Searnen shipped in Great Britain at three pounds
a month, finding on their arrival ont in the spring, ready employment at ten
pounds and upwards for the same period, abandon their engagements and desert
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from their ships, for the new and more remunerating service offered to them
here. The ships from which these first desertions take place, when ready for sea,
have to fill up the vacancieos at the Quebec rate of wages, and in their turn, be-
come from necessity, as the country produces no native seamen, the recipients of
deserters from the ships more recently arrived. Thus is the desertion of seamen
continued uninterruptedly, and the peace and order of the port disturbed during
the entire season of navigation. Boarding-house keepers, who profit by their
impositions on this reckless class, adopt every means to encourage and facilitate
their desertion fromi their ships, and it cannot be denied that this lawless prac.
tice is pursued with increasing boldness and audacity. Several of those persons,
arrested by the police have been convicted for being found on board ships, loiter-
ing in boats near the ships in port, conveying seamen on shore from their ships,
or conveying from on board seamen's effects; but it has not been proved in any
of these cases, that acts of violence were comrnitted on the masters or officers,
that seamen were carried from their ships by armed men, against their will, or
that the owners property was plundered. There can, however, be no doubt that
many daring outrages have becn committed ; and, yesterday, depositions were
made before me by two seamen belonging to the " Lady Seymour," now in this
port, to the effect that three men, one of whom a deserter from the ship, went on
board on the 13th inst., in the night, carried away by force two seamen's chests,
one belonging to the deserter and the other to one of the crew, and while doing
so, one of them levelled a pistol at one of the crew. The police force, as at pre-
sent constituted, is entirely insuflicient to contend with an evil of such magni-
tude in a harbor so extended as that of Quebec.

But there are masters of ships and others, who, while they neglect to make
their complaints known to the proper authorities, publish exaggerated statements
in newspapers, as in the case of the " Mary Anne Peters," which only serve to
create alarm, and support the unfair imputation that, " the authorities will not
find a remedy.)

The case of the " Mary Anne Peters" is as follows: On the 21st day of July
last, a seaman from that vessel brought a complaint in the Police Court, against
the master for the recovery of the sum of £22 17s. sterling, balance of wages.
The complaint was heard before Henry LeMesurier, Esq., and myself, and we
made an order for payment. No warrant of distress was demanded on the or-
der, and no other proceedings was taken in the Police Court. As Mr. Fry does
not question the legality of the decision, I shall not trouble Ilis Excellency with
the law points, but confine myself to an explanation of the outrage alleged to
bave been coinnited on the master and ship, while in the harbor of Quebec.

On the 24th day of July last, Mr. Duggan, the Attorney acting for the sea-
men, instituted proccedings in the Superior Court for Lower Canada, and
obtained out of that Court two Writs of Capais ad Respondendun in actions for
wages against the Master, addressed to the Sheriff for execution. On receipt of
the Writs, the Depty Sheriff, Mr. Von Exter, (the Sheriff being then absent in
England) sent, in the first instance, to make the arrest, one of his bailiffs, who
reurned without having found the Captain. Mr. Von Exter then gave the war-
rant to Mr. Duggan, who placed it in the hands of Police Constable Neilan. He
also procecded to the ship, and not finding the master on board, he returned to
the Attorney's office, when Mr. Duggan caused, the Writ to be placed in the
bands of one .Robert Newman. The particulars of what subsequently occurred
on board the " Mary Anne Peters," in Newman's attempt,*while acting under the
Attorncy's instructions, to execute the warrant, will be found in the accompany-
ing affidavits to which I beg to refer.

Capt. Brown may have feit the institution of proceedings in the Superior
Court vexatious, as there is no jurisdiction in that Court to entertain suits or

A. 857.
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complaints for wages of the amount demanded, still the process of the Court
being obtained, it was bis duty to obey it, until quashed or set aside in due
course of law, and he certainly did not shew much unwillingness to do so, by
remaining concealed in bis state-room.

It is much to be regretted that the Sheriff's warrant was given to the Attorney,
who caused it to be placed in the bands of Newman, a person who should not
have been entrusted with its execution ; but, on the other hand, il can be stated
that Captain Brown obstinately refused to pay his seamen the wages which tbey
Were lawfully entitled to. The annoyance to which he xvas subjected while in
tiis port, provoked in a great measure by his own line of conduct, was certainly
very much magnified when quoted in " Wilmer and Smith's European Times,"
as an act of piracy ai Quebec.

Mr. Fry's knowledge of the outrages alleged to have been committed on the
brigantine '' Regina," \vhile moored off the India Wharf, in the harbor of Quebec,
in August last, is derived frotn the columns of the " Qaebec Morning Chronicle."
The alleged outrages were not made the subjeci of complaint to me, and baving
called upon M. H. Warren, Esq., the consignee, to communicate to me, in writ-
ing, what he knew on the subject, that gentleman has answered in bis enclosed
letter, that the statements made to bim at the time by the master, his wife, and
the mate of the vessel, correspond with that published in the newspapers.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police.

The -Jons T. Lee Terril],
Provincial Secretary,

Toronto.

QUE:c, 21st October, 1856.
Sr,-The brigantine "Regina" arrrived here on the 20th August, and

anchored about a cables length from the India Wharf. The Captain went the
day following to Montreal. The outrages stated to have occurred in the news-
paper reports, were communicated to me by the Captain, bis wife, and also the
mate. In referring you to the newspaper report I beg to say that I believe il to
be essentially the " Regina" arrived here from Sydney, and sailed for Liverpool
on the 10th September, she belongs to Newfoundland.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) M. H. WARREN.
J. Maguire, Esq.,

Superintendent of Police.

(To the Editor of the Morning iChronicle.)

SIR,-As you bave republished my letter to the Times, and an impression
appears to have been conveyed by it which was never intended, allow me
to say that I by no means wished to call in question the legality of the Magistrate's
decision, and I readily admit that, wben applied to by the captain, Mr. Maguire
rendered every assistance in his power.

A 187.
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It is very easy to shew that the system injures eyery class in Quebee. I
know it is felt by Ship-owners to be a more fatal objection to the port than ai
others put together. Let it be discontinued, and you vill have more ships, more
business, and more employment for every working man in Quebec.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) HENRY FRY.
Quebec, 80th September, 1856.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF PoLiCE,
QUEBEC, 15th December, 1856.

SiR,-Iis Excellency the Governor General having had his attention called
to a paragraph in " Wilmer and Smilh's European Times," of the 13th September,
in which is quoted your letter to the London "Times," on the crimping practices
at this port, wherein it is alleged that

"The crimping system has now reached such a pifch, that the force :of law
is completely set at defiance, the life of a British ship master in a British port, is
no longer safe, and piracy stalks abroad unchecked in the midst of a British
population, and under the very walls of a British FortressI!

" Night after night, ships in this harbor are boarded by crimps well armed
with revolvers, the crews carried off, nolens volens, the masters and officers
threatened with instant death, if they resist or interfere, and the owner's property
plundered wholesale."

" And for this state of things the authorities, here, either cannot or will not
find a remedy. I can cite scores of instances to prove the truth of the above.

And being directed by His Excellency to investigate these charges arid
report thereon, I beg to request that you will give me in writing at your eariliest
convenience all the facts within your knowledge on the subject of such outrages.

I have to observe that I have no recollection of your having, on any occasioný
complained to me of acts of violence committed on the masters of ships in this
port, nor fias the master of any ship frequenting the Harbor since the commence-
ment of present season of navigation made to me any such complaint, except in
the case of the " Mary Anne Peters," and in that case the men found on board
had been taken there by the SheriffPs officer to execute two Writs of capias issued
against the master from the Superior Court.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGLTIRE,
Ins. and Sup. of Police.

Henry Fry, Esq.,
Lloyd's Agent,

Quebec.

LLOYD's AGENCY,

QUEBEc, 20th October, 1856

"IR,-I ave to acknowledge the receipt of your communication, dated l5th
inst., requesting me to furnish you with facts on the subject of the crirrpirg
system at this Port.
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In reply I shall confine myself to the cases which have occurred either to

ships under my own care, or that have come under my immediate observation,
avoiding the numerous cases casually reoorted to me, the particulars of which
can doubtless be procured from the consignees.

In July last, the ship " Juno'" of Bristol, was boarded on the ballast ground

by a number of men, who went"into the forecastle in order to induce the men to'
desert. The captain when informed of it, went to the entrance of the forecastle
and ordered them ashore, when one of the crimps presented a pistol to him, and
threatened to murder bim if he entered, and several of the crew were carried off
before his eyes. My authority for this is Captain John Honey.

In August, the ship " Rajahgo Paul" of Liverpool, on the ballast ground, was
boarded in open day by a body of crimps who presented revolvers to the captain
and mate, and orderecd all the crew out of the ship. The captain, overa wed,
begged them to allow the men to finish the ballast, but in vain. My authority for
this case is Captain Bainbridge.

The ship " Shandon " of Glasgow, notwithstanding that Captain Greig kept
watch on deck himself for two nights, vas attacked by a body of men on Wel-
lington wharf, and the crew compelled to retire from a volley of stones. Six men
were afterwards taken away. My authority for ihis vas the '- Quebec Gazette."

About the same time, the ship " John McKenzie " was attacked in a similar
manner ; one of the stones struck the master and severely injured him. My
authority in this case is Captain J. Tilby.

Shortly after the infamous case of the "Regina" occurred, wliich I quoted
from the columns of the " Quebec Morning Chronicle."

With reference to the case of the " M. A. Peters," I have only to remark
tbat no sheriff's officer was on board that ship. .It is true the crinp in whose
house the two men boarded, and who was at the head of the gang, held a writ
of capias to arrest the captain (which I think was very improperly entrusted to
bim) and under this show of authority, he took a body of men on board with him;
but if these men were there for the sole purpose of carrying out the Sherifls writ,
how came that after I had given security and exhibited to them a written order
of release from the Sheriff, they refused to obey it, or leave the ship ? and svore
that unless the wages were paid, it would be uselëss to 'bring all the Police ,in
Quebec there, as they would have 200 men there in ten minutes.

I also complain that when a body of Police arrived, they allowed these men
to go ashore, instead of taking them into custody.

During the night of the 12th inst., the " Lady Seymour,". lying at Cape Cove,
was boarded by several crimps and four of ber crew carried. Part of the crew
interfered to prevent it, when one of the crimps stood at the door of the forecastle
and tbreatened to murder any man vho interfered, and because some of the men
refused to go, they stole a chest of clothes belonging to them. Resistance was
useless as they bad a large gang in reserve on the wharf. My authority in this
case is Captain J. England, now here.

The following night, the " St. Vincent" at Blais Booms was boarded, and
because the mate interfered, one of the crimps presented a pistol to him and threa-
tened to shoot him. My authority for this is Captain Bevan, now here.

Last night one of the crew of the " Sophia " at Bridgewater Cove was nearly
murdered because he refused to desert. Captain Williams now will prove this.

You will doubtless admit that the above cases are amply sufficient to justify
the staternent made by me, and if it be required, I will procure affidavits from tle
several masters.

I may observe that there are two reasons why captains or consignees so rarely
appeal to you.

The first is a general impression that the police are utterly insufficient to
carry out the law, and the second and more general one, the fear of being

A. 1857e
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singled out for murderous attackçs by the same men. I have been threatened
with murder no less than three times by such.

From an intimate acquaintance with this trade during the past 17 years, I
can assert without fear of contradiction, ihat the system in the eyes of ship
owners is the great bane of Quebec ; ihat il tends to décrease the supply of ships,
and consequently raise the cost of freight, and ultimately to injure every class in
the port.

There is another evil attendant upon it to which I have not hitherto alluded.
I mean the frequent loss of ships in the fall through being short handed, and thus
seriously affect-ing the interests of those whom it is part of rniy duty to protect.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) HENRY FRY,
Lloyd's Agent.

OFFrCE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE.

QUEBEO, 17th Oct., 1856.
SIR,-Hiis Excellency the Governor General, having had his attention called

to the letter of Henry Fry, Esq., Lloyd's Agent of this port, published in the Lon-
don " Times '' in Septeiiber, comriplaining of outrages commilied at Quebec, by
crimps, has directed me to investigate these charges in order to ascertain, for [he
information of His Excellency, how far they can be verified by the condition of
things at this port.

By reference to Mr. Fry's letter to the " Times " and which has been recent-
]y republished in the newspapers of this city, you will see it there alleged that
the crimping system has now reached sucb a pitch that the force of law is com-
pletely set at defiance, the life of a British sbip master, in a British port, is no
longer safe, and piracy stalks abroad unehecked, in the midst of a British popula-
tion, and under the very walls of a British Fortress.

Night after night ships in this harbor are boarded by crimps well armed with
revolvers, the crews carried off, nolens volens, the masters and officers tbreatened
with instant death if they interfere, or resist, and the owner's property plndered
wholesale.

And for this state of things, the authorities here either cannot or will not find
a rernedy. I can cite scores of instances to prove the truth of the above.

I beg therefore to request that you will have the goodness to commnnicate to
me, in writing at your earliest convenience, alL that you know on the subject of
such outrages, and at the same time your answers to the following questions:

Ist. Is it to your knowledge that the master of any ship, while in this port,
has been threatened with personal violence, or assaulted, or bas had his life put in
danger by crimps ? If you have such knowledge state the namne of the party or
parties assailed and the date of the outrage.

2nd. Is it to your knowledge that ships have been boarded while in this port
by arined men, and their crews carried off by force. If you have any knowledge
of such outrage, ,tate when it occurred, and the iame of the ship or ships upon
which il was comrmitted, if such outrages are of daily or of frequent occurrence.

3rd. Have the authorities on any occasion to your knowledge, neglected or
refused, when required, to come to the aid of ship masters in any difficulties in
which they have found themselves involved with their crews, or others, while in
the Port of Quebec? If you know of any such case, state the particulars.

4th. Have you any reason to believe that the lives of ship masters are nôt
safe in the Port of Quebec, or that ship masters are not as free frorn danger of
personal violence here as they would be in any other British port?

A. 1857.
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5th. How long bas the desertion of seamen been complained of as an evil
at Qnebec ?

6th. Has the desertion of seamen at Quebec increased during the last four
or five years ?

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police.

Hon. G. Pemberton, O. Joseph, Esq.,
W. Hl. Tilsione, Esq., A. Falkenberg, Esq.,

Foreign Consuls.

QUEBEC, 23rd Oct., 1856.
SIR,-I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant,

requesting me to communicate to you in writing all that I know on the subject of
certain outrages committed under the crimping system alleged to exist in the
Port of Quebec, as stated in a letter from Henry Fry, Esq., Lloyd's Agent, pnb-
lished in the " Times" newspaper in London, and recently republished in the
newspapers of this city. In reply I beg fo say, that personally I have no know-
ledge of the truth of these statements, but frorr. my position as consular agent of
tlie United States, and from my experience as a merchant engaged in the lumber
trade of this port, I have had the evils caused by the crimping system, notoriously
prevalent in this port, so frequently brought under my consideration, that I cannot
entertain the smallest doubt of their existence. That some of the cases men-
tioned by Mr. Fry, and more lately published in the newspapers of this city, may
be exaggerated, is very possible, but that the evil exists to an alarming degree,
and is increasing yearly, i have no doubt, nor do I think that the law against it
can be enforced by the very inadeqate water police force employed to do so.

I shall now proceed to answer the questions you have put to me in ie order
in which they stand in your letter.

lst. I have no such knowledge except from reports published in the news-
papers and from what masters of vessels bave told me at different times.

2d. The same answer as to the foregoing.
3rd. I have never experienced on any occasion any neglect or refusal on

the part of the authorities to come Io the assistance of masters of vessels in any
difficulties in which they have found themselves involved with their crews or
others while in the Port of Quebec.

4th. I have what I consider strong grounds for believing that the lives of
masters of vessels would be endangered should-they resist the attempts made to
induce their crews to desert, and I know of no port in Her Majesty's dominions
where British ship owners suffer such loss and inconvetience from the desertion
of their crews, and the high rate of wages they are obliged to pay for sailors to
replace then, as in the Port of Quebec.

5th. 'The desertion of seamen has been complained of for more than twenty
years.

6th. I'think the desertion of seamen bas increased for some years past, and
bears a proportion to the number of ships built here and the tonnage thereof.

I have the honor to remain, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) GEORGE PEMBERTON.
John Maguire, Esq.

Inspector and Superintendent of Police,
Quebec.

A. 1857.
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QUEBEC, 20th Oct., 1856.

SIR,-I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 17h inst,
requesting I would reply to certain questions on the subject of crimping in the
Port of Quebec.

I have no personal knoiwledge of any violence having been offered to masters
of vessels, or that the life of any one master has been put in danger by crimps;
nor have I any reason for complaining of the authorities for neglecting or refus-
ing, when required, to aid shipmasters.

The desertion of seamen has existed in the Port of Quebec as long as I can
recollect, and, irn my opinion, will continue so long as a heavy premium is held
ont to deserters, as is the case under the present system ; at the same time I have
no hesitation in stating that the lives of ship masters are as free from danger of
personal violence here as they would be in any other British port.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) A. JOSEPH, [L. S.]
Belgian Vice Consul.

J. Maguire, Esq.,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police,

Quebec.

PORTUGUESE CONsUL ATE
QUEBEC, 21st Oct., 1856.

Si,-l have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 17th inst.,
and have to inform you that no complaints have been macle to me by any of the

captains of the Portuguese vessels that have come to this port, of any outrage
having been committed on them, or their vessels or crews, but I have had fre-
quently to certify on the list of the crews the desertion of several of their sailors.

In answer to your first question, I have to refer you to the case of Captain
Martin of the brig "Try Again," of Cork, in 1852, who was most grossly as-
saulted, and whose life was put in danger by a crimp, namied O'Brien, in Charm-
plain street, between Il and 12 o'clock in the morning.

In reply to your second question, I have no personal knowledge of vessels
being boarded, but I must call your attention to the letter of Captain Augustus
Fox, published in the Morning Chronicle of Wednesclay last, the 15th instant,
detailing a gross outrage on his vessel, which was under my charge.

With respect to the third question, never having applied to the authorities
excepting in the case of Captain Martin, I cannot give any special answer, ail I
know is I had very great difficulty in getting the aid of the Government in prose-
cuting the crimp.

From the numerous complaints made at the office of my firm, I should say
the ship masters are not free from danger of personal violence in Quebec, what-
ever they may be in other British Ports.

The desertion of seamen has been complained of for many years, and during
my seven years resideilce here I believe it has greatly increased.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) W. I. TILSTONE,
Consul.

J. Maguire, Esq.,
Superintendent and Inspector of Police,

Quebec.



20 Victoria. (Appendix, No. 37.) A. 1857

ROYAL SWEDISH AND NORWEGIAN CONSULATE,
QUEBEC, 2Ist October, 1856.

SIR,-I have the honor 1o acknowledge receipt of your communication of
17th instant, referring to certain cornplaints of outrages committed by crimps at
this port, on account of which His Excellency the Governor General has directed
an investigation.

With regard to the systern of crimping I have to say, that it is an unmistake-
able fact that the crews of vessels, while at this port, desert in very great numbers,
and with particular respect to Norwegian and Swedish vessels, I feel assured that
unless the influence of the crimps, in one way or other were employed, not one-
tenth of the men would desert from this class of vessels.

Several instances have come to rny knowledge of the men having been taken
away by force, and the ship masters threatened with violence, but not having
made any particular note as to time and place of occurrence, ilt is difficult to
enumerate the cases.

In reply, however, to your several questions I have the honor to state:
1st. That about three years ago, Captain Arveskong, of the Norwegian ship

"Pors-gru nd," was attacked in Champlain street, Lower Town, on account of
having refused his men to go ashore, and because he had put a watch on board
his vessel who prevented the crimps from boarding lier. Several Norwégian
captains have stated that they considered themselves unsafe in some parts of
the city of an evening, particularly if they had either searched for their deserted
men, or refused the crimps to take their crew away.

2nd. Two years ago the Norwegian barque " Sjofna" was boarded at Ind ian
Cove and three of the crew carried off, the master's protestations notwithstand-
ing. The vessel being on her outward voyage was obliged to go to sea short of
hands. This season a Norwegian brig was boarded by crimps the very night after
her arrival and eight of ber crew carried off,.some against their will, and the master
and mate threatened with violence if they interfered.

A young seaman of good family was one evening made drunk in a tavern
and then kept there against his will for two days, when he succeeded to obtain an
interview with the captain of his vessel the "Astrakan." It was arranged
beween them that the young man sbould be at a certain place at a given bour,
then to go on board, but while waiting there, a whole number of crimps came
across him and dragged him away. He was afterwards shipped on board of an
English vessel. I can state positively that this mran had no wish to desert, he
being in possession of some property at home.

3rd. It is a pleasure to me to be able to state, that on no occasion bas the Police
Magistrate refused to act at rny request, but I have reason to believe that when
wvarrants are placed in the hands of inferior officers, they are no longer properly
attended to, as seldom any result is arrived at in cases of desertion.

4th. From statements received from ship masters, I have reason to believe
that they are not free from danger of personal violence, if they have had the mis-
fortune to cross the paths of the crimps.

5th. As far as I can learn, the unfortunate state of crimping bas continued
for a number of years, and

6th. I believe that during the last couple of years the evil has increased.
How far the crimps have been armed in boarding of vessels, it is of course

impossible for me to state on personal experience.
In the countries which i have the honor to represent at this port, the present

state of things is looked upon as exceedingly deteriorating the character of
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Quebec, and ship owners are deterred to an immense degree from sending their
vessels out here, as long as the crimping shall be allowed to continue.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) ALFRED FALKENBERG,
Consul for Sweden and Norway.

To the Superintendent and Inspector of Police,
Quebec.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
QUEBEC, 17th October, 1856.

Sin,-His Excellency the Governor General lhiving had his attention called
to the letier of Henry Fry, Esq., Lloyd's Agent at this port, published in the
London " Times " in Sepiember, complaining of outrages committed at Quebec
by cri mps, bas directed me to investigate ihese charges, in order Io ascertain, for
the information of His Excellency, how far they can be verified by the condition of
things; ai this jort.

By refereice to Mr. Fry's letter to the " Tirnes," and which has been recent-
]y republished in the newspapers of this city, you will sec it there alleged that:

" The crimping systém has now reached sucb a pitch that the force of law is
completely set at defiance, ihe life of a British ship master in a British port is no
longer safé, and piracy stalks abroad unchecked, in the midst of a British popula-
tion and under the very walls of a Britisb fortress.

" Night after night, ships of ihis barbor are boarded by crimps, well armed
with revolvers, the crews carried off, nolens volens, the masters and officers
threatened with instant death if they resist or interfere, and the owners property
plundered wholesale.

" And for this state of things the authorities here, either cannot or will not
find a remedy ; I can cite scores of instances to prove the truth of the above."

I beg therefore to request that you wili have the goodness to communicate to
me, in writing, at your earliest convenience, all that you know on the subject of
such outrages, and at the same time your aiswers to the following questions:

1st. Is it to your knowledge that the master of any ship, while in this port,
has been threatened with personal violence, or assauhe(d, or has had his life put
in danger by crinps?ý If you have such knowledge, state the name of the party
or parties so assailed, and the date of the outrage.

2nd. Is it to your knowledge that ships have been boarded while in thi
port by armed men, and their crews carried off by force ? If you have any know-
ledge of such outrage, state when it occurred, and the name of the ship or ships
upon which it was committed, and if such outrages are of daily or frequent occur-
rence ?

3rd. Have the authorities, on any occasion, to your knowledge neglectedr<'
refused, when required to come to the aid of ship masters, in any difficulties in
which they have found themselves involved with their crew or others, while in
the Port of Quebec ? If you know of any such case, state the particulars.

4th. Have you any reason to believe that the lives of ship masters are not
safe in the Port of Quebec, or that ship masters are not as free from dangerof
personal violence here as they vould be in any other British port?
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5th. How long has the desertion of seamen been complained of as an evil at
Quebec ?

6th. las the desertion of seamen at Quebec increased during the last four
or five years, and has frivolous litigation on the part of seamen against tleir
masters, increased or decreased during that period ?

7th. What is the average number of ships owned by or consigned to your
house, which arrive annually in the Port of Quebec ?

I have the bonor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
I. and S. of Police, Quebec.

David Gilmour, Esq.,
Merchant,

Quebec.

QuElic, 3rd Nov., 1856.
Smrz -I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th ult., res-

pecting hie letter of Henry Fry, Esq., Lloyd's Agent at this port, which appeared
in the London Times, compl)aining of the outrages committed by crimps at
Quebec, and desiring to be furnisled with ail the information I can communicaté
relative Io, and requesting answers to several questions on the subject. 'These
questions I shall proceed 1o answer in the order in wlich they are put, reserving
general remarks to me made at the conclusion:

Question ist. " Is it to your knowledge that the master of any ship, while in
this port, bas been threatened with personal violence, or assaulted, or has had his
life put in danger by crimps? If you have such knowledge. state the name of the
party or parties assailed, and the date of such ouirage."

Answer. That ship masters have, vhie in this port, been thrcatened with
personal violence, is a fact of such frequent occurrence, that I consider it scarce
worthy of remark ; that they have been assailed, and their lives put in danger,
is perhaps of rarer occurrence ; but yet many such instances have occurred. I
may refer to the case of the l" Sir I arry Smih," commanded by Captain Haws,
while lying at Davie's wharf at Point Levi, in the month of June, 1855. Mr.
George T. Davie, in a letter to us dated the 3Ist ult., states the case as follows,
viz: A boat with six men in it consisting of crimps and one sailor, a deserter
frorn flie said ship, caine alongside. The men went on board and demandedý
the clothes belonging to the deserter. Caplain Haws, who had them in his cabin,
refused to give ther up, upon which they rushed into the cabin with pisiols,
daggers and skiuil crackers, and set upon Captain Haws, kicking and bruising.
hirn, severely, and finally breaking one of the skull crackers on bis head. The
Captain's brother, Richard Haws, Esq., of St. John, N. B., owner of the vessel,
and his lady, were on board at the time, and Mr. Ilaws, who sprung to the assist
ince of his brother, also got severely hurt. Mrs. Haws nmanaged, to get out orr
deck, and calling out murder, brought a number of men who were working lri
our yard to their assistance. The crimps, seeing the men go on board, fled to
iheir boat, four of whom managed to escape, leaving the remainder, one crimp,
and the sailor, on the wharf, where they were secured by the Police, and taken
before the Magistrate, to whose records I beg to refer you, for any further particu
lars you'may require iespecting this case.

There are many recent cases, one of which a case oi threatening, is the case
of the bark " Lord Metcalfe," when lying off Diamond Harbor, about the 30th"
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September last, when a number of crimps came alongside, Nvanted the crew to
desert, and threatened the nrate \with a pistol and slng-shot; these. men were
taken by the Police, cornmitted to jail, and were sentenced to pay a fine of 40s.,
and one montl's irmprisonment ; the lowest penalty the law inflicts.

Aniother case, that of the bark " Burrell" ]ying off Gibb's wharf, about the
19th September, three pisiol shots were fired at the watchman, Martin Lilles, hy
crimps, because he would not allow then to cone on board.

The master of the barque "Tay," of Whitby, writes us on the 25th ult. as fol-
lows, viz: In answer to your enquiry if I had ever been threaiened with iersonal
violence, or assaulted, or rny life put in danger by crimps at this port, I have Io
state fltat, in the muonth of June last, one night about midnight, L vas roused out
of bed by one of the crew who informed me tbat a crimp's boat w\as alongside.
And on my appearing on dcck and desiring them to iove off, I was replied to
by threats of violence and even deati.

On the 14th of the present month, some crimps took five of my crew, and at
ie same time stole 12 or 15 fathoms of 3 inch rope, and althongh I have informa-
tion as to their place of residence in Champlain street, I cannot venture to
claim my men witliout, I consider, great personal danger.

Mr. Richard P. White, manager of our business ai Indian Cove, writes us
under date the 22nd ult. as follows, viz: cases are constantly occurring at ibis
Cove in which not only masters but even walchmen and persons in charge at
the place, are tbreatened, and masters are even defied on board their own vessels
in broad day light. There is scarcely a day passes without the place being infested
with crimrïping boats, and I believe there is scarcely a vessel loaded here, but
what has losti more or less men. The letter forwarded today frorn the master of
the" Henry Cooke," for tuhe Chief of Police, isjust an instance of wbat has been
going on all the season. The master of the " James McHarry " who loaded here
in the month of July last, was stabbed in the back with a knife, in open day light
in Champlain street, wien attempting to secure one of bis men, and he would
have begn severely handled had lie not been rescued by sorne of bis friends. The
master of the " Washington" was attacked at th end of the Long Wharf by one
of the crimps. Not one-tentli of the instances are made public, as the masters
complain that they lose their time in frivolous litigation, and get no satisfactlon in
the enc.

Question 2. " Is it to your knowledge that ships have beeft boardcd while in
this port by arned men, and their crews carried away by fo-ece? If yow have any
knowledge of such outrage, sute when it occurred, and the narne of ihe ship or
ships upon which it was committed, and if such outreges are of daily or frequent
occurrence.»

Answer. Some of he cases referred to by me in answer to the first question
are a sufficient answer to this. I can scarcely say from personal experience that
crews are often carried away by force, alihough I am informed instances of such
have occurred. The force is more in boarding the ship than in carrying off the
crews, and it is likely enough ihat those who imagine their pecuniary interest
is belter served by deserting tihan by remaining with their vessels, will not refuse
to accompany men who render peculiarly easy what they are unfortunately too
apt to attempt without the assistance of others.

An instance in which force was used occurred about the 9th ult., on board
the ship "Lady Seymour, 1 at. Black's booms, when crimps went on board and
took away one of the erew; another man who refused to leave the ship was tied
up and beaten with a rope's end, and bis chest taken away, which was valued at
£15 or £20.

The barque "Ionor," lying off Lampson's booms, on 23rd August last
had two men taken out by ten crimps.
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The barque " Renfrewshire" of Glasgow, while7lying at Indian Cove, about
a fortnight or three weeks ago, had one niglt ten of the crew taken away not-
withstanding that a watchman wvas on board ai the time.

The master o[ the bark " Evergreen " of Whitby, writes us under date the
SOth ult. as follows, viz: " In answer to your enquiry, I beg to state that sirice my
arrival in port on the 8th inst., I have been greatly annoyed by crimps inducing
mv crew to desert. On the second night after my arrival, nine of rny crew
deserted, six of whom were subsequently caught and lodged in gaol. On the
morning of Tuesday, the 21st inst., about 2 o'clock, several crirmps came on board
of my vessel then lying at Point Levi, and took awiay the clothes belonging to the
six men then in gaol. Two of ihese crirrips were the day following caughit in a
house in the Culde Sac, and having been identified by two of my crew, were com-
mitted to gaol, and received sentence at the hands of the magistrate. One of the
men who identified the crimps was assaulted on Sunday lasi at Indian Cove, and
seriously huri, ancl his life as well as that of the other witness threatened, before
they would leave the port. I know that instances similar to the above are of very
frequent, if not of daily occurrence at this port; and alhough my own life has
not on this occasion been-threatened, I consider that my life would be in danger,
were I to venture unprotected through Champlain street, the place of residence
of the majority of crimps."

These are only a few instances amongst hundreds which must be better
known to yourself than any other, from your official position as Police Magistrale.
I have therefore no hesitation in saying that such outrages are'of frequent almost
daily occurrence.

Without entering into the statistics of desertion, through the agency of crimps,
it is a tolerably strong evidence of the frequency of the crime, when it is considered
that all the ships annually built ai Quebec are manned by runaway seamen,
supplied at a certain rate per head by the cri mps of Quebec. One rnay form some
idea of the extent of the system when lie is rerninded that about forty ships are
annually built ai Quebec, and that these are almost entirely manned by runaway
searnen. This, ai the low average of 25 men to each ship, gives a total of 1000
men.

Question Srd. " Have the authorities upon any occasion to your knowledge
neglected or refused when required, to come to the aid of ship masters, in any
difficulty in which they nay have found themselves involved with their crews,
or others, while in the Port of Quebec? If you know of any such, state the par-
ticulars."

Answer: The authorilies never Io my knowledge ncglected, or refused wheu
called upon to come to the aid of shi) masters, but when hie law declares
a maximum and mininum penalty in the case of crimps, instead of inflicting the
severest punishment tlie law indicts, and which the frequency of the crime
demands, the authorities exercise an uncalled for leniency in inilicting the
smallest punishment upon men seized in the very act of inducing seamen to
desert. We have sufficient reason to complain that the interests of the ship owner
are sacrified by the too feeble ad ministration of a power which shews leniency
where the fullest penalty should be strictly enforced. I may cite as an instance
the case of two men taken up for loitering about the ship " Lobus," about a month
ago, at Indian Cove, where it was proved that although the boat had been ordered
away, half an hour afterwards, the master found one of the men in the forecastle,
atteipting to induce the sailors to desert, while his companion was taking care
of the boat alonîgside. The only defence made was, that too rnany and more
heinous crimes than that thcy had been charged with, had been proved, and tliat
therefore they should be acquitted of the minor and the only charge on which they
had been taken up, and notwithstanding the strong proof acknowledged by their
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own pleading, these men were fined only in the sum of £2, and one month's im.
prisonment, the slightest penalty of the law.

Quesiion 4Lh. " Have you any reason to believe that lives of ship masters
are not safe in the Port of Quebec, or that ship masters are not as free from
danger of personal violence here, as they would be in any other British port ?"

Answer: Judging from the preceding answers, I do not consider that the lives
of ship masters are as safe in the Port of Quebec, or that they are as free fron
personal violence as they would be in other British ports.

Question 5th. " Ho\v long baclk has the desertion of seamen been complained
of as an evil at Quebec ?"

Answer: Since my arrival in this country in 1830.
Question 6th. "l Has the desertion of searmen ai Quebec increased during the

last four or five years, and lias frivolous litigation on the part of seamen increased
or decreased, during ihai period ?"

Answer: Not having any stalistics as to the desertion of seamen at Quebec
during the last four or five years as conpared with previous years, I cannot say
whet her it lias increased or otherwise during that period ; but I may mention
that in the ycar 1854, the number of seamen ihat deserted at this port, froni
vessels owned by our own firn, amounted to 483, causing a loss on that account
alone to our firm of upwards of £4000 sterling.

Question 7th. " What is the average number of ships owned by or consigned
to your house, which arrive annually in the Port of Quebec ?"

Answer: The average number of ships consigned to our house during the
past five vears is about 160.

I have endeavoured to answer the various questions you have put to me in
regard to the crimping Iracties carried on in ihis port, to the best of my ability,
but I may remark iat many , then are put in such a manner as to present con-
siderable difIiculties to my answering thern as I should have wished to have done,
for it is not to be supposed that I can be personally cognizant of all the cases of
deserlion or annoyance through desertion, that occur on board of the various ships
consigned to our house, or that the dates of suchi cases are or can be recorded by
me, for after reference. This, h owever, I know, and not fron second harfd
sources, but from those in charge of vessels, thai tliey are subjected almost every
nighit to great trouble and annoyance on account of the difficulties they experience
in repelling the visits of crinps 1o toheir vessels.

As respects the police force, I have nothing to say eitber against the Chief of
Police, or those under hin, when called upon 1o render any assistance. Wilth
their system I do find fault, for since the crimps are most actively employed in
their unlawful practices during the night, I hold, tiat to perform their duty with
any degree of faitlifulness and success, the police force (inadequate in numbers
though it be,) should be constantly on tle water, challenging all boats they may
miet to give an account of their mission. hie crimping system carried out at
this place has cost the firm- of which I arn a partner, many thousand pounds
annually, and I hesitate not to say that very mnuch of this loss may be laid to the
charge of our authorities who have donc so little to check the evil.

Living under the British flag, the ship owner might at least expect that the
law which lad provided sonething for the protection of his interests, should be
impartially enforced, and more especially where snch necessity for its enforce-
ment is proved to exist, but so far is this from being the case, that practices are
here winked at whiclh rob the ship owner of an undue portion of his profits, and
lead seamen into excesses at once ruinous 10 health and morals.

There is another point, which, iliough not included in any of your questions,
is yet, as I conîceive, as necessary to be alluded to as any, egarding whiich yoL
requested information. I allude to this : that many vessels that would otherwise
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corne here, do not on account of the facilities given to desertion, and the exorbi-
tant wages they must pay in replacing the seamen who desert from their vessels ;
and how can this be otherwise when our law, or.perhaps I should say those who
administer the law, are unable to prevent desertion taking place to an extent suf-
ficient to supply upwards of 30,000 tons of shipping annually built at Quebec.
We have no native seamen here, and I have no hesitation in saying, thai every
ship built at this port is manned from this source, and I cannot conceive any
more effectual way of putting a stop to this wholesale desertion ihan by compel-
ling ship builders to import their crews, as Ibis would remove all inducement to
desert, by making the supply of seamen equal to the demand.

To show you how the crimping system is carried on here, I shall state a
case that occurred to ourselves .last fall. Two ships belonging to our house
arrived with a full complement of men, all of whom had signed articles at £2
15s. to £3 1Os. per ,month. Before they were many days in port the crinps
stole from these vessels about 40 men. When ready for sea, we applied as usual
to the Shipping Office for men to supply their places, and were told that men
could not be obtained under £15 per month. This demand, exorbitant though it
was, we agreed to, rather than detain the vessels at that late season of the year,
(this wa's about the 20th November.) The crimps, seeing our anxiety to get the
sips away, then raised their demands to £18 per month. Perceiving the state
of affairs, 1 did not hesitate any longer but telegraphed to New York, ordering
40 seamen to be sent round. The men arrived after a day or two's delay, and
were got on board the ships after much trouble, and at great expense. The
crimps seeing that they had been outwitted, and fearing that the men would not
get ships that season, immediately lowered their demands, and would have been
glad to have taken £4 per month.

In conclusion, unless a check is put td crimping at this port, the trade of the
country must suffer more and more, as it becomes more extensively known that
such disgracefiul practices are so common.

Trusting that such steps may be taken by the Government as will put a
speedy and successful end to this crying evil.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) DAVID GILMOUR,
J. Maguire, Esq.,

Inspector and Superintendent of Police,
Quebec.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR AND S-UPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

QUEBEC, 18th October, 1856.
SIR,-His Excellency the Governor General having bad his altention called

to the letter of Henry Fry, Esq., Lloyd's Agent at this port, published in the
London " Times " in September, complaining of outrages committed by crimps
at Quebec, has directed rme to investigate these charges, in order to ascertain, for
the information of lis Excellency, how far they can be verified by the condition
of things at this port.

By reference to Mr. Fry's letter to the Times, and which has been recently
republished in the newspapers of this city, you will see it there alleged that :

" The crimping systerm has now reached such a pitch that the force of law
is completely set at difiance, the life of a British shiprmaster in a British port is

A 1857.
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no longer safe, and piracy stalks abroad unchecked, in the ridst of a British
population, and under the very walls of a British fortress.

"Night after night ships in this harbor are boarded by crimps well armed
with revolvers, the crews carried off, nolens volens, the masters and officers threat.
ened with instant death if they resist or interfere, and the owners property
plundered wholesale.

"And for this state of things, the authorities here either cannot or will not
find a remedy. I can cite scores of instances to prove the truth of the above."

I beg therefore to request that you will have the goodness to communicate
to me, in writing, at your earliest convenience, all that you knoxw on the subject
of such outrages.

I bave the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
Inspector and Superintenaent of Police.

01. Robitaille, Esq,
Mayor,

Quebec.
Jos. Morrin, Esq.,

laie Mayor of Quebec,
Quebec.

(Translation.)
CITY HAL,,

QUEEEc, 23rd Oct., 1856.
SIR,-I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 18th of this

month, in which you ask me for information relative to certain facts published in
Wilmer & Smith's " European Tirmes," under the signature of Mr. Fry.

I nust siate that, Io m-y knowledge, hie system of crimping in the Port of
Quebec has been carried on for a number of years, and lias necessarily produced
great inconvenience to commerce.

There are in the City of Quebec, a class of individuals who earn their liveli-
hood by this most reprehensible traffic. Taking advantage of favorable opportu-
nifies, they league with the sailors, furnish them with the means of desertion, and
harbor them in their houses.

With regard to that portion of Mr Fry's letter which states that the lives of
captains of vessels frequenting the Port of Quebec are in danger, I must candidly
admit that, previous to the publishing of that letter, I never heard mention made
of any similar danger, and I am of opinion ihat if there really were any, the press
would have taken the matter up long since, and the competent authorities would
not have failed to take the necessary measures to prevent it.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) OL. ROBITAILLE,
Mayor.

J. Maguire, Esq.,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police,

Quebec.
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QUEBEC, 22nd October, 1856.

SIR,-I have just received your letter requesling me to give you in writing
all I may knoxv on the subject of oulrages stated to have been cornmitted in the
Port of Quebec, as described in a letter published in the London Times, and
republished in the newspapers of this city; and in answer beg to state, that the
crimping.system has been long carried on in the Port of Quebec cannot be denied,
but, that it has got to such a pitch as is stated in the letter you refer me to, is
not within my knowledge.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) JOS. MORRIN,
Ex-Mayor.

J. Maguire, Esq.,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police,

Quebec.

SHERIFF'S OFFICE,

QUEBEC, 2ISt October, 1856.

DEAR Si,-The circumstances to which you allude in your note of yester-
day in connection with Captain Brown of the " Mary Anne Peters " are known
to me partly from the records of this office and partly from what I have heard.
I have no personal knowledge of the transaction, but I believe you may rely on
the following statement as far as it goes. A writ of Cap. ad resp. informa pau-
peris, at the suit of Frederick Bastin, mariner, against Captain John Brown, was
lodged in my office on 24th July, and at once put into the hands of ny Bailiffs.
They returned after a short absence, stating that the defendant could not be found.
The Advocate issuing the writ considered the search insufficient, and the warrant
was subsequently placed in ihe hands of Geo. Neilan, one of the Constables of
your office, certainly an intelligent rnan and every way reliable, at the plaintiff's
solicitation. No better success was obtained by this last nomination. In the
meantime, a second writ had issued against Captain Brown at the suit of another
plaintiff, under which he was arrested without difficulty and gave bail to me in
both cases in the ordinary way.

It being understood that Captain Brown was on board his ship, Mr. Neilan
took on board, or caused to be sent there, a number of persons to aid him in the
execution of his warrant, and I understand these men remained on board during
the night.

I remain,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed,) WM. S. SEWELL,
Sherif.

John Maguire, Esq.
Inspector and Superintendent of Police,

Quebec.

PROVINCE OF CANADA,
DISTRICT OF QUEBEC.

Henry Fry, Esq., of the City of Quebec, merchant, being duly sworn, doth
depose and say as follows, to wit: On the evening of the 24th July last, at about
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half-past nine, I received a message from Captain Brown, of the "Mary Anne
Peters," that a dozen men were on board of his ship, and were ransacking lis cabin,
threatening to break open his private state room, and that, as he believed, one
of them held a warrant for his arresti lie wished to see me. About eleven o'clock
that evening I reached the ship in company with Mr. Henry Dinning, -when find.
ing so many men looking over the side, I called the steward on shore, who con-
firmed the captain's message. I told him to inform Captain Brown, that I would
go down to the Police Station, and ask for protection, and would give security
very early in the morning. 1 then went to the Police Station. In the absence of
Mr. Russell, one of the sergeants promised to send a man Io look on to see that
nothing should be stolen from the ship, which was not done. About half-past
six o'clock the following morning, I went to Mr. Von Exter's house and gave
security for the master. Mr. Von Exter then gave me a written order to the man
in charge of the warrant against the master, stating that security lad been given,
and Ihat the master was no longer subject to arrest. I immediatly went to the
ship, where I found eleven or twelve men, and enquired for the man who held
the Sheriff's warrant. Robert Newman prod uced the warrant, when I placed into
his hands the order above referred to, and told him that it was an order from the
Sheriff for him to leave the ship. I asked him: " will you obey it, or will you
not ; if not, I will go and get the Police to, compel you." His reply was, "Mr.
Fry, are the wages going to be paid ?" I answered: 'Not a cent until October."
He then replied: "'It is no use your bringing all the Police in Quebec here, for I
vill have two hundred men here before you are back, unless you pay the wages."

Mr. Henry Dinning heard Newman's last reply. The crew then came to me in
the cabin and informed me that these men had ordered them not to work, and
threatened to break the steward's head for concealing the captain. I then went
down about nine o'clock Ihat morning to the Police Station, and saw Mr. Rus-
sell, informing hirn of the facts, and asked hirm for assistance, after having pro-
duced the Sheriff's order. He declined to interfere in consequence of the legal
proceedings tben pending. I tien, in company with Mr. George Irvine, applied
to Mr. Magu ire for assistance, and he ordered Mr. Russell to give all the assis-
tance in lis power immediately. I returned to the ship. Shortly after, Mr. Russell
arrived with two boat's crews of Police, read the Sheriff's warrants and proceeded
to read over to Newman the Sheriff's order calling upon them all to leave the ship
instanter, which they did. I did not see any fire arrns in the hands of the men on
board the ship, but I was told iliat they had taken out the iron belaying pins and
pump breaks to resist the Police should they come; and deponent hath signed.

HENRY FRY.
Sworn before me at Quebec, this

22nd day of October, 1856.
(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,

J. P.

PROVINCE OF CANADA,
DISTRICT OF QUEBEC.

Georgd Neilan of the City of Quebec, Constable, being duly sworn, doth
depose and say as follows, to wit:

In July last, towards the end of that month, about half-past five o'clock in the
afternoon, I cannot say the day, Mr. Duggan, Advocate, sent for me and bandèd
me a warrant from the Sheriff, to arrest the master of the " Mary Anne Peters" on
a capias. Mr. Duggan at the same time told Robert Newman to take two or
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three men, whose names I do not know, to accompany me, in order Io point out
the master to me, and to assist me, if necessary, in the arrest. I went.on board
the ship with these men. The ship was ,then lying at Baldwin and Dinning's
wharf ; she was all ready for sea, the master could not be found on bo8rd. Afier
renaining about twenty minutes on board, I left the ship with Newman, the
others remained on board. We returaed to Mr. Duggan's office and told him the
captain could not be found. Mr. Duggan ilien told me to give the warrant to
Newman. I did so. I did not return to the ship. I vas informed next day that
bail lad been given by the master. I know nothing more on this subject, and
deponent hath signed,

GEORGE NEILAN,
Constable.

Sworn before me at Quebec, thiso
22nd day of October, 1856.

(Signed,) J. MAGuiRr,
J. P.

PROVINCE OF CANADA,
DISTRICT OF QUEEEC.

Daniel Mahar of Quebec, laborer, being duly sworn, doth depose and say
as follows, Io wit:

I was ernployed as laborer on board the ship "Agenora,' in the month of
July last. The vessel was alongside Carmen's wharf, in the harbor of Quebec.
Robert Newman came and told me that Mr. Duggan, Advocate, had sent him for
some men, Io assist him in a seizure, and promised to pay rme three dollars a day,
and thrce dollars a night, if I went with him. I went with him on board the
"Mary Anne Peters," then lying at Ihe front of Balidwin & Dinning's ship yard,
wNih atnoiher man named Wallace. When we went on board, Constable Neilan
was there. In about a quarter of an hour or twenty minutes, Neilan and New-
man left 1he ship. In half an hour or three quarters of an hour, Newman return-
ed and said that he had authority from Mr. Duggan to get any complement of
men he required, in case there would be any row. Newman sent me at about
nine o'clock, for two more men. I got only one, a rman called Feenay. I ihen
went back to the ship and remained al night there, and until the police came in
the morning between ten and eleven o'clock. We did not see the master during
the iight, but in the morning, a little before the police arrived, he came out of
the cabin, and must have been there all night. During the night, besides New-
man, and the three men that were with hiin (myself and two others) four or five
others came on board, back and forward, but did not remain any length of time.
In the evening about nine ocloclk, Mr. Fry and another gentleman came and told
Newman Io leave the ship. Newman refused. No one wanted to work during
the night, but at six o'clock the next mornirg, the crew ,turnîed to work and
Newnman prevented them. I think Mr. Fry came .in the morning to the ship, a
litile before the police arrived. That is all that occurred until I left. And
deponent hath declared himself unable to write, or sign his name.

hlis
DANIEL M MAHAR.

mark
Sworn before me at Quebec, this

22nd day of October, 1856.
(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,

J. P.

A. 1857.
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PROVINCE 0F ÜND
DISTIrIC or QUEBEO.c.

Robert Newman of Quebee, laborer, being duly sworn, doth depose and say
as follows, to wit:

Towards the latter part of July, I cannot say the day, Mr. Duggan, Advocate,
haided to Constable Neilan a warrant or paper, to arrest the master of the (":Mary
Ane Peters," and told me at the same time to accompeny Constable Neilan and
point out hie master, and to take two or three men with me to assist, if necessary,
ii the arrest ; we went on board the ship, then lying at Baldwin & Dinning's
wharf. She was all ready for sea. The master could not be found on board.
The mastcr's state roon was locked. After remaining a few minutes on board,
Constable Neilan and i left, returned to Mr. Duggan's office, and told him the
captain could not be found. Mr. Duggan ihen directed Constable Neilan to give
tlie paper to me. Constable Neilan did so, and Mr. Duggan sent rme down wii
the warrant or paper on board, telling me to reinain there with the other men
until I would find the captain. One Daniel Mahar, one Vincent, and one Wal-
lace, are the three men who accompanied me and remained cn board ail night,
and until about ten or eleven o'clock the next day, when Chief Constable Russell
came to Ihe ship, accompanied by two police boats, with a paper from the Sheriff,
stating that bail had been put in, and directing us to leave. The three men who
were vith me, and 1, immediately left the ship, and went on shore. The master
did not come on board during the night, and we did not see him while we were
on board the ship.

We gave no offence to any one while on board, and remained quietly on the
deck, unîtil we were ordered to leave, as above stated. We did not prevent any
of Ihe crew from working, and only remained on board waiting for the captain.
The two seamen who had sued the captain, came on board two or three times to
sec if the captain had come on board, but they did not remain on board. They
told us that they thought the captain was concealed in his state troom., The
following morning Mr. Fry came on board and went into the cabin, where he staid
for some time. -le then came ont and desired me and the other men to leave the
ship, and to go on shore. I told lii that I woild not go until I saw the captain,
that I had a warrant to arrest him, and showed Mr. Fry the warrant. Mr.
Fry then said that if I did not leave ithe ship, that hie would soon find the way to
make me do so, that le would send for the police and have nie taken out. Mr.
Fry thenu went on shore, and came back in a short time, went into the cabin and
remained tlere until the police carne. Mr. Fry held a small paperin his:hand,
but cid not say that bail had been given, or what the paper contained ; and
further deponent saith not, and bath signed.

R. NEWMAN.
Sworn before me at Qruebec, this

21st day of October, 1856.
(Signed,) J. MAGUImE,

J. P.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR AND SUPERINTENDENT OF POLTICF

QUEtEc, 16th February, 1857.

SÎR,-hn my report on the desertion of seamen dated the 24th October lastI
did notdeern it properto go beyond the limits ofihe instructions of His Excellency,
the Governor General conveyed to me in your letter of the 10th of the sane month,
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and consequently I made no allueion Io the adoption of reasures which miglit be
considered expedient more effectually to repress the evils complained of.

But apprehending that the subject will again occupy the attention of Govern-
ment, I beg respectfully to submit the following suggestion, with a view of
iniparting greater çfficiency to the police force and facilitating the administra-
tion of the law.

The River Police is not sufficiently numerous, and ought to beincreased by
the addition of two boats, which would make the force consist of six boats, or
forty-two men; this augmentation would enable the chief constable, or officer
under whose conirol the force is placed, to keep the requisite patrol on the river
during the night ; the men ought, if possible, to be kept isolated, lodged in
barracks. The building in the Cul de Sac, formerly occupied as a Custom House,
is well situated and adapted for the purpose. This iwould i ccessitate the amend-
ment of the Act 14 and 15 Vie., ch. 25, by increasing the tonnage duty, levied
under that Act, to meet the additional expense.

A review of the Police laws and of the Acts in force for the prevention of
tlie desertion of seanen at Quebec, will show that amendments are Yequired;
some of which I shall here point out, having by experience feit their necessity.

An Act passed in June, 1853, intituled, " An Act more cffectually to prevent
the deseunion of seamen," is very defective ; pecuniary penalties are imposed by
the varions clauses of the Act, but it is the 3rd clause only, which provides for the
imprisonment of the offender when co4victed under that clause. Now the
persons implicated in the desertion of seamen cannot generally be reachedi by a
mere. pecuniary penalty, having seldom any distess and frequently no fixed
residences, and consequently this Act as to them is enirely inoperative, when
ifmprisonment cannot be inflicted. A clause amending this Act is very necessary;
but a general clause to the following effect would be still better, to wit:

" That when a conviction adjudges a pecuniary penalty to be paid, and that
flic party or parties convicted shall refuse to pay the said penalty forthwith, or at
such time as the convicting justice or justices shail appoint, it shall be lawful for
such justice or justices to commit the party or parties so convicted to the common
gaol or house of correction, there to rernain with or without hard labor, for a terrn
not exceeding calendar months, unless such penalty
and costs shall be sooner paid."

Such a clause would cure the defecs in the Act immediately referred to;
and would give better effect to some of the Imperial Statutes in force in Canada,
such as the Shipping Act of 1854, the Mutiny Act, &c.

The Police Ordinance, 2d Vie: ch. 2, should be amended by changing the
official name of the occupant of my office from Inspector and Superintendent of
Police, to that of Police and Stipendiary Magistrate, wilhout lessening his
authority, but giving to him as to otherjustices,jurisdiction over the District. This
anendment would harmonize with the English Statutes, (see Merchant Shipping
Act, section 519 ; Passengers' Act, section 74) and would obviate the delays
which sometimes occur in procuring the attendance of a second justice during
the summer season, when gentlemen in the Commission of the Peace are much
engaged in private affairs.

The men sworn in under the Ordinance should be Constables for the District.
Authority ought to be given to the Police Magistrate to examine witnesses
under oath, touching the misconduct of the men belonging to the Police Force,
their absence, neglect or refusal of duty, with power of imprisonment on con-
viction of àny such offence. . The Chief Constable should be called Inspector of
Police.

It is a well known fact that the manning ofthe new ships launched fronm the
stocks in the spring, is the chief cause of the desertion of seamen at this port.
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The builders and owners of the new ships shoùld be compelled to find seamen
by some legitimate mneans, for while the sailor who has deserted, or who has been
stolen or seduced by the crimp from his ship, shall find another ready to receive
hlim, at a very high rate of wages, it will always be a difficult and expensive
matter to subdue the evil. It.is said, that where there is a receiver, there will
always be a thief.

The most direct , and effecilve means, in my opinion, to arrest the practicë,
would be to enact, " That no seaman shall be shipped or receivedt in the Port of
Quebec, on board of any ship or vessel, who has not been previousiy engagèd
before the Shipping Master or his Deputy, one of whom shall attest tibe contract
with his signature.

That the Shipping Master or his Deputy shall not engage any seaman:at the
Port of Quebec who shall not produce at the time of such engagement, a bona
fide dischiarge froni bis last ship, unless such Shipping Master or bis Deputy shall
be satisfied by other means that such seaman is not a deserter.

That the Collector or other officer of Her Majesty's Customs at the Port.of
Quebec, before he shall grant a clearance to any ship or vessel for any porVoï

place beyond the eastern limits of ibis Province, shall muster lhe crew of every
sucb ship or vessel, and examine the mariners contract, and if lie shall find
belonging to the crew of such ship or vessel any mariner or seaman shipped at the
Port of Qnebec who shall not-produce-a bonafide discharge from the last ship on
board of which he or they shall have served, such Collector or other officer, shall
-withhold lrom the said ship her clearance until such seaman or seamen shall
have been removed from the said ship or vessel, and put on shore, and their placës
filled up by other seamen lawfully discharged from their last ship; unless such
Collector or other officer shall be satisfied by other means that snch searnan or
searnen did not desert fron the said ship, on board of which, 4e or they shall
have last served.

ý An enactment carefully worded containing the foregoing provisions vould,
I believe, contribute very materially, if properly carried into eflct,to the object
the Government has in view, to put an end to the desertion of seamen at Quebec,'
and the other demoralizing evils growing out of it.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed,) J. MAGUIRE,
Inspector and Superintendent of Police.

The Hon. T. Lee Terrill,
Secretary,

Toronto.

PÑÙÏTED BY JOHlN LOVELL2 YONOE STREET, TORONTO.
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RETURN
To an Address fron the Legislative Assembly to Hîs Excellency the
Governor General, dated the 1st instant, praying H is Excellency to cause
to be laid before the House, "Copies of the Indictment, Verdict, and

Sentence, in the case of Dennis Sullivan, tried at Hamilton in Novem-
"ber, 1856; and also Copies of the Writs of Certiorori and Habeas
"Corpus issued iii that case, and of the Returns to, and orders on, such
"Writs made."

By Command.

E. A. MEREDITH,
Assistant Secretary.

SECRETARY'S OFFICEe

Toronto, April, 1857.

1, Edward Cartwrilit Thomas, of the City of Hlamilton, in the County of Went-
worth, Esquire, Sheriff of the said County, in obedience to the writ here-
unto annexed, do hereby humbly certify:

1st.-That Dennis Sullivan, in the annexed writ named, was, during. the
month of May, in the Year of Our Lord One thousand eight hundred and
fifty-six, delivered into my custody under and by virtue of a warrant hereunto
aniexed, signed by Harcourt B. Bull, Esquire, a Coroner for the said Conity of
Wentworth, and dated on the Twenty-seventh day of May, in the Year of Our
Lord One thousand eight hundred and fifty-six

2nd.-That the said Dennis Sullivan, though produced for trial at the last
Assizes and Court of Oyer and Terminer and General Gaol Delivery, for the
said County of Wentworth, and though tried at said Assize and sentenced to be
hung on the Twenty-ninth day of November last past, has had the seýntence
respited as follows: first, by order of the Executive, until the ninth day of the
present month of Februarýy, and secondly, by a sinilar order, of date the Fifth
day of the present month of February; intil the Twenty-third day of tlis presènt
month.

3ird.-That therefore the said Dennis Sullivan is still in my custody, as such
Sheriff, as aforesaid.

(Signed,) E. CARWRGIIT TUIOMAS
Sherliff, C.W
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COUNTY OF WENTWoRTI - r 'O DANIEL ILA1N, Constable, and all othdH-er
TO WIT . Mjesty's Peace Officers, and to the Keeper of

the Comm on Gaol of the County of Wentworth.
These are to comnand vou, or any of you, that you take the body of Iennjs

Sullivan, if he be found ithinî your'Count:y, who stands carged with the wtfîl
Iurder of lis wife, Catierine Sullivan, aIl him safely keep and convey an1 d

deliver hiiin to the Keeper of tlie Conimon Gaol at IIamilton, to be dealt dth.
according to law.

And tis is likewise to command yon, the said Gaoler, to receive and 
keep the body of the said Dennis Sullivan inu you r eustody until he shall be.deàt
witlh accordiîg to law, and for so doing this is your warrant.

Given uder my hand and seal at East Flamborouîghi tiis Twenty-seventh day
of May, in the YeT*ar of Our Lord One thousand eight huidred and fifty-six.

[r.s.] (Signed,) IL B. BULL,
Coroner for the County of Wcntworth.

VICTORIA, by the Grace of GOD, of the United Kingdom of Great Bitain
and Ireliaud, QUEEN, Defender of the 1 aith.

To the Sheriff of the County of Wentworth:
[,. s.] GREETING.
We commnand you, that yon have in our Court before us at Toronto, imnediate-

]y after the receipt of this pur writ, the body of Deunis Sullivan, being commit
ted to and detained in your, custody as is said, together the day and cahsge
of his being taken and detained, by whatsoever nane he nay be callel, to un-
dergo and receive all and singular such inatters and tlings as our Court shall
then and there consider of aind concerning him ii this behalf.

Aiid have you then there this writ.
Witiess the Honorable Sir John Beverly Robinson, Baronet, Chief Justice of

Our Court of Queen's Bench for Upper Canada, the fifthl day of February, in the,
twentieth year of Our Reign.

1y the Court.

(Signed,) CHAS. C. SMALL.

Issued at the City of Toronto in the County of York,

By C. C. SMALI

*?ursuant to the order of the Court of Queen's Bench.
The Execution of the withia writ appears by the return hereunto annexedi
The answer of

E. CARTWRIGHT THOMAS,
Sheriff, C. W

t.LAMILTQN, JYebruftry ~~ti1, 1~I,

,v~.
10

i.
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TU-E QUBEN, IN{ TiE QJTEENS BENCJT;ý-
-A(rA VeST

-1P]ON IRead1iing t1e Gertiorai, atid, Ra7)eat Go-pus ïssued, and the Rcti,'

CioIt 1, rde tbat thle _verd ict, aiid Juidgtneit' against tlic., Pr-isoner
'D(mÏiiis' Silvati, aiid cai] procee.diings àiilbseqiueiit to, t1ie iiidictinent lie ýqùasl]ied,5

ndset asie as illegal'aiid void, atid tliat, the above iinmd Priý,oner bereinarW
dccel tý ýt]e C1stodjy of' the Shielif of theÉ Contiiiyý of Wqeitw'ritli, ib becom)iiiiittecl

taddetained iii, die Coininetii -aol ojf sadCn y itliebedchge
tîhuriefr-omi br duie couirse Of Ltw'.

(On mnotion ofMr. Va.nk,-oiglinlet, Q.C.)

(Si gned,) C. C. SAL
Dated, ,4th riebrutarY, 1857'i.

COUNTY 01P WENTWORTI1n, thie Honiorable AIRC-I1BALD MoLEMN, to
TO '%VIT: Ç 10 Wholfl He aiinexed wiWof Ce,'tiorari, is directc-d

(Io hierleby Certify to lier âfajesty ii Iller Curtl oif Qtuee3ii's ]3ercl,. at Toronto,
theIndctientofý wvlicli 11elitioni is madle in f tue'said writ, togethier w-itl aU

f]iingYstoiieliing the saine, aiid flue'Coinission un-deî xichel the pjris'onier Delnnis
-Stianwspo thie said Idcuettidbdr nie, aài1dthcoiconla

bo iii-e o the saidItidictiien t as by the said IVi', I ain coffrnaidcd.
Witnes's rny band aîîd seat, this Elevcnflh day of Fcbl-uar-y. A. D., 185-7.

(Signed3,) A.MLENJ.[s]

]EN TUE QUEEN'S BEiNCII.'

The QUELIN, U~anif,~_ PON 'the i-eartingo of Counse o ieCon
21a-it j * it is or-dered thttewrit of Gertiop-ari,

i~ ssiied in tbis case, be'iuîneiided' by rcquiring
ftlic ho.)noraý-ble Ar-cliibald Mecan, tÏie Jiidge to

DENi*NIS'SULLIVAN, , jwhioin t4e same isdîetd t iur %0,to tis
Defenidàtnt. ) fîiirablé C rLet e t unde ich

tlhe. Cortwash<deniat whicli the triail of said Dctendant Nvas haid, anld al,,o thie
cmitô dtherèeiÏ,ý atid that a day, 'to wit, the seconid Fi-iday fti rsn

tem0 Ljay, be giveni to,-thesaid-Denniis ,Sulli.va *Ili..efnal ,this psent
iii the saici, Inatter: ,toefda,ûoper

(On motion of Mr.ý Vankolglinet.)

-~ 9... ~3
ythe Court.

SSMATL
HiLÂnY Tit-Rx, 1857.

- - ___ ___ ___ ___3_-,4__1__
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Certiorari to remove Indictment.
CANADA, IN THE QUEEN'S BENCIL.

To wIT

VICTORIA, by the Grace of GOD, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain at d
Ireland, QUEEN, Defender of the Faith.

[L. S.]

To the Honorable Archibald IMcLean, one of the Justices of the Court of
Queen's Bench in and for Upper Canada, and Judge of Assize at the last Fàil
Assizes for the County of Wentworth, held at the City of Hanilton, on Monday,
the Twenty-ninth day of October, in the Year of Our Lord, One thousand eight
hiuidred and fifty-six.

GREETING:
We being willing for certain reasons that a certain Indictment for an of-

fence tlierein alleged to have been committed by Dennis Sullivan, the said
offence being for the wilful murder of one Catharine Sullivan. Dennis Sullivan
was, as it is said, indicted before you at the last Fall Assizes, held at the City of
Iamilton aforesaid, on Monday, the Twenty-ninth day of October, in the Year
of OUr Lord, One thousand eight hundred and fitty-six, he, before us in our
Court of Queen's Bench fbr Upper Canada, at Toronto, to do wliatsoever:niay
appear to us to be just in the premises, do command you that you do forthwith
send under your seal before us in our said Courtof'Queen's 3ench for Upper
Canada, at Toronto, the said Indictnent, also the Letters Patent under which the
Court was holden, at which the trial of said defendant was had, and also the
conviction had thereon, and that a day, to wit, Friday, the second day of Ililary
Terrm, be given to the said Dennis Sullivan to appear in the matter; with all
things touching the same, together with this our Writ, that we nay furtier
èause to be done thereupon what of riglht and according to law we shall see fit
to be done.

[n. s.]
Witness, the Honorable Sir John Beverly Robinson, Baronet, Chief Justice of

our said Court of Queen's Bench, at Toronto, this first day ofMichaelnias Term,
in the Twentieth Year of Our Reign.

(Signed,) ROBERT PEARSON.
ROBERT A. IJARIRISON,

Pro Regina.

The execution of this will appear by certain Schedules to this Writ annexed.
The answer of Archibald McLeau, Esquire, in the said Writ named.

Issued at the City of Toronto, in the County of York, by

(Signed,) C C. SMALL:

Amended 13th February.

CHAS. . SMAL
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COUNTY OF WENTwORTH, } E it rernembered, that the AssiZes and General
to wit: Sessions of Oyer and Terminer of OurLady the

Quieen, holden at the City of fHamilton in and for the said County of Wentworth,
on Monday the twenty-ninth day of October, in the year of Our Lord one thou-
san pight hundred and fifty-ix, in the twentieth year of the Reign of Our
Sovereigni Lady Victoria, by the Grace of God, Queen, Defender ofthe Taith,
under and by vii-tue of Her Majesty's writ of Conímnission -nder the. Great Seal
of this Province, directed to our trusty and %vell-beloved the Honorable Sir
John Bëverly Robinson, Baronet, our Cliief Justice of Upper Canada;-The
Honorable William Hlenry Draper, C.B., our Chief Justice of our Court, of
Common IPleas for Upper Canada; The Honorable A rchibald MeLean, one:-f our
Justices of our Court of our Bench for Upper, Canada-; The Honorable Robert
Easton Burns, one of our Justices of our said Court of our Bencli aforesaid ; The
Honorable William Buell Richards, one of ouir Justices ofour said Court of Coin-
mon Pleas aforesaid ; The Honorable John, Hawkins lHagarty, one of our Justices
of our said Court of Conmmon Pleas aforesaid; and to Alexander Logie, Esquire,
Judge of the County Court in and for the County of Wentworth, in oursaid
Province;- The Honorable Samuel Mills, Audrew Stephen, Thomas StorI, Robert
Holt, Esquires, and to any two of you,

GREETING:.

Know ye, that we have assiqned you, and any two of vou, of whom we will,
thatyfon, the said John Beverly Robinson, you, the said William Henry Draper,
yn, the said Archihald McLean, you, the said Robert Easton Bùrns, you, the
said William Bueli Richards, you, the said John Hawkins llagerty, or any one
of you be oie, our Justicesto enquire, by -the oaths of good and lawful mën,'of
the said County of Wentworth, in Upper Canada, afbresaid, by whom the trith
of thé matter may be the bette'r knowni and enqiired it i, and by other ways,
methods and means,. whereby you cati or may the better know rore frilly the
truth of ail tréasons, misprisions oft'eason, insurrections, rebéllions, counterféit-
ings, clippings, washings, false coinings, and other falsities of the monies of
Great Britain and Ireland, and of all other kingdoms and dominios whatsoever,
and of all murders, felonies, manslaughters, killings, burglaries, rapes of women,
unlawful meetings and conventicles, unlawfil assemblies, iunlawful uttoring of
words, misprisions, confederacies, falée allegations, trespasses, riots, routs, retn-
tions, escapes, contempts, falsities, negligencies, con cealments, main ten an ces,
oppressions, champarties, deceits, and all other misdeeds, offences and injuries
whatsoever, and also the accessories of the same within the said Conty, by
whomsoever or howsoever had, done, perpetrated and comrnited, and by what
person or persons, to what person or persons, and when, how, and in what man-
ner, and of all other articles and circumstances whatsoever, any, every or either
of them concerning, and the treasons and other the premises according to the
law and custom of England, ànd the laws of our said Province,:for this-tiihe to
hear and dtermine. Andwe theu-efore conmand you, that at.a certain day and
place which you, or any two of you, of whon we will, that you, the saidJohn
Beverly Robinson, you, the said William Henry Draper, you, the said Archibald
McLean, you, the said Robert Easton Burns, you, the said William Buell Rich-
ards, you, the said John.,Hawkins. Hagarty, or any. one. of youi he one for this
purpose, shall appoint 1within the asace of six calt idimonthsfrom the dày of
th«datêIofithese presentsjyou do concerning the premises make diligent enquiry
and all and singular heâr anddetermine, and other things do and fulfil in form
aforesaid, which are and ought:to be nqn odjng te the law and custom of
England, and the laws of our said Province, savingto us our amerciaments and
other, things to ùs ithereupon belonging. For we have commanded, and do
hreJby oçqmmand, our Sheriff .of, our said County, that on the day and at the
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place aforesaid, wiich you, or any two of you, of wlom we will, that you, the
said John Beverly Rdbinson, you, tie said Williaini IIenry Draper you. the
said Archibald McLean, you, the said Robert Easton Burns, yeu, the said WTil
lian Bueil Richards, you, the said .John lawkins Iagarty, or any ee of you be
cie, to the said Sheriff shall make known, he there cause to cone before yo, or
any two of you, of whmn we will, that you, the said John Beverly Robinson;
yo, the said William enry. Draper, yon, tie said:Arclibald McLean, yeu, the
said Ro ert Easton Barins, you, the said Williarm Buell Richards, yon, the said
John Hawkins Iagarty, or any one ef you be One, such and so many good and
lawful men of Iis said County, -by whoin the truth of the matter may be the
better knrown and enquired of.

Andi know ye fnrthrer, that weihave aIse constituted and assigned you, or any two
ofVou, of vlon we vill, that vo, the said John Beverly Robinson, yen, tihe said
William Iienry Draper, you, tie said Archîibald McLean, you, the said Robert
Easton Burns, yoi, the said William Buell Richards, vou, tire said John Hawkins
Ilagarrrty, or any one of yoe, honie, onr Justices, the Gaol of our said County,
ihr this timîre delivered of the prisoners within the same being, and therefore We
conrîrand yo, that at the day and the place aforesaid, yo (e meet the G-aol of
our said Conîrty, to deliver and to do t Ilrero ipon wIat te Justice mrray appertain
according, to the Law aind Cuistori of England, and the Laws of our said Pro.
voce, saving to u oui anerciamnents, and other things to us thereupon belong.
ing. For we have coenrnanded and do hereby comnr d eur Sheriff, et onr sard
County, that at tire day and place afbresaid, all the prisoners in the said Gaol,
and their attachmnents, before jou or any two of you of whori we will, that you,
thé sa:d John Beverly Robimsonr, you, tie said William [Ieiry Draper, yen, the
said Archbibald McLean , you, the said Robert Easton Burns, yeu, tie said William
Birell Richards, you, the said Johnt llawkinrs Hagarty, or anry one of yo, be ene,
ie do there cause to cone.

Before me, the said'ihe Heonrable Archibald McLean, one of the Justices in
the said Cornnission and Writ named and acting thereunder and iolding the
said Court of Oyer and Terminer, and before others, Associates iii the said Com
mission and wvrit named.

It was and is presented by the oaths of twelve good and lawful men of thè
County of Wentworth, aforesaid, duly sworn and clar'ged to onquire foi our said
Lady the Queen, froin the body of tire said Connty, presented in' a certain in-
dictmnent hereunto ainnexed and returned herewith, thrat Dennis ýSullivan therein
namioid, on the t.werty-sixth day of May, in the year of Orr1 Lord one thousand
eigit hundred and fifty-six, at tie Township cf East Flainborough, in the said
Countv of Wentworth, felonioisly, wilftilly, and of his malice aforethought, did
kill and inurder one Catharine Sullivan, against tie peace of our Lady the Queen,
lier Crown and Dignuity anid the said Dennis Sullivan being afterwards befcie
me, the said Arci bald McLean, and William Notnan, Esquire, Queen's Counsel,
acting as an Associate on the said trial, asked concerning the premises-in tie
said i ndictmnent above laid to his charg3, how he wouild aqit imiirselif hereôf,
Saith that lie is Not Guilty tirei'f, and of this lie puts hisnelf' upon the Coun-
try, &c., and Miles O'Reilly Esquire, one Her Majesty's Ceunsel, learned il the
law, who prosecutes for Our Lady the Queen, iii this behalf, doth the like,
and thereupon a jury iaving been empannelled by the Sheriff of the said Cobunty,
on this behalf, iand the -Jurors of the saill jury so empannelled to wit-:-
Robert Adams, Adolphus Case, Francis Haines, Levi Beerner, Robert Cattley,
Isaae Chelhnan George Carnpbel; J4merCarter, Walter Fink Jacob ies
Alexander Graiamn, Peter Grant, being callecd before me, the said Ar'chibald
McLean, and tie said William Notiman, acting erronreously in. the pr'emises, and
by 'mistake, and not before me and my associates or any of theim in the said
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Commission andwrit naned, corme, who being chosen, tried, and swornheforo
me the said Arcliibald MeLean, and 'the said William Notman, and not beforo
me aid my associates, or any of them in the said writ and conmission nared to
speak the -truth of and concerning the premnises, upon their oatI say, beftre me
the said Archibald McLean, and the saidWilliamiotma acting as foiesaid
andiit befoire mue andi my associates or any of them, that the said Dennis Snilivani
is guilty of the Murder atoresaid, on hn above clarged in forin aoresaid, as by
the jidgment afo resaid, is above supposed against him, wheriefore it is conéidered
by the Court here. coiposed as aforesaid, that the said Dennis Suillivanifor. tle
offence il the said inidictinent.above specified, be-aken to the place fiom whence
lie came, and from thence to the place of execution, on Saturday the twenty-
ninth day of November, in the year aforesaid, and that lie be there hanged by
the neck until lis body be dead.

A. MOLEAN,
Judge.

REFTUIRN
To an Address from the Legislative Assembly of the 9Gth ultimo, f'

Copies of certain documents in the case of Moïse Plante, who was tried

on the 19th July last, before the Court of Queen's Bench, at Quebec.

BJy Comrmand,

E. PARENT,

Assistant Secretary.

SECRETAR I'S OFFICE,

91st A prl 1857.'



20 Victoria. Appendix (o 38.)

PROVINCE OF CANADA, 1JICTORIA, by the Grace of GOD, of the United
DIsmRICT OF QUEBEC. . Ni ngdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Q UEEN,

Defender of the Faith.
To the Keepér of the Common Gaol of the District of Quebec.

[r~ s.} GREETING:
(Signed,) EDWARD BOWEN, D.C.L.,

Chief Justice.
We conmand you, tliat you liave before the Honorable Edward Bowen, Chief

Justice of Our Superior Court for Lower Canada, at the Judges' Chainber, in the
Court House, in the City of Quebec, on Thnrsday, the twenty-fourth day of July,
instant, iiiediately afrer the receipt of this Writ, the body of Moïse Plante,
detained iii your custody, as is said, together with tli day and cause of his being
taken and detained, by.whatsoever namie lie may be called therein, to undergo
and receive all and sinigular such matters and tbings as Our said Chief Justice
shall then and there consider of and concerning him in this beliaf.. And have
you then and there this Writ.

Witness the Honorable Edward Bowen, Chief Justice of Our Superior Court
for Lower Canada,. at Our City of Quebec, in Our said District, this twenty-third
day of July, in the twentieth year of Our Reign.

(Signed,) GREEN & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

A True Copy.
GREEN & DOUCET,

Clerk of the Crown.

By virtue of an Ordinance passed in the twenty-fourth year of the Reignr of
lis Majesty King George the Third.

(Signed,) EDWARD BOWEN, D.C.L,
Chief Justice.

Regina ms. Moïse Plante, fyled 24th July, 1856.

(Signed,) GREEN & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

The prisoner is remanded into the custody of the keeper of the Common Gaol.

(Signed,) EDWARD BOWEN, D.C.L.,
Chief Justice.

QUEBEa, 24th July, 1856.

y Return to this Writ appears in a Schedule hereunto annexed.

(Signed,) J. MACLAREN,
Gaoler

QruMso, 24th July, 1856.

I8~7.
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PRoVINCE OF CANADA ý T he Honorable Edward Bowen, D.CL., Chef
DISTRIOT oF ,QUEBEC. Justice of Her Ma*esty's Superior Court for Lower

Canada.
The humble Petition of Moïse Plante, of the City of Quebec, LabourerTa

prisoner now confined in the common Gaol of the District of Quebec,
REFCTFULL SHIEwETHI

That your Petitioner was, on or about the nineteenth day of the month of
July, instant, tried in the Court of Queen's Bench, on an indictment charging
him with the crime of Simple Larceny, and was convicted thereof.

That at the said trial, your Petitioner vas not assisted by Counsel, not having
the means to pay for the services of any professional adviser.

That at the said trial, your Petitioner established his innocence of the said
crime, thougli he was subsequently convicted.

That your Petitioner is not guilty of the said offence.
That on the twenty-first day of the month of July, instant, your Petitioner was

brouglit before the said Court, and was condemned, by the Honorable Jean
François Duval, one of the Judges thereof, to an imprisonment in the Provincial
Penitentiary, for and during the remainder of his life.

That by the law of this Country, the said sentence is illegal and unjust, and
that the said Jean François Duval, in thas condemning your Petitioner to the
imprisonment aforesaid, has acted contrary to Law, and inflicted upon your
Petitioner, a punishment which the Law did not put it in his power to condemn
hin to.

Wherefore, your Petitioner humbly prays, that for the causes aforesaid, your
Hionor will be pleased to grant and award unto him, Her Majesty's Writ of
Ifabeas Corpus, to the keeper of the common Gaol directed, commanding him to
produce forthwith, before your Honor, the body of your petitioner, and that
thereupon your lonor will be pleased to order your petitioner to be restored to
his liberty.

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
his

(Signed,) MOISE M PLANTE.
mark.

QuEBEc, this 23rd of July, 1856.

Delivered in presence of us,
the undersigned,

(Signed,) "C. SEcRETAN, Junr."
(Signed,) "RIcHn. MULHOLLAND. *

Let a Writ of Wabeas Corpus issue as prayed for, and let notice hereof be
given to Her Majesty's Law Officers; the said writ to be returnable at the
Judges' Chamber, in the Court House of the City of Quebec, on Thursday, the
24th day of July, instant, at ten of the ctJck in the forenoon.

- (Signed, ED A-PBWN.'
Chiet Justicé Superior Court

Q'sm 23rd July, 1856.
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Received notice of the above application pursuant to the order of the H1onor,
able the Chief Justice of the Superior Court, at the hour of half-past three of the
clock, in the afternoon of this twenty-third of July, one thousand eight hundred
and fifty-six.

(Signed,) D. ROSS,
Solicitor General, L. C.

(Signed,) A. STUART,
Queen's Counsel.

PROVINCE OF CANAA, CITY F QUEBEC.
DISTRICT OF QUEBEC.

TO all or any of the Constables, or other Peace Oflicers, in the said District of
Quebec, and to the Keeper of the Common Gaol, at the said City of Quebec, in
the said District of Quebec.

Whereas, Victor Nolette and Moïse Plante, of the City of Quebec, were charged
before me, the undersigned, one of Her Majesty's Justices of the Peace in and
for the said District of Quebec; on the oath of François Xavier Langevin, Delina
Parent, Ann Brown, Marie Tourangeau (wife of François Xavier Langevin,)
Vitallaine Ludurantare (wife of Prosper St. Cyr,) Narcisse Brochu, William
Sanson, Odillon .Montreuil, Bernard Germain, for that they, the said Victor
Nollet and Moïse Plante did, on the ninth day of March, in the City of Quebec,
in the District of Quebec, feloniously did steal, take, and carry away, ten yards of
cotton shirtinoe, of the value of sixpence currency the yard, twenty-flve promissory
notes of the ank of British North Anierica, for the payment of twenty shillings
currency each, and each of the value of twenty shillings crrency, five promissory
notes of a certain bank for the payment of ten dollars each, and each of the value
ot fifty shillings currency, seventeen promissory notes of a certain bank for the
payment of twenty-five shillings each, and each of the value of twenty-five shil-
lings currency, a certain promissory note of a certain bank for the payment of
ten shillings, and of the value of ten shillings currency; four pieces of the gold
coin of the United States of America, commonly called dollars, and of the value
of one dollar each ; three pieces of the gold coin of the United States of America,
commonly called quarter eagles, and of the vahie of twelve shillings and sixpence
currency each; and two pieces of the gold coin of the United States of America,
commonly called half eagles, and of the value of twenty-five shillings currency
each; being lawful current money of this Province, the property of François
Xavier Langevin, the said several sums of money secured by and payable upon
the. said .several promissory notes bein g then and there and stilf unpaid and
unsatisfied,[ànd how due and owing to ie said François Xavi.rLangevm.

These are therefore to eommand yo, the sàid Constables or Peace Officers or
any of you, to take 'the said Victor Nllet and Moïse Plante and them éafe]y
convey to the Comnimon GTaol, at the City of Quebec afôresaid, arid theré deliver
them to the Keeper thereiof, together with this Precept; And I do hereby com-
mand you the saidKéèper of the said Common Gaol, to receive the said Victor
Nollet and Loïse Plante into your custody in the said. Comnmon. Gaol, and there
safely keep them until they shall be thence delivered by due corse of la.

I 85%
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Given under my hand and Seal, this third day of April, in the year of Our
Lord, One thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, at the said City of Quebec, in
the District aforesaid.

[1,. s (Signed,) J. MAQUIRE, J.P

A True Copy.

(Signed,) J. MACLAREN,
Gaoler.

PROVINCE OF CANADA ITY OF QUEBEC.
DIsTRICT OF QUEBECT

TO all or any of the Constables, or other Peace Officers, in the said District
of Quebec, and to the Keeper of the Comnion Gaol, at the said City of Quebec,
in the said District of Quebec.

Whereas, Victor Nollette, and Moïse Plante, of the City of Quebec, Labourers,
were charged before me, the undersigned, one of Her Majesty's Justices of the
Peace in and for the said District of Quebec, on the Oath of François Xavier
Langevin, Delina Parent, Ann Brown, Marie Tourangeau, (wife of François
Xavier Langevin) Vitallaine Ladurantare, (wife of Prosper St. Cyr,) Narcisse
Brochu, William Sanson, Odillon Montreuil, Bernard Germain, for that they, the
said Victor Nollette and Moïse Plante, did, on the ninth day of March, in the
City of Qnebec, in the District of Quebec, feloniously steal, take, and carry
away ten yards of cotton shirting, of the value of sixpence currency the yard ;
twenty-five promissory notes, of the Bank of British 1North Ameica, for the
payment of twenty shillings currency, each, and each of the value of twenty
shillings, currency ; ive pronissory notes of a certain Bank, for the payment
of ten dollars each, and each of the value of fifty shillings currency; seventeen
prornissory notes of a certain Bank, for the payinent of twenty-five shillings each,
and each of the value of twenty-five shillings, currency; a certain pronissory
note of a certain Banik, for the payment of ten shillings, and of the value of ten
shillings currency; four pieces of the Gold coin of the United States of America,
commonly called dollars, and of the value of one dollar each ; three pieces of the
Gold coin of the United States of America, commonly called quarter Eagles, and
of the value of twelve shillings and sixpence currency each; and two pieces-of
the Gold coin of the United States of America, commonly called half Eagles, and of
the value of twenty-five shillings currency, each, being lawful current money of
this Province, the property of François Xavier Langevin ; the said several sums of
money secured by and payable upon the said several promissory notes being then
and there and stili unpaid and unsatisfied and now due and owing to the said Fran-
çois Xavier Langevin. These are therefore to command you, the said Constables
or Peace Officers, or any of you, to take the said Victor Nollet and Moïse Plante,
and them safely convey to the Common Gaol, at the City of Quebec aforesaid,
and there deliver them to the Keeper theréof, togethei with this Precept Andi
do hereby command you the said Keeper of the said Common -Gaol, to receiVe
the said Victor Nollet and Moïse Plante into yout custody n the said CorntŽn
Gaol ard there, sfely keeP the til-th
course of law.
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Given under my hand and Seal, this third day of April, in the year of Our
Lord, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, at the said City of Quebec, in
the District aforesaid.

[I. s.] (Signed,) J. MAGUIRE, J.P.

A true Copy.

(Signed,) J. MACLAREN,
Gaoler.

PROVINCE OF CANADA, JJAMES MACLAREN, Keeper of the Common
DisTRICr OF QUEBEC, Gaol, of and for the City and District of Quebec,

to wit: in Her Majesty's Province of Canada, do hereby cer-
tify, and return to our Sovereign Lady the Queen

That before the coming of the annexed Writ to me directed, the body of Moïse
Plante, therein named, was committed into the Common Gaol of the said District
of Quebec, by virtue of a warrant from under the band and seal of John Maguire,
Esquire, one of the Justices of our Sovereign Lady the Queen, assigned .to keep
the Peace Within the said District of Quebec, copy of which warrant is hereunto
annexed, and on the twenty-first day of the present month of July, the said Moïse
Plante having been convicted of a certain felony before the Court of Queen's
Bench, was thereupon sentenced by the said Court to be imprisoned in the Pro-
vincial Penitentiary for and during the term of his natural life, and that I havQ
not yet received a copy of the said sentence, nor any order or sentence in writing
beyond the said comnitment, copy of which is hereunto annexed, and that this
is the only cause of the conmitment and detention of the said Moïse Plante in
the Common Gaol aforesaid, the body of which said Moïse Plante I have now
here, as by the said Writ it is conmanded me.

Dated at Quebec, this twenty-foirth day of July, in the year of our Lord one
thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, and of Her Majesty's'Reign the twentieth.

(Signed,) J. MACLAREN,
Gaoler.

PRoVINCE OF CANADA, hereby certify, that I at present hold and detain, in
DIsTRICT OF QUEBEC. the common Gaol of this District, the bodies of

Victor Nolette and Moïse Plante, in virtue of a sentence'tronounced in my pre-
sence, in the Court of Queen's Bench, on the 31st day of the mnonth of July,
instant, by the Honorable J. F. Duval, one of the Judges of the said Court, on
conviction of the crime of Larceny, condemning the said Victor Nolette and
Moïse Plante, to imprisonment in the Provincial Penetentiary, for the term of
their natural lives.

They the sai4 V tor Nolette, and Moïse Plante, having up to the time of th
rendering of the said spntence, been detained by me in virtue of a warrant of
gonnitment, a copy wýhø epf is hereunto annexed.



20Victoria. Appendix(No.38.) 1857;

I hereby further certify, that I have not, up to the present period, received
from the said Court, or from the Clerk of the Crown, any written order, sentence,
or other authority for their detention.

Given under ny hand, at the City of Quebec, this 23rd day of July, 1856.

(Signed,) J. MACLAREN,
Gaoler.

A True Copy.

GREEN & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown,

JUDGES' CHIAMBERS, QUEBEO.
Before BOWEN, Chief Justice.

Exparte, PLANTE, PETITIoNER FOR A WRnIT oF . bf8eas CorPu8.

Held:-That a Judge lias no jurisdiction to liberate a person found guilty of
simple larceny, and sentenced to be imprisoned in the Penitentiary for life,
although it might appear that the sentence was illegal; That in the particular case,
the Judge havng no j nrisdiction to revise the sentence, must abstain from giving
his opinion upon the legality or illegality of such sentence.

Judgment rendered, the 6th August, 1856.

BOWEN, Chief Justice :-When the prisoner, Moïse Plante, was brought before
me on the 24th July last, the Gaoler in his return to the Writ of habeas corpus,
certified, that he held the body of thé prisoner in virtue of the Warrant of a
Justice of the Peace, charging him with larceny, a copy of which was annexed
(similar to that delivered to the prisoner's counsel, and on which the Writ of
Aabeas corpus issued) and certifying further, that he, the Gaoler, was present on
the 21st day of July, in the Court of Queen's Bench, sitting at Quebec, when the

risoner was sentenced to be imprisoned at hard labour in the Penitentiary for
life, he, the prisoner, having been convicted of felony (what species of felony
was not stated,) but that he had not received from the Court any copy of this
sentence, or any written order on the subject.

I then intirnated to the prisoner's counsel that, as the prisoner had been com-
mitted for trial during the then term of the Court of Queen's Bench, still in
session, I would not interfere, and must necessarily remand the prisoner, as I
was not permitted to look beyond the return to the Writ, and that the return
in question showed -a sufficient cause for detention. -

It is true the prisoner's petition,. and the Gaoler's certificate as granted to him
shew that he was convicted of larceny, simple lacen y; which offence ould
heretofore have heen distinguished eithe' as petty o grand larcen but nosuch'
distinction now exists by law.
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Upon a former occasion, I took the oppo'rtunity of stating to the prisoners
counsel, that even admitting for a moment that the punishment awarded by- the
Court, was that which the law directs in cases of aggravated larceny, and which
could not attach to an accusation and conviction of simple larceny, I entertain-
ed very serious doubts whether the remedy now sought for, under the writ of
kabeas corpus, could be granted, viz., to discharge the prisoner altogether froin
the effect of his conviction and sentence, on the alleged ground of that sentence
being bad, for excess of punishînent.

In England, fornerly, and until the passing of the 11th and 12th Vic. cap. 78,
the remedy, given in such cases, would not be under a writ of habeas corpus, but
under a writ of error, by which the judginent would have been set aside, and
the prisoner discharged; but unfortunately for the administration of criminial
justice in Canada, no court of error exists ; the only remedy, therefore, in a case
of this description must be by petition to the Crown for a pardon.

On the occasion above referred to, I toolk the opportunity of referring the
prisoner's Counsel to our Provincial kabeas corpus Act or Ordinance, 24 Geo.
III, cap. 1, sec. 3, for the purpose of shewing that in vacation, that is, ont of
term or sessions, a writ of habeas corpus inght be obtained, from the Chief
Justice or any Judge of the Court of King's Bench, in the nanner therein de-
scribed, by any person detained for any crime (unless for felony or treason plainly
expressed in the warrant of commitment other than persons convict, or in execu-
tion by legal process,) and upon return thereof the Judge might bail the prisoner,
&c. to take his trial at the next session of the Court of King's Beich; unless it
should appear to the said Chiet Justice or Judge that the party so committed,
was detaired upon a legal process, " order" or warrant out of some Court, that
had jurisdiction in crimimal matters, or for such matters or offences for which by
law, the prisoner was not liable. In the present case the prisoner is detained
under the authority of a Court having jurisdiction in crimnal matter, and in
term, namely, tie'Court of Queen's Bench.

On that occasion, I also referred the Counsel to the case of Regina vs. Ellis, 8
D. &. R. 173, wherein it is stated that if a judgment of a Court of Quarter Ses-
sions be bad, for excess of punishment, e.g., for sentencing a convict to 14 instead
of 7 years' transportation, it is bad in toto, and will not operate as a good judg-
ment of transportation for 7 years, nor will it be amended by the Court of
Queen's Bench or sent back to the Sessions for that purpose, but will be reversed
on writ of error, and the prisoner discharged.

In the case of Holloway vs. the Queen, in error, on the 11th June, 1851, 2
Denison's Crown Cases, and to be found in Sharwood's American Edition of
British Crown Cases, vol. 6, p. 295, Lord Campbell, Chief Justice, said :-I en-
tertain no doubt that under 11 & 12 Vic. cap. 78, sec. 5, if we find one good
count in the indictment, although ail the other counts are bad, we shall be
bound to pronounce the judgmont, which ought to have been pronounced by
the Court of Quarter Sessions, or to remit the record to that Court to pronounce
the proper jud gment. In Rex vs. Bourne 7 Ad.. & El. 58, it was held by the
Court that at common law it had no power to pronounce the proper judgment in
sudh a case, or to remit the case for judgmnent to the Court below ; but now there
is a positive enactment of the Legislature that "Whenever any writ of error shall
"be brought upon any judgment, or any indictment, information, presentment

or- inquisition in any criminal case, and the Court of error shall reverse the
"judgment, it shall be competent for such Court of Error either to pronounce
"the proper judgment or to remit the record to the Court below, in order tha
" such Court may gttest the j udgment and p'onounce theproper judgment Apo i
" such indictment, information, presentment or inquisition."
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In Canada, we have no Court of Error, and' the British Statute 11 & 12, Vic.
cap. 78, is not law with us. It is to be remembered, that the offence charged by
the Grand Jury, as found in the bill of indictment, in the present case of Moïse
Plante, is no* for an aggravated, but for a simple larceny, and that by the Sta-
tute 4 & 5, Vie. cap. 25, sections 3 & 7, the punishment of these several offences
is there provided for, premising, that the 2nd sec. of the Act abolishes the dis-
tinction between petty and grand larceny, making all such cases, làrceny gene-
rally, and directing that.in every case of larceny the punishment cannot exceed
the punishment hereinafter mentioned for simple larceny. The 3rd section then
enacts, that every person convicted of simple larceny, or of any felony thereby
made punishable like simple larceny, (excepting cases thereinafter provided for)
shall be liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be imprisoned at hard labor in
the Provincial Penetentiary for any term, not less than seven years, or to be
imprisoned in any other prison or place of confinement, for any terni not exceed-
ing two years.

The 7th section of the. sane Statute then enacts, that whosoever shall, being
armed with any offensive weap on or instrument, rob, or assault with intent to
rob any person, or shall together with one or more persons rob, or assault with
intent to rob any person or shall rob any person, at the time of, or immediately
before, or immediately after such robbery, shall beat, strike, or use any other
personal violence to any person, shall be guilty of felony, and being convicted
thereof shall be liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be imprisoned at bard
labour in the Provincial Penitentiary for the -erm of his natural life, or for any
tern not less than seven years, or to be imprisoned in any other prison or place
of confinement for any terni not exceeding two years (even this period of seven
years, as I shall show presently, has been reduced to three years.

The 17th section further enacts, that whosoever shall steal any chattel, money,
or valuable security in any dwelling bouse, and shall. by any menace or threat
put any one therein in bodily fear, shall be guilty of felony, and being convicted
thereof, shall be liable to be imprisoned at bard labour in the Provincial Peni-
tentiary for any terni not exceeding fourteen years, nor less than seven years, or
to be imprisoned in any other prison or place of confinement for any tern not
exceeding two. years.

This last section would seem to apply to the case under consideration, and the
indictment, instead of being for simple larceny, as laid, should have laid the
offence of aggravation, as in this section, in which the extreme penalty does not
exceed fourteen years, and it is only in still graver and more criminal offences
that the life-imprisonnent is awarded, as in the following and other sections, in
which the lifeý-nprisonment is contra-distinguished from the term of penitentiary
or other imprisonment, and restricting thereby the perpetual life-imprisonient
within the discretion of the Court.

The last statute, towhihb I shall refer, is that of tbe 6 Vic. cap. 5, sec. 2, in-
tituled, "' :An Act for the better proportioning, the punishment to the offence in
"certain cases, and fors other purposes therein mentioned."

It ametds certain provisions of the Statûtes 4 and 5 Vic., caps. 24, 25 26 and
27, and enacts, " that for each and eëvery offence for whieh, by any of the A ets
hereinabove cited, the offender is liable on conviction, to be punished by iM-
prisomnent in t hèProvincial Peniteritiary but rmay instead thereof, and in the
discretion of 'the Courtbbe pnisled by inprisonmient in any other 'risoïor
place:of confinement for any term not exeeding two years the offender may, if
convicted after the passiùg of this Act, be p>miished rin 'thé discrétion of the
Court, by im risotmenté 'n thI ProvinciallPenitentiary for anyterninot essthan
tbree years sevn yers by -ad 5Vie cap. 25),and "hot exeeding the lôñgest
ternfo• wioh. such. ofeder alighthave been inp·isonéd if'this dect U had -nóe

I 85~.
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been passed, or by imprisonment in any other prison or place of confinement for
any term not exceeding two years in the manner prescribed hy such Act, pro-
vided alvays, that notliing in this Act shall prevent sucli offender from being
punished by imprisonment in the Provincial Penitentiary for life, if lie might
have been so punished, if this Act had not been passed.

Now had the prisoner been indicted for an aggravated larceny, either under
the 7th or 17th sections of 4 & 5 Vic. cap. 25, the indictinent ought to have
stated precisely, and the evidence ouglit to have established the, substantial and
distinguishing facts, constituting the offence. In this case, the indictment states
no such substantial and distinguishing facts. Whatever may have been the
evidence before the Court, as to the res gesta, and is for larceny only.

Duarris on Statutes, at page 674 says, when a Statute directs imprisonment
but lirnits no terminus a quo, it shall commence immediately, 8 Rep. 119.
When it appoints imprisonnent, but limits no time for its duration, the prisoner
remains at the discretion of the Court, Dalt. 410.

Not sitting here as a Court of Error, and having no power to revise the sen-
tence in this particular case, I abstain fron offering any opinion, as to the dis-
cretion exercised by the Court, with relation to the prisoner, Moïse Plante, it
being open to him to petition the Crown for a remission of punishment in whiole
or in part, as to His Excellency the Governor General, in his wisdom may seem
fitting.

The prayer of the Petitioner is hereby rejected.

Secretan, C. for Petitioner.

Stuart, A. of Counsel for the Crown.

PROVINCE 0F CANADA, IN THE QUEEN'S BENC;I.DiSTRICT OF QUEBEO,

QUEBEC, ýJlHE Jurors for our Lady the Queen, upon their oath present, That
to wit: Moïse Plante, late of the Parish of Quebec, in the District of
Quebec, laborer, and Victor Nolette, late of the saine place, laborer, on the ninth
day of March, in the year of our Lord One thousand eight hundred and fifty-six,
at the Parish aforesaid, in the District aforesaid, feloniously did steal, take and
carry away ten yards of shirting, of the value of five shillings current money of
this Province; twenty-five promissory notes, of the Bank of lBritish North Ame-
rica, for the payment of twenty shillings each, and of the value of twenty shillings
current money aforesaid each; five promissory notes, of the Bank of Montreal, for
the payment of ten dollars each, and of the value of two pounds ten shillings
current money aforesaid each ; seventeen promissory notes, of the Bank of Mont-
real, for the payment of twenty-five shillings each, and of the value of twenty-five
shillings current money aforesaid each; one promissory note, of the Quebec3 ank,
for the payment of ten shillings, and of the vaine of.ten shillings current money
aforesaid ; four pieces of gold coin, of the United States of America, known as one
dollar pieces, and of the value of five shillings current money aforesaid each;
four pieces of gold coin,pofthe United States of America, common]y called quar-
ter eagles, and of the value of twelve shillings and sixpence current money
aforesaid each ; two pieces of gold coin, of the United States of America, con-
monly called half-eagles, of tle value.of twenty-five shillings current money
aforesaid each; of the monies, goods and chattels of François Xavier Langevin
(and the said several sums of money payable upon and secured by the said
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several promissory notes being stili due and unsatisfied to the said François
XLvier Langevini) against the peace of our Lady the Queen, Her Crown and
Dignity.

And the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do further present, That
the said Moïse Plante and Victor Nolette, afterwards, to wit, on the day and
yuar aforesaid, at the Parish aforesaid, in the District aforesaid, feloniously did
steal, take and carry away, divers, to wit, forty-eight Bank notes for the pay-
ment of of divers sums of money, amounting in the whole to the sum of fifty.
nine pounds five shillings, current money, aforesaid, of the value of fifLy-ninle
poinds five shillings ; and divers, to wit, eight pieces of current gold coin of the
value of six pounds ten shillings, current mioney aforesaid, of the munies, goods
and chattels of François Xavier Langevin, against the peace of our Lady the
Queen, ber Crown and Dignity.

And the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oatli aforesaid, do further present, That
the said Moïse Plante and Victor Nolette, afterwards, to wit, on the day and
year aforesaid, at the Parish aforesaid, in the District aforesaid, feloniously (id
steal, take and carry away certain money, to wit, to the aiount of sixty-five
pouids fiveshvillings current money aforesaid of the monies, goods, and chattels,
of François Xavier Langevin, against the peace of our Lady the Queen, lier
Crown and Dignity.

(Signed,) G. E. CARTIER,
Attorney General.

By A. STUART,
duly authorised.

(Signed,) GREEN AND DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

(Endorsed.)

QUEBEC.

IN THE QUEEN'S BENCH9
July Term, 1856.

THE QUEEN,
against,

MOISE PLANTE, AD VICTOR NOLETTE.

-lndictment for Larceuy.--

*Witnessess,
Delmiira Parent Ami, Brown, Widow Woodbury,.
Marie Tourangeau, Vitallaine Laduraitare,
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Narcisse Brochu,
Odillon Montreuil,
François Xavier Langevin,
Louis Blais,

Witnesses.-(Cntinued.)
William Sanmson,
Bernard Germain,
Jean BIais,
Louis Beaulieu,

True Bill.

(Signed,) JAMES HOSSACK,
Foreman.

16th July, 1856.-Arraigned,-Plea-Non Cul.
19th July,-TRIAL.

Verdict as to NOLETTE,-GUILTY.
As to PLANTE,-GULTY.

(Signed,) GREEN & DOUCET.

A True Copy.

GREEN, & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

PROVINCE OF CANADA,
DIsTRICT oF QUEBEC.

COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH.
Crown Side.

July Terni, 20 Vie., 1856.

Present:

The Honorable Mr. JusTicE DrvAi,
Mr. JusTIoE CARoN.

On the 21st day of July, 1856.

Our Sovereign lady the Queen,
against

VICTOR NOLETTE and MOISE PLANTE,
toftDER coNvIÙrIoN OF LAII'OENY.

It is considered and adjudged by the Court of our Sovereign Lady the Queen,
now here, that the sai YjetornNoletta and Moïse. Plante, on and by reason of
their conviction aforesaid, be severally imprisoned, at hard labour, in the Pro-
vincial Penitentiary for and durin the term of their natural lives. And it
is ordered by the said Court of -ur Lady- the Queen,l now here, that the
Sheriff of the District of Quebec, having the lawful custody of the said ioi
Nolette and Moïsa Plante, do cause the said Victor Nolette :ad lise1lantä

185~T
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to be conveyed, in pursuance of the law in such case made and provided, to the
said Provincial Penitentiary, and there to be delivered into the custody of the
Warden thereof, together with a certified copy of the sentence aforesaid, and of
this order.

By the Court.

(Signed,) GREEN & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

A True Copy.

GREEN & DOUCET,
Clerk of the Crown.

1, ST. LEWIs STREET.
Quebec, 24th July, 1856.

Sir,-I have the honor of transmitting to you herewith a Petition addressed to
His Excellency the Governor General by a young man of the name of Moïse Plante,
complaining of a sentence pronounced against him by the Honorable Mr. Justice
Duval, one of the Judges of the Court of Queen's Bench for Lower Canada, on a
charge and conviction of simple larceny, condemning him to be imprisoned for
life in the Provincial Penitentiary, and to request that you will be so good as to
submit the same to His Excellency at your earliest convenience.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

(Signed,) C. SECRETAN, Junior,
Solicitor.

To the Honorable T. LEE TERRILL
Secretary of the Province of Canada.

To His Excellency Sir EDmUND WALKER IIEAD aronet, Governor General of
British North America, and Captain General and Governor in Chief in
and over the Provinices of Canada, Nova Scotia,, New Brunswick,and
the Island of Prince Edward, and Vice-Admiral .f thesame, &c. &c.

The humble Petition of Moïse Plante, late of Quebeclaborer, and now con-
fined in the Common Gaol of the District of Quebec, under conviction of simple
larceny, -respeotfully sheweth;

That 'your Petitioner was, on the 19th day of the Mo nth of Jul-y instant, tried
andý coûvicted-before Her Mjst's Court of' Qngen Bench for Lower Canadia
holding criminal pleas in and 'for the said District, on an indictment charging
your Petitioner with the offence:of siiplelarcény, and nothing nore.

That two day aft-wards' ur Petitionier was; on th sid conviction, sen
tericedby the Iionor&bl«eMr. utic'e&Dül<oneof he Jdsdof the-sâi4 Ohi
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ta suffer an imprisonment in the Provincial Penitentiary for the remainder of his
life.

That your Petitioner is but eighteen years of age and at his said trial was not
defended or assisted by Counsel, being without means, and not having had any
Counsel assigned to him by the Court.

That, altiongli indicted but for a simple larceny, as before stated, the said
Justico pormitted evidence to be adduced at the said trial tending to implicate
vour petitioner in two other higher offences, of the commission of which your
petitioner had not even been accused, viz.: the crime of setting fire to a dwel-
ling- bouse, a person beinc therein, punislable by death, and that of robbery
atteileld vith violence, punishable by imprisonnent in. the Provincial Peniten-
tiary for life, or for any teri not less than thiree years.

That since the passing of the said sentence your petitioner has been enabled to
secure the services of an advocatc, by whom lie has been advised tlat the said
sen ence is illegal, mill and void, the said Mr. Justice Duval not being authorized
by the laws of tlhis country to condenin your petitioner to the dreadfal punish-
ment thus inflicted on him.

That in and by the 3rd section of the Provincial Statute passed in the 4th and
5th years of IIer present Majcsty's Reign, chapter the 25th, wlich is the section
of the law under which your petitioner was indicted and could only be punished,
the words used in expressing the amount of punishîment which can be inflicted
on persons convicted, as was your petitioner, on indictment merely charging
simple larceny, should not and cannot be construed as conferring the power of
imprisoning for life.

That to be satisfied that the Legislature never intended conveying to any
Court the authority thus to puinish persons convicted of simple larceny, which is
a ninor offence to those hereunder mnentioned, it is sufficient to refer to the 7th,
8'th and 15th clauses of the said statute, which apportion the punishment in cases
of robbery attended with violence, extorting property by threats and burglary, to
the 3rd, Gtl, 9th, 10th and 17th clauses of tie 4th & 5th Vic. cap. 26, relating to
arson, demnolishing churches, destroying ships, impeding the saving of life, and
setting fire to agricultural produce, and the 3rd, 7tb, 1Oti, lth, 12th and 13th
clauses of the 4th and 5tl Vic. cal). 27, relating to accessories to murders, man-
slaungliter, poisoning and shooting, cutting and wounding mnaiming, and trying to
proncire abortion. In each of these different clauses the power of imprisoning
for life is given, but specially mentioned in these words, " for the term of his
" natural life, or for any terrms not less than seven years." It is therefore per-
fIctly clear tlat if, by the mere words "for any term nîot less than seven years"
used in tbe clause relating to simple larceny, tie Legislature intended conferring
the power of imprisoning tor life, they would not have employed the ones "for
" the tern of his natural lif " in establishing the punishnient for hi gher offences.
To suppose for a moment that it was intended to punish persons guilty of simple
larceny to the saine extent as those gnilty of sucli crimes as stabbing, wounding
or manslaugiter, implies a want of discretion in Parliament fortunately to be
no where else met with. A reference to the 3rd section of the Imperial Statute
*7th & 8th Geo. 4th, cap. 29, the statute from which onr provincial law in rela-
tion to larceny was taken, will show that in England the power of imprisoning
for life for that offence does not exist.

That your petitioner is innocent of and, never did commit the crime whereof
he has been so as aforesaid convicted, and that at the said trial from 18 to 20
witnesses were producedl, on his behalf, who testified on oath, that lie had not
and could not hiave participated in its commission.

Wlherefore your petitioner humbly prays that your Excellenicy vill be pleased
t. 4ake his cpee into your se4ous and fAvorable consideration, and in the exercise



20 Victoria. A ppendix (No. 38.) 1857.

of the higli prerogative of mercy delegated to your Excellency by the Crown,
von may be pleased to extend the Royal Pardon to your petitioner, and order
bis release from imprisoument, wlhereby an only son nay be restored to the fond
embraces of an aged, widowed. and heart-broken mother, whose sole support lie
has for years past been.

And your petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
his

(Signed,) MOISE > PLANTE.
Mark.

Subscribed and delivered in presence of us,
the undersigned, at Quebec, this 24th of July, 1856.

(Signed,) C. SECRETAN, Junior,
Advocate.

(Signed,) J. DUNBAR,
Advocate.

1, ST. LEwis STREET,
Quebec, 9th of August, 1856.

Sir,-Bein'g as I am, still under the impression, that from our peculiar system
of laws in relation to the Writ of Ilabeas Corpus, and the absence of a Court of
Error, the power exists of discharging a prisoner in. custody under color of an
illegal sentence, I, with the view of not unnecessarily troubling His Excellency
the Governor General, with the petition of Moïse Plante enclosed in my last
letter to you, made an application to that effect, to the Chief Justice of the Supe-
rior Court for Lower Canada, at the saine time referring him to two cases, in
both of which I happened to be concerned some years ago, as precedent in sup-
port of the view entertained by me, of the authority vested by our law in our
Judges, to discharge persons illegally sentenced by our Crimiinal Courts. The
first was, the case of a man' of the name of Christopher Todd Brown, indicted,
tried, and convicted, before the Court of Quarter Sessions for this District, under
the presidency of Mr. Power, then and still, one of the Circuit Judges. I con-
ducted the case for the prosecution, and if I recollect rightly, the prisoner was
defended by the present Solicitor General Ross. On the jury returning their
verdict of gnilty, I left the Court, and heard nothing more of the matter, until a
day or two afterwards, vhen I was informed, to ny no snall surprise, that Mr.
Power having passed an illegal sentence on Brown, (convicted of an assault with
intent to commit a rape,) the latter had been at once discharged from bis impri-
somnent, by order of Mr. Justice Bedard, on a writ of IlabeasGCorpus, sued out
by his attorney. The next case was that of one Louise Baillargeon, indicted
befpre the same Court on a charge of keeping a disorderly house, tried and con-
victed. She was defended by me, and I recollect, I was at the time under the
impression she had fnot received a fair trial. Fortunately for ber, Mr. Power
again presided, and passed another illegal sentence, condemning lier to a punish-
ment lie had no right to inflict. I appfied to the late Sir James Stuart, then the
Chief Justice for Lower Canada, and he immediately, upon a writ of Aabea8
corpus, ordered her to be restored to her liberty.

Nevertheless, Mr. Chief Justice Bowen lias rejected Plante's application, and
as bis decision clearly iniplies his conviction of. the illegality of the sentence pro-
nounced against Plante (an opinion lie has mnade it no secret to communicate in
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many,) I have thought it my duty, with his permission, to transmit it to you for
the consideration of His Excellency, should he be pleased to peruse it.

I likewise takze the liberty of attaching hereunto an Editorial Article, written
by Professor Andrew, the Chief Editor of the "Quebec Morning Chronicle," iii
relation to this matter, as also a communication addressed to the "Quebec
Gazette," by my learned friend, Colonel Gugy, both of which I beg to submit
as treating the question in a manner well worthy of notice.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

(Signed,) C. SECRETAN, Junior,
Solicitor for the Prisoner.

Honorable T. LExu TERRILL,
Secretary of the Province of Canada.

JTrDGEs' CHAMRERS,
Court louse, August, 1856.

Prosent:-Cliief Justice BowEN.

Exparte-MOISE PLANTE; on Petition for a Writ of iliabeas Corpus.

WHEN the prisoner, Moïse Plante, was brouglit before me on the 24ti July
last, the Gaoler in his returri to the Writ of Ilabeas Corpus, certified that

lie held the body of the Prisoner, in virtue of a Warrant of a Justice of the
Peace, charging him with larceny, a copy of which was annexed (similar to that
delivered to the prisoner's Counsel, and on whici the Writ of labeas Co7pus
issued) and certifying further that lie, the Gaoler, was present on the 21st day of
July, in the Court of Queen's Bencli, sitting at Quebec, when the prisoner was
sentenced to be imprisoned at liard labor in the Penitentiary for life, having been
convicted of felony, (what species of felony not stated) but that lie had not re-
ceived from the Court any copy of his sentence, or written order on the subject.
I then intimated to the prisoner's Counsel that as the prisoner had been commit-
ted for trial during the then term of the Court of Queen's Bench, still in session,
I would not interfere, and must necessarily remand the prisoner, it not being
then permitted to look beyond the return to the Writ, and that shewed a sufli-
cient cause for imprisonment.

It is true the prisoner's petition, and the Gaoler's certificate as granted to hin
siew that lie was convicted of larceny, simple larceny, which heretofore would
have been distinguished either as petty or grand larceny, but now such distinc.
tion no longer exists in law.

Upon the former occasion I took the opportunity of stating to the prisoner's
Counsel, that even admitting for a moment that the punishment awarded by the
Court, was that which the law directs in cases of aggravated larceny, could at-
tach to an accusation and conviction of simple larceny only, I entertained very
serions doubts whether the remedy now sought for, under the Writ of Rabeaî
Corpus, namely, to discharge the prisoner altogether from the effect of his conï
viction and sentence, on the alleged ground of that sentence being bad for excess
of punishment.

In England, formerly, and until the passing of the 11th and 12th Vic. cap. 78,
the remedy in such case must be found not under a Writ of Habeas Corpus, bût
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on a Writ of Error, by which the judgment will be set aside and the prisoner
discharged, but unfortunately for the administration of Criminal Justice in
Canada, no Court of Error exists; the only remedy therefore in such case must
be by petition to the Crown for a pardon.

On the former occasion I took the opportunity of referring the prisoner's
Counsel to our Provincial Iabea8 Copus Act or Ordonnance 24 Geo. III, cap.
1, sec. 3, for the purpose of shewing that in vacation, that is out of term of ses-
sions, a Writ of Kabeas Co2pus may be obtained fron the Chief Justice or any
Judge of the Court of King's Bench, in the manner therein described by any
person detained for any crime (unless for felony or treason, plainly expressed in
the Warrant ot commitment other than persons convict or in execution by le gal
process) and upon release thereof, the Judge shall and may bail the prisoner, &c.
to take his trial at the next sessions of the Court of King's Bench, unless it shall
appear to the said Chief Justice or Judge, that the party so committed, is detain-
cd upon a legal process " order" or warrant, out of some Court that hath juris-
diction in Criminal matters, or for such matters or offences for which by law the
prisoner is not liable-here the prisoner is detained under the authority of a
Court having jurisdiction in criminal matters, and in term narnely the Court of
Qtueen's Bench.

On that occasion I also referred the Counsel to the case of Regina ves. Ellis,
8 D. & R. 173, wherein it is stated that if a judgment of a Court of Quarter Ses-
sions be bad, for excess of punishment, e.g. for sentencing a convict to 14 instead
of 7 years' transportation, it is bad in toto, and will not operate as a good judg-
ment of transportation for 7 years, nor will it be amended by the Court of
Qneen's Bench, or sent back to the sessions for that purpose, but will be reversed
on Writ of Error, and the prisoner discharged.

In the case of Holloway vs. the Queen, in Error on the llth June, 1851, 2
Denison's Crown Cases, and to be found in Sharwood's American Edition of
British Crown Cases, 6 vol. p. 295. Lord Campbell, Chief Justice, said, " I en-
"tertain no doubt that under 11 & 12 Vic. cap. 78, sec. 5, if we find one good
"count in the indictment, although all the other counts were bad, we shall be
"bound to pronoünce the .judgment which ought to have been pronounced by
"the Côurt of Quarter Sessions, or to remit the record to that Court to pronounce
"the proper judgment. In Rex vs. Bourne, 7 Ad. & El. 58, it was held by this
"Court, that at common law it had no power to pronounce the proper judg-
"ment in such a case, or to remit the case for judgment to the Court below; but
"now there is a positive enactment of'the Legislature that, "Whenever any
"Writ of Error shall be brought upon any judgment, or any indictment, infor-
"mation, presentment, or inquisition in any criminal case, and the Court of Error
"shall reverse the judgment, it shall be competent for such Court of Error either
"to pronounce the proper judgment, or to remit the record to the Court below,
"in order that suchi Court may arrest the judgment and pronounce the proper
"judgment upon such indictment, information,, presentment, or inquisition."

In Canada we have no Court of Error, and the -British Statute, il & 12 Vic.
cap. 78, is not law with us.

It is to be reinarked that the offence charged by the Grand Jury, as found in
the bill of indictiú int -the pr'eient case of IMoise' Plante, is not for an aggra-
vated but simple larceny, and that by the Statute 4 & 5 Vie. cap. 25, sec. 3 & 7,
the punishment of these severaloòffences iis thus provided for, premising, that the
2nd section of the Act abolishes the distinction between petty and grand larceny,
making 'all such:. ases larceny 'generally, and directing that in every case of lar-
ceny the punishment. cannot exceed the punishment hereinafter mentioned for
simple larceny. The 3rd section, tien enacts that every person convicted of
simple lareeny, or of any felony :-hereby made, punishable like simple 1rcenyy
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(except in the cases hereinafter provided for,) shall be liable, at the discretion of
the Court, to be inprisoned at hard labor in the Provincial Penitentiary for any
terni nlot less than seven years, or to be imprisoned in any other prison or place
of confinement for any terni not exceeding two years.

The 7th section of same statute then enacts that whoever shall, being arned
with any offensive weapon or instrument, rob, or assault with intent to rob any
person, or shal, togetier with one or more person or persons, rob, or assault with
intent to rob any person, or shall rob any person, and at the time of, or imme-
diately before, or iinmediately after such robbery, shall beat, strike or use any
other personal violence to any person, shall be guilty of felony, and being con-
victed thereof, shall be liable, at the discretion of. the Court, to be imprisoned at
hard labor in the Provincial Penitentiary for the term of lis natural life, or for
any term not less than seven years, or to be imprisoned in any other prison or
place of confinement for any tern not exceeding two years. (Even this period
of seven years, as I shall shew presently, lias becn reduced to three years.)

The 17th section further enacts that whosoever shall steal any chattel, money
or valuable security in any dwelling house, and shall by menace or threat put
any one therein in bodily fear, shall be guilty of' felony, and being convicted
thereof, shall be liable to be imprisoned at liard labor in the Pr-ovincial Peniten-
tiary for any tenu not exceeding fourteen years, nor less than seven years, or to
be inprisoned in any other prison or place of confinement for 'any term not
exceeding two years.

This last section would seem to apply to the case in hand, and the indictment
instead of being for simple larceny as laid, should have laid the offence of aggra-
vation as in this section, in which the extreme penalty does not exceed fourteen

,years, and it is only in still graver and more criminal offences that the life-im-
prisoment is awarded, as in the following and other sections, in which the life-
imprisonment is contra-distinguished from the term of Penitentiary or other im-
prisonment, and restricting thereby the perpetual life-imprisonnent within the
discretion of the Court.

The last statute to which I shall refer, is that of the 6 Vic. cap. 5, section 2.
intitule1, " An Act for the better proportioning the punishment to the offence in
"certain cases, and for other purposes therein mentioned."

It amends certain provisions of the Statutes 4 & 5, Vic. cap. 24, 25, 26 & 27, and
enacts, that for each and every offence, for which, by any ot the Acts herein above
cited, the offender is liable on conviction, to be punished by imprisonment in the
Provincial Penetentiary, but may instead thereof, and in the discretion ot the
Court, be punished by imprisonment in any other prison, or place of confine-
ment, for any term not exceeding two years; the offender may, if convicted
after the passing of this Act, bc punished in the discretion of the Court, by
imprisonment in, the Provincial Penitentiary, for any term, not less than -three
years, (7 by 4 & 5, Vic. cap. 25,) and not exceeding the longest term for which
such offender might have been so imprisoned, if this act had not been passed ; or
by imprisonnent in any othier prison, or place of cofinement, for any terni not
exceeding two years, in the manner prescribed by such Act: Provided always,
that nothing in this Act shall prevent such offender from being punished by
imprisonment in the Provincial Penitentiary for life, if he might have been
so punished, if this Act hîad not been passed.

Now had the prisoner, been indicted for an aggravated larceny, either under
the 7th or 17th sections of the 4th and 5th Vic. cap. 25, the indictment ought to
liave stated precisely, and the evidence ought to have established the substantial
and distinguishing facts, constituting the offence. In this case the indictment
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States no such substantial and distinguishing facts. Whatever may have been
the evidence before Court, as to the res geste, and is for larceny ouly.

Dwarris on Statutes, page 769 says, when statutes directs imprisonment, but
limits not terminus a quo it shall be immediately, 8 Rep. 119. When it appoints
imprisonment, but limits no time, how long, the prisoner remains at discretion of
the Court, Dalton 410.

Not sitting here as a Court of Error, and having no power to revise the sen-
tence in this particular case, I abstain from offering any opinion as to the discre-
tion exercised by the Court, with relation to the prisoner Moïse Plante, it being
open to him, to petition the Crown, for a remission of punishinent, in whole or in
p art, as to His Excellency the Governor General, in his wisdom, may seem
fitting.

The prayer of the petition is hereby rejected.

SEORETARY's OMOE,
Toronto, 9th September, 1856.

Sir,-HIis Excellency the Governor General having had under his careful con-
sideration, the petition transmitted by you, in behalf of Moïse Plante, whereby
a free pardon is prayed for in his favor, bas commanded me to state that His
Excellency sees no reason for the exercise of the prerogative of mercy in favor of
the petitioner.

I have, &c.

(Signed,) E. PARENT,
Assistant Secretary.

C. SEORETYAN, Esquire, Junior,
Advocate, Qaebev.

4



1PRINTr2D B1W IOLLO CAMPRELL, CORNER 0F YONGIE AND) WELLINGTON STREE TS, T0OOTO..



20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 39.) 1857.

RETURN
To an Address from the Legislative Assembly, of the c6th ultimo, for

Copies of Documents having reference to the subject of the Dismissal of

Louis F. Dufresne from Commission of the Peace.

By Command.

ET. PARENT.

SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

Q1st April, 1857.

QuEBEc, May 2, 1845.

Sir,-I have been requested to transmit to you the accompanying Petition to
His Excellency the Governor General, of the Curé, Churchwardens, Militia
Officers, and other inhabitants of the Parish of L'Ancienne Lorette, in the
County of Portneuf, complaining of the unfitness of Louis Flavien Dufresne,
Esquire, to hold the office of a Justice of the Peace.

I an further desired to state that if His Excellency should direct an investiga-
tion of the charges preferred by the Petitioners, they will be prepared with tUe
most complete proof to establish them.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your very obedient humble Servant,

(Signed,) T. C. AYLWIN.
The Honorable Mr. DALY,

Provincial Secretary.
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To His Excellency the Right Honorable CHARLEs T-EoPiLiLUS Baron METCALFE, of
Fernhill, in tie County of Berks, Knight, Grand Cross of the Most Honor-
able O1rder of the Bath, one of the Most Honorable Privv Conicillors of
IIer Majesty, Gover'nor General of Britisli North Aiîîerica, and Captain
Geoneral and Gvernor in Cliief iii and over the Provinces ot Canada,
Nova Scotia, New' Brunswick, and Prince Edlvard's Island, and Vice+
Admiral of the saine, &c., &c., &c.

The Petition of the unleisigned, resicling in the Parish of Old Lorette,

HUMnLY sHIIEWETH

That for nany yoars, your Petitioners have been exposed to the vexations
c(ldnuct and fits of anger and violence of Louis Flavien Duifresne, Esquire, one
of the Justices of the Peace for the District of' Qnebec, residing in the said
parish.

That the conduet and imanners of the said Mr. Dufr'esne, are a subject of pub-
lic scandal, for the parish, and that niifortiinately tliis gentleman is so cldictcd
to intemperance that he caniliot confine himself within the ordinary limits òf
decency, but that very often, under the influence of intoxication, lie goes
thlrough the parislh, coiiitting acts of violence, and excesses of an outrageous
character.

That the said Mr. Dufresne publicly avails himself of his office of Justice of
the Peace, not only to shelter hiinself from the consequence of his excesses but
also to commit them.

Tliat recently the said Mr. Dufresne was publicly convicted, on his own
avowal and confession, before J. A. Taschereau, Esquire, Police MIagistrate at
Q uebec, of laving, during the night of Sunday, the thirteenth day of April last,
danaged tic lons of a certain Soulange Robey, and of having assaulted lier,
and was sentenced in consequence to pay a fine of two pounds two shillings, cur,
rency, and one pound thirteen shillings costs, and in default of payment, was
imprisoned for eight days in the commînon gaol.

Thlat your petitioners are unwilling, from respect to your Excellency, to specify
the disgraceful circmnnstances unclerwlich this latter outrage was comnitted,
but they humbly pray reference to the annexed documents, which will inform
Your Excellency on these points.

Tiat it is impossible for your Petitioners to respect the said Mr. Dufresne, and
that it is painful for then to be obliged to have recourse to him, and to be sub-
jected to his jurisdiction in parochial affairs, in which the law requires the inter-
vention of a Justice of the Peace, and even inakes hlin proesident of the parochial
meetings.

That there have been already many complaints inade to Your Excellency, and
to former Governors of this Province, respecting the public conduct of the said
Mr. Dufresne, but that hitherto nothing has been done in redress of these griev-
ances.

That your Petitioners are prepared to pr-ove the truth and justice of their pre,
sent complairt.

Wherefore, they invoke the protection of Yonr Excellency, and earnestly and
respeòtfully pray, that their Petition may be taken into consideration, and that
the said Mr. Dufresne may be disnissed from the Ccommission of the Peace, and
replaced in the parish by some person of irreproachable morals, and worthy of
the honor of being Justice of the Peace under ler Majesty, and of the respect of
the undersigned and of their parish ; and your Petitioners will ever pray.
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(Signued,) J . LABERGE, Ptre., Curé of Old Lorette.
JEAN PLAMONDON, Churchwarden.
MICHEL DROLET, do.
JACQUES PLAMONDON, do.
FRANÇOIS VOYER, do.
ANTOINE BLONDEAT, do.
LOUIS VOYER, do.
PIÈRRE ROBITAILLE, do.
.JACQUES E. PAGEOT, Captain of Militia.
PIILIPPE DROLET, Lieutenant.
PIERRE DROLET, Ensign.
GABRIEL BELLEAU, Serjeant.
HlENIRI PLAMONDON.
BTE. DROLET.
JEAN ROBITAILLE, School Conunisioner

And one hundred and six others.

We, the undersigned, certify that the marks made above are those of the per-
sous who have theinselves given their naines.

(Signed,) B. VOHL,
FRANÇOIS GILBERT.

OLO LoniE'rriý, lst May, 1845.

(Translation.] 
'

PROVINCE oF CANADA, S SOULANGE ROBY of the City of Quebec, in the
DISTRIOT orF QUEBEîC. County and District of Quebec, being of the full

age of twenty-one years (fille majeure,) deposeth and saith:-
That on the niglit of Sunday, the thirteenth of April instant, at about eleven

o'clock, Louis Flavien Dufresne, of the parish of Old Lorette, did with force and
arms assault the deponent with a certain water-spout, which he liad torn down
from the house occupied by the deponent, and having thus torn down the said
water-spout, lie did then and tiiere throw it with force and violence against the
window blind of the house of the said deponent, and thereby then and there
break and destroy the said window blind, against the peace of Our Lady the
Queen, and without cause or provocation.

Wherefore, the said deponent prays that he may be held to undergo his trial,
under the Statute in such case made and provided, and has signed.

(Signed,) SOULANGE ROBY.
Sworn before me, at Quebec,

this 1Sth April, 1845.
(Signed,) J. A. TAsCHEREAU, J.P.

Certified, a true Copy.

(Signed,) J. A. TASCHEREAU.
J.P.

Office of the Inspector and Superintendent of Police,
QUEBEO, 28th April, 1845.
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PROVINCE OF CANADA, B E it remembered, that on the twenty-flrst day of
DISTRICT OF QJEBEo. ) April, in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight

hundred and forty-five, at the City of Quebec, in the County of Quebec, in the
District of Quebee, Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, is convicted before ie,
Joseph André Taschereau, Esquire, one of Her Majesty's Justices of the Peace,
of anîd for the District of Quebec, for that he, the said Louis Flavien Dufiesne did,
on the niight of Sunday, the thirteenth of April instant, with force and arms, as-
sault one Soulange Roby, Spinster, with a certain water-spont, which the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne had just before torn down fron the house of the said
Soulange Roby, and then and there occupied by ber the said Soulange Roby:

And that the said Louis Flavien D'ufresne did then and there, with force and
violence, throw the said water-spout against the wiidov-blincd of the house of
her the said Soulange Roby, and thereby then and there break and destrôy the
same, against the peace of Our Lady the Queen, and also against the form of the
Statute in such case made and provided.

And I, the said Josepli André Taschereau, Esquire, adjudge the said Louis
Flavien Dufresne, for his said offence, to forfeit and pay the sum of two pounds
two shillings, currency, and also to pay the sunm of one pound thirteen shillings,
currency, for costs; and in default of immediate payment of the said suins, to be
imprisoned in the common gaol of this District, for the space of eiglit days, unless
the said sums shall be sooner paid:

And I direct that the said sum of two pounds two shillings, currency, amouint
of the penalty, shall be paid to the Clerk of the Peace, of and for the District of
Quebec, in which the said offence was committed, to be by him applied accord-
ing to the directions of the Statute in that case made and provided.

And I further order that the said sun of one pound thirteen shillings, cur-
rency, for costs, shall be paid by the said Louis Flavien Dufresne to the said
Soulange Roby.

Given under my band and seal, at the City of Quebec, on the day and year
first above written.

Certified.

(Signed,) J. A. TASCHEREAU, [L. s.]
J.P.

[Tran8lation.]

To His Excellency the Right Honorable JAsms, Earl of ELGIN ainl RNmoARDINE,
Governor General of British North America, and Captain General and
Governor in Chief in and over the Province of Canada, &c., &c., &c.

The humble Petition of JAcQUes PAGEoT, Esquire, Mayor of the Parish of Our
Lady of Old Lorette, and of BENJAMIN VoIL, Proprietor, both of the said Parish
of Old Lorette,

IUMBLY sIIEwETII:

That already, by a Petition signed by the majority of the inhabitants of this
Parish, they have complained against both the public and private conduct of



20 Victoria. ûAppeñdix (No. 39.)

Louis Flavien Dufresne, one .of the Justices of the Peace of Hler Majesty for the
District of Quebec, residing in the said Parish of Old Lorette.

That in addition to the complaints already brouglit against the said Louis
Flavien Dufresne, and maintaiiing at the'same time their truth, your Petitioners
believe it to be tleir duty to submit the following, which they are prepared to
establish by proof, and which are within the knowledge of all the inhabitants of
the said parish, that is to say:-

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne lias not hesitated to abuse his authority
as Justice of the Peace to annoy the inhabitants and oflicers of the parish, as the
sous-voyers and inspectors; that lie lias so intirmidatqd them by frivolous and
vexatious suits, that they do not dare to oblige hin to fulfil the duties which the
law imposes on him in common with other proprietors, nor even to have recourse
to the tribunals for the saine purpose.

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne lias actedas Justice of the Peace and sole
nagistrate in cases wherein le was an interested party, and which lie alone

instigated, and this after having announced beforehand to the plaintiffs the
successful issue of their action.

That on many occasions lie lias advised, and even compelled, by threats, par-
tics to bring their action before himî, promising a favorable result to the cause of
the plaintiffs, and many persons having good grounds of defense have been
known to resign their case with pecuniary loss, rather than expose themselves to
appear before him, his conduct ou the benich being neither digniffled, becoming,
just, nor impartial.

That with a view of bringi ng the inhabitants of the said parisli into trouble
and difficulty, the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Justice of the Peace, lias openly
opposed the execution of various Acts of the Legislature, particularly the carry-
inlg out of the Municipal Acts and the Education Act.

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne lias received, as Justice of the Peace,
large sums of inoney for various fines imposed by him in his said capacity, and
that lie bas never rendered any account of this money to the competent authori-
ties, but that, on the contrary, lie lias appropriated this noney for himself, ex-
pending it for his own uses, and boasting publicly. of this conduct.

That very frequently the said Louis Flavien Dufresne lias been guilty of
abusive vituperation, of acts of violence, and of infractions of the peace, and that
the suffering parties have not dared to bring him to punishment, being persuaded
that they would thereby subject themselves to nany vexatious suits, in which he
would be sole judge, after having instigated them in the first instance, suits
wherein the victims would have no means of righting themselves but by means
of a certiorari, which would expose them, not only to considerable loss of time,
but also to expenses and advances of money often beyond their means.

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne lias been known, notwitlistanding and
in spite of an appeal from the judgmuents by him rendered, to endeavour,,by
threats, by letters, and otherwise, to cause the sentences whiclh he had pro-
nounced to be carried into execution.

That your petitioners, in a word, do not hesitate to affirm, as well in their own
name as in that of a great majority of the inliabitants of the said parish, that the
conduct, both official and public,';as well as private, of the said Louis Flavien
Dufresne, tends only to lower in their eyes the magisterial ofiice, with which tie
Government lias been pleased to invest him, and which lie has used as a weapon
to annoy peaceable and loyal inhabitants, and a buckler to shelter his own
excesses.

Wheïefore yotir petitioners humbly pra.y, that your Excellency may be
pleased to take their present petition into your serions consideration, and te

185!i.
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order, in consequence whatever may appear just and expedient: and they wil1
ever pray.

(Signed,) ED. PAGEOT, Mayor,
13. VOHL.

OLU LorE'rrre, 30th Jlune, 1847.

STranslation.]

MONTREAt, 13t u 1847.

Sir,-I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the petition of Jacques
1d. Pageot and Benjamin Vohli, Esquires, of the Parish of Old Lorette, bringing
forward new conplaints against Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, il his capacity
of Justice of the Peace for the District of Quebec, and to inforn you t at it
will not fail to engage the attention of His Excellency the Governor General.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signed,) D. DALY.

1. J. O. CH AUVEAU, Esquire, M.P.P.,
&c., &c., &c.,

Montreal.

QUEMEa, 15th September, 1847.

Sir,-I liad the honor, during the last Session of Parliament, to present to His
Excellency the Governor General, a Petition, signed by M. Pageot, at that time
Mayor of Old Lorette, and by M. Vohl, of the saie place, complaining of the
conduct of Louis Flavien Dufresne, Ésquire, Justice of the Peace, and praying
for his dismissal. I had also inyself the honor of drawing the attention of His
Excellency to the grave character of the accusations contained in this Petition,
and to the urgent necessity for an inquiry, both for the satisfaction of the parties
concerned and for that of the public.

At the same time I had proposed, in the Legislative Assembly, an Address to
His Excellency, praying him to cause to be laid before the House copies of all
Petitionis presented to the Executive by the Reverend J. Laberge, or any other
inhabitant of the County of Quebec, relating to the conduct ot the said Louis
Flavien Dufresne, and also copies of all documents and vouchers acconpanying
such Petitions; and also copies of all correspondence between the Executive
Government and the signers of all such Petitions.

No return has been made to this Address, which was voted and must have
been presented to Ris Excellency in the usual mode. At last, having appiied
to those officers of the House who are charged with the safe-keeping of docu-
inents of this nature, I was informued that there did not exist any Return to this
Address.
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Having subsequently inquired of the Members of the Administration in their
place in Parliament, after due notice being given, to kznow what course would be
adopted in reference to M. Dufresne, Mr. Attorney General Badgley replied, that
an inquiry was to be immediately instituted on the conduct of . Dufresne.

After the prorogation of Parliament, perceiving that no inquiry had been in
fact commenced, and that M. Dufresne, in spite of the rmour of his suspension,
continued to exercise the functions of' Justice of the Peace, I thonght it my
(luty to write to Mr. Attorney General Badgley, requesting hini to inform me
whiat had been done, or what was proposed to be done; reminding him, at the
same time, that it Nvas solely from the promise he had given of an inquiry that
the measure had not been farther pressed. My two letters to Mr. Badgley on'
this subject, the latter of which bears date the 31st A.ugust last, have renained
up to the present moment without an answer.

I believe I should be wanting in my duty towards those of my constituents
who have entrusted me with this measure, if I did not now urgently demand
of the Executive Governnent, that the inquiry announced in the House by one
of the responsible advisers of His Excellency should take place.

The nature of the petitions, both of that which I have requested a copy of,
and of that which I have had the honor of presenting, mnust convince His Excel-
lency of the urgent necessity of an inquiry, the result of which can only be to
render justice to the parties interested, and to Mr. Dufresne himself, if he should
bo found innocent of the serious charges brouglit against him.

Be pleased to submait these facts, and the above stated demand, to the consider,
ation of His Excellency the Goverrior General, and believe me, with con-
sideration,

Your very humble and obedient Servant,

(Signed,) P. J. O. CHAUVEAU, M.P.P.

The Honorable D. DALY,
Provincial Secretary, Montreal,

([Tra'nslation,]
SEoIETAR4Y'S OFFICE,

MoNTREAL, 16th September, 1847.

Sir,-In answer to your letter dated yesterday, I have the hônor to inform you,
by order of the Governor General, that His Excellency bas authorized the ap-

ointinent of a Commissioner to inquire into the charges brouglit against L. F,
iDufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace.

I-have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedent Servant,

(Signed,) E. PARENT.

P. J. O. CInUVEU, Esquire, M.P.P.,
Quebee.
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SECRETARY's OFFICE,
MoNTREAL, 18th September, 1847.

Sir,-I have the honor, by the command of the Governor General, to transmit
to you the accompanying instrument, by whichi it lias pleased His Excellency to
appoint you to be a Comninissioner,, under the provisions of the Act 9th Vic.,
cap. 38, to investigate certain charges preferred against Mr. Louis F. Dufresne,
Justice of the Peace, of L'Ancienne Lorette, the tenor of which you will learn
from the accompanying papers. As, however, the charges preferred by the
Memorial of the 30th June, last, are of a general nature., I an to convey to you
His Excellency's authority for your requiring the Petitioners to particularize the
grounds of charge, so as to enablo you to proceed to a faill and final examination
of the alleged imisconduct of Mr. Dufresne. His Excellency is désirous to be
enabled by your report to arrive at as early a decision on the subject as possible.

I an to add that Mr. Dufresne has been inforned of your a))ointinent, and
requested to place hiiself in communication with you ; and witi a view to pre-
vent any niunderstanding on the subject, yon are to notify the parties interested
in the investigation, that the Executive Government will not hold itselt re-
sponsible for anîy costs or expenses of proceedings in support of the complaint or
in defelnce.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signed,) D. DALY,

Honorable A. W. CooiiiANE, Secretary.
&c., &c., &c.,

Q uebec.

SECRETARY's OFICE,
MONTREAL, 18th September, 1847.

Sir,-Referring to my letter to you of the lst, and to your reply of the Sth
instant, I have it in command fromn the Governor General, to informn you, that
His Excellency has been pleased, 1mder the provisions of the Act 9th Vie., cap.
38, to appoint the Hon. A. W. Cochrane, to be Commissioner te investigate the
charges preferred against yon, by Messrs. J. Pageot and Benjamin Volil.

I an accordingly to request that you will communicate with Mr. Cochrane on
the subject.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signed,) D. DALY,
Secretary.

Louis F. DUFRESNE, Esquire, J.P.,
Quebec.
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QUEBEC, 7th July, 1848.

Sir,-The Signers of a Petition complaining of the conduet of L. F. Dufresne,
Esquire, Justice of the Peace, and transrnitted by me to the Executive Govern-
ment, inforn me that the inquiry ordered by Government is terminated, and
desire me to solicit respectfully the attention of His Excellency the Governor
Gener4l to the result of this investigation.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most humble obedient Servant,

(Signed,) PIERRE J. O. CIIAUfVEAU,
M.P.P.

Honorable R. B. SULL1VAN,
Secretary of the Province.

[Tran8lation.]
QUEBEC, 31st July, 1848.

Sir,-On Tuesday, the 18th instant, on belialf of the Curé and inhabitants of
Old Lorette, who demanded an investigation into the conduct of Louis Flavien
Dufresne, Magistrate, I proceeded to inquire of Mr. Cochran, the Commissioner
appointed by Government, whether the investigation was closed, and when his
report would be made to the Executive of the inquiry, versus Dufresne: lie then
answered me that the investigation was closed, and that his report thereof would
be made during the following week. Now the following week-, in relation to the
time of our interview, was the week now last past, so that Mr. Cochrane must
have made his report to the Executive. I Nwish therefore to know, for the infor-
mation of the Curé, and of the inhabitants of Lorette, whether Mr. Cochrane lias
made his report to the Executive of the investigation relating to the Magistrate
Dufresne. And if he has still not made his report, I pray you, on behalt of the
Petitioùers above mentioned, to take the necessary steps to oblige Mr. Cochrane
to report imnmediately. Mr..Dufresne continues his scandalous disturbances in
the Parish. I am informed that last week lie came back intoxicated from the
Grand Desert ; and. that at two o'olck in the morhîing, befie -the Lorette Cltirch,
he poured forth a tliousand imprecations and blasphemies against the Cwi'é, and
that lie roused, with his cries and vociferations, the people of the presbytère and
of the neighbouring houses. I have been required to receive affidavits on this
subject, wiiich I propose doing. 'A speedy reply will'oblige.

Your devoted Servant,

(Signed,) JOS. LAURIN,
M.P.P.

lie Honorable R. B. StYLLv ,
Provincial Secretary.

1857.
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QUEnEc, 18th August, 1848.

Sir,-I addressed you a letter, on Monday last, in reference to the Magistrate
and Mayor Dufresne ; I have not yet received the answer which I requested. 1
sent to-day the affidavits which I mentioned in my last communication. Tlis
man is a inonster of iniqnity, and nevertheless it.a ppears to be-impossible to have
him dismissed fron bis offices of Magistrate and Mayor. H1e is still a* public
officer, the first office'r of the Parish of Lorette, and an officer of the Govern-
ment, as he boasts publicly and frequently, titles whichli e proclaims mostpreten-
tiously, and which he abuses by his shameful, scandalous, and brutal actions.

I call for his immediate dismissal from his office of Magistrate and. from his
office of Mayor, in the name'of the Caré and of the respectable inhabitants of
Old Lorette, considering this perverse and intemperate oflicer, who bas often
been taken up drunk on the highway, to be unworthy all and every public
employment.

I call for justice towards the petitioners, against Dufresne.
I request of you to lay these affidavits before the Governor in Council, and to

honor me with an answer as soon as possible.

I have fhe honor to be, Sir,
Your devoted Servant,

(Signed,) JOS. LAURIN, M.P.P

Tie Honorable R. B. SULLIvAN,
Provincial Secretary, Montreal.

PRovINcE oF CANADA, BEFO1RE me, Jean Zephirim Nault, Esquire, Justice
DISTRICT oF QtUEBEc. of the Peace for the District of Quebec, appeared

Demoiselle GENEVIE VE BEAULIEU, of the full age oftwenty-one years (fille
najeure), of the Parish of Old Lorette, who, being sworn. on the Itoly Evan-

gelists, doth depose and say, that on Wednesday, the 26th day of July last, at
about two o'clock in the 'norning, she heard Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire,
Justice of the Peace, pf the said Parish of Old Lorette, call ont "C ursed Laberge,"
and that he woke a great number of persons in the vicinity by his cries and
vociferatione.

her
(Signed,) GENEVIEVE m BEAULIEU.

mark.

Sworn before me, at the Presbytire
of the said Parish, this 2nd August, 1848.

(Signed,) J. Z. NAULT, J.P.
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[TranéaWtion.]

PROVINCE OF CANADA EFORE me, Joseph Laurin, Esquire, Justice of the
DISTRICT or QuBo.-' Peaée for the District of Quebec, appeared Dame

ANNE HERRALD, wife of Joseph- Déry, Esquire, Captain of Militia of the
Parisli of Old Lorette, who, after havin g been duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists,
doth depose and say, that on Wednesday, the 26th day of Julylast, at about two
o'clock in the morning, she heard Louis Flavien Diufresne, Esquire, Justice of the
Peace, of the said Parish of Old Lorette, cry out before the church of the said
parisi, "Cursed Laberge, his father made him a priest with glasses of rum. The
"Hy Virin, or thcc Vubin gi is a harlot. Oh, Laberge, yoiu have gone to sleep

with your concubine, Labrie." That he called the Oure a'hog severaltiies, and
that, in fine, ho roused many in the vicinity by his cries and vociferations; that,
he was then intoxicated, and that lie caused great scandal. The deponent further
declares that Madame Labrie, above mentioned, is a worthy and respectable person.

(Signed) HANNAH DERY,
Sworn before me, at Old Lorette'

this 2nd August, 18K8
(Signed,) Jos. L4iam, J.PJ.

[Translation.]

PRoviNcE oF CANADA, BEFORE me, Josepli Laurin, Esq uire, Justice of the
DIsTIncT OF QUEBEÇ. Peace for the District of Quebec, personally ap-

peared, Sieur MICHEL FISET, Beadle of the Parish of Old Lorette, who,
being duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists, doth depose and say, that on Wednesday,
the 26th day of July last, at about two o'clock in the morning, he heard Louis
Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, of the said Parish of Old
Lorette, curse Messire Laberge, @uré of the said parish, and that he said, that the
said Sieur Laberge had been made a priest with rum, andithat he went ulp into the
pulpit to tell lies: that he was then intoxicated, and that,'in fie, he uttered horrible
maledictions and blasphemies, and roused a great number of persons in the
vicinity by his cries and vociferations. And the deponent has declared that he
is unable to writé, and has made his mark, as customary.

(Signed,), MICIIEL, m ISET.

Sworn before me, at the
Presbytery of the said Parish,

this 2nd da of A'gust, 1848.

(Signed, Jos. LAURIN, J.P.

QUEBEo, 15th August, 1848.
Sir,-I'have the-honor-to -transinitto-you-erewith atratcript of thëEidêncê

on oath, taken before me, on the charges against Mr. Dufresne, together with my
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report thereon ; and I also return the two petitions of the inhabitants of Lorette
against Mr. Dufresne, which I was commissioned to inqire into.

Since I had the honor of addressing you on the 20th ultiino, I. have been iu-
terrupted in the preparation of iny report by repeated indisposition, and by my
absence at the springs of St. Leon for the benefit of ny health.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN.
The Honorable R. B. SULLIVAN.

To His Excellency the Right Honorable the Earl of ELGrN and KINcARDINE,

K. T., Governor General of British North America, Captain General
and Governor in Chief in and over the Provinces of Canada, Nova
Scotia, Yew Brunswick, the Island of Prince Edward, and their several
depenidencies, &c., &c., &c.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY:

In my letter to Your Excellency's Provincial Secretary, dated the 20th
July, I had the honor of reporting for Your Excellency's information, the course
of proceeding I had adopted, in carrying on the inquiry into the conduct of L
F. iDufresne, Esquire, a Justice of th'e Peace for this District, with wbich I was
chargcd, by a Commission issued by Your Excellency,'dated the 13th September
last, and I stated the causes which had prevented the earlier completion of that
inqmry.

I now proceed to report to your Excellency the result of the inquiry, frst by

Appendix A. submitting for Your Excellency's information the acconpanying
traniscript of the evidence taken orally before nie, or laid before ne

in written documents; and secondly by submitting respectfully to Your Ex-
cellency ny opinion thereupon.

In my letter to the Provincial Secretary above referred to, I stated that I had
called upon the complainants to furnish me with full and particular specifications
of the facts which they were prepared to prove, ii support of the allegations
against Mr. Dufresne, contained in the two Petitions of lst May, 1845, and 19th
June, 1847, into the matter of which I was commissioned to inquire., But in sO
doing I limited the inquiry to the first and second paragraphs, of the former
Petition; and to the third and subsequent paragraphs to the ninth inclusive, of
the latter petition. The reason of this limitation wilI, I think, sufficiently appear
on reference to the two petitions, and fromi the observations which I shall present-
ly have to submit to Your Excellency, on the more detailed statement of facts
furnished to me by the complainants.

Appendix No. 1. The statement is contained in the document annexed to this Re-
port, entitled, "moyens deplaintes articulés," or Specifications of

facts chiarged.
It appeared to me, on a careful consideration of this document, that, of the

allegations contained in it, some were still too vague and general; that, in others,
the facts alleged involved only a charge of irregular or informal proceedings, or
erroneous judgments on the part of Mr. Dufresne, in matters brought before him
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in his capacity as a Justice of the Peace ; that in another instance the matter of
charge, (relating to an assault committed b Mr. Dufresne, of which he bad been
con victed on his own confession) had already been brought under Lord Metcalfe's
consideration in the Petition of 1845, (Paragraphs 3 and 4,) and that his Lord-
slip had not thouglit it necessary to visit Mr. Dufresne with other censure than
an expression of his regret that such a circumstance should have occurred ; and
that in another of the heads of charge in this paper, a general accusation was
preferred against Mr. Dufresne, of indulging in habits of intemperance in drink-
ing, which Ted him to occasional acts of outrage and violence.

To these matters it did not appear to me to be necessary that Mr. Dufresne
should be called upon specially to answer. His judicial propceedings had
already, as stated in the charge against him, been brought under the revision of
the proper superior tribunal; and there -was no allegation of corrupt or improper
motive on bis part in any particular case, except in one which will hereafter
be noticed, and which bas been inquired into by me. The personal assault
of wlich lie 'was convicted having before been brought under the consideration of
the Executive Government, and, a decision had thereupon, it seemed to me
that if there had not been on that point a virtual condonation to him, it Iight
bo taken so far' as a res judicata that it should not be the subject of a fresh
inquiry ; although 'the fact alleged, being of a grave nature, nay still, with
perfect propriety, he taken into consideration by l our Exellency, in connection
with any other acts of muisconduct which may be proved against Mr. Dufresne;
on the same principle on which, in the criminal law, a prior conviction is allowed
to be alleged and proved in particular cases against a party accused.

With respect to the general charge against Mr. Dufresne, of habits of intem-
perance, I was of opinion that whatever his errors miglit have Iken in this
respect, in private life, they did not come within the limits of the inquiry with
which I was entrusted, unless tliey had led him to acts injurious to tie public
peace; and that it was only with respect to any sucli acts, distinctly averred,
that I ouglit to call for his defence.

Acting upon this principle, which I respectfully trust mray receive Your Ex-
cellency s approval, I. infrmed Mr. Dufresne, lu tráns nitting to him the
"specification of facts" of the complainants, and in callinig upon him for his
answer to it, that he need iot apply it to the sixth aud seventh heads, or para-
graphs (as numbered in the margin), excepting so inuli of the seventh as charges
In with two distinct assalts, and with having. incited another person to a
breach of'the peice ; that in like imnnner, in the eighthî charge, he night confine
himself to that part which alleges certain threats of persona vengeance to liage
been used by hilm with respect to the iReverend Mr. Laberge; thatin the ninth
and tenth, his answer might be limited to the four allegations contained inuthe
recusation, or protest offered by MiÈ. Chauveaû (Mr Laberge'sadvocate); wherein
he objected to Mr. iDufresne's competency, on the groùnd of personal intecst
and partiality, to act as a Justice of the Peace in the prosecution instituted
before him against Mr. Laberge; wh'ich recusation it was further alleged ln the
same paragraph that Mr. Dufresne had refused to receive and had overruled:
lie was also informed that he was not required to answer the eleventh head or
paragraph, nor any part of the twelfth (except tiat portion in which he is ac-
culsed ot throwing into the highway a fence belonging to Mr. Laberge); nor any
part of the fourteenth,.sixteenth, eighteenth, or nineteenth, except that portion
of the latter, which states certain expressions to have been used by him with
respect to the costs to be incurred by Mr. Laberge in :prosecuting a certiorari in
the beforementioned case of the prosecution against him before Mr. Dufresne.;
and to the twentieth head ho was not requir'ed to make any answer, as it relates
to varions pr'osecutions iistituted before hlim as Justice of the Peace, in wliich it
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was alleged (but without any charge of corrupt motive in any particular case),
that he had acted illegally and unjustly; these cases having all been removed
by certiorari into the Court of Queen's Bench, and judgrnent having been thereon
given there, I was aware that, if I thought it necessary, I could refer to the pro-
eecdingys aiong the records of that Court.

Witli these exceptions, he was required to furnish a particular answer and
defence on all the accusations in the remaining paragraplhs, as numbered in the
margin of the dociment in question.

Ilis answer will be found to consist prineipally of recriiination and charges
Appendix N. 2, against his accusers (or those whom he supposed to be the in-

stigators of the accusations against hirn), of personal animosity
springing fron political and party feelings, or private causes; as far as if ap-'
plies to the charges at aill, it contains little more than a general denegation of
themn.

It renains for me now to bring before Your Excellency the results of the
Inquiry into the charges from which Mr. Dufresne lad thus to clear himself, as
far as the evidence adciiied on oath before me is found to apply to them: and
in doing so I shall first state the general nature of the charge (referring to the
nuinbered page and paragraph of the "Specification of Facts," in which it is to
be found,) and shall then refer to the depositions which bear upon it (vith
sinilar reference to the pages of the Trarscript of Evidence); and shall finally
submit to Your Excellency ny opinion as to the sufficiency or insuficiency of
the proof, with such observations as may appear to me to be necessary in eluci-
dation of the whole.

SPECIFICATION L-On this charge, of an assault, no evidence was adduced,

SPECIFICATION 2.-On this charge of an assault, by Mr. Dufresne on Jean
Robitaille, the evidence will be found in the deposition of Robitaille, (Transèript
p. -) and in that of Benjamin Chrétien, (Transcript p; -)

It appears to me that the facts as laid, are fully proved against Mr. Dufresie.
The difficulty between the parties appears to have arisen from a dispute whether
a tree whic'h Robitaille was cntting down when the assault took place, was on
the property of the latter or on tlhat of Mir, Dufresne ; and although it would
appear, froi Chrétien's testinony, that Robitaille became convincedafterwards,
that the tree was niot within his boundary line, this circumstance appears to me
to furnish no excuse for Mr. Dufresne's assault on him; especially with such
weapons as an axe, and a Bill-hook (Se:pe.)

SPECIFICATION 3.--In the third charge, Mr. Dufresne is accused of having im-
properly interrupted a number of persons in their Religious exercises at the foot
of a cross in a public place in the Parish.

The proof in support of this charge will be found in the deposition of François
Lepine (Transcript p. -) by which the charge is so far established that it is evident
that Mr. Dufresne's conduet was wanting in that decorum which the place and
occasion required ; and that lie was considered by the deponent to have been at,
the time in a state of intoxication.

SPEcIFICATIoN 4.-The fourth charge accuses Mr. Dufresne of having, when
under the influence:of liquor, assaulted the son of one J. B. Drolette, and coin-
mitted other acts of violence and outrage, against the house and family of Drolette;
the occurrence is said to have taken place at ten o'clock at night.

The evidence on this charge is to be found in the deposition of J. B. Drolette,
(Tranîscript p. -) It appears to me to prove the facts alleged; and there is no
proved defence.

15:
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SPc ioN&rox 5.-Mr. Dufresne is accused in the fifth charge of having, when
in a state of intoxication, behaved outrageously towards Jacques Plamondon and
his farnily, disturbing them by abusive language and outcries, at night, upon the
highway near their dwelling.

Sutfficient evidence of the fact is found in the deposition of J. Plamondon,
(Transcript p. -- ) and there is no proved defence.

SPECIFICATION 7.-The particular allegation in:this charge is thatI Mr. Dufresne,
at different times, commriitted assaults on Charles Robitaille and Madani Pageot of
Lorette, and incited one Jeunesse. to assault another person; of the latter fact no
proof has been given. Bat the evidence with respect to the alleged assaults on
Robitaille and Madam Pageot, which is found in their depositions. (Transcript p.--)
sufliciently proves that Ir. Dufresne was guilty, on the occasions in question, of
violence, outrageous, and unlawful conduct towards them ; and that such conduct
was the result, at least in the case of Robitaille, if not in that of Madam Pageot,
also, of partial intoxication.

SPECIFICATION 8.-In this charge the particular allegation which Mr. Dufresne
was called upon to answer, relates to certain threatening expressions of personal
violence which he is stated to have used, with respect to the Reveren-d Mr. La-
berge, the Curé of the Parish.

It is proved by the deposition of François Beaupré, (Transcript p. -) that Mr
Dufresne did use the expressions charged, -but the deponent expresses a belief
that Mr. Dufreèse was at the time under the influence of partial intoxication.

SPECIFICATioNs 9. 10. 12.-These charges have reference to the conduct and
proceedings of Mr. Dufresne, in his capacity of a Justice of the Peace, in a pro-
secution brouglit before him in August, 1846, in the name of Léon Robitaille,
Under-Inspector of Roads, against the Reverend Mr. Laberge, for having neg.
lected to repair the highway in front of his. lands, and for having neglected to
remove from the road a certain obstruction, namely, the front fence belonging
to his property.

It is alleged that the defendant, Mr. Laberge, on appearing before Mr. Du-
fresne, to answer this complaint, by the ministry of his advocate Mr. Chauveau,
objected, by a formal recusation or protest, to Mr. Dufresne's comapetency to sit
in judgment on the case, -upon the ground, First, That Mr. Dufresne was him-
self pergonally interested In the issue of it, since its object was to compel the
defendant to reinove his fonce, in order to widen the rdad on the south side only,
whereby Mr. Dufresne's land on the, eighborhood, on the north side, would re-
main untouched.

Secondly, That Mr. Dufresne was himself the real author of the complaint and
proceeding, in order to accomplish this personal object.

Thirdly, That after the commencement of the proceedings ho had often ex
pressed an opinion with respect to the subject of them, and had declarod his
determination to give judgement against Mr. Laberge.

Fourthly, That it was Mr. Dufresne himself who had caused the supposed ob-
struction of the road by removing Mr. Laberge's fence.

It is further alleged that, notwithstanding these objections, thus formally
brought before him, Mr Dufresne, refusing to receive them, .proceeded to hear
the case, and gave judgment against Mr. Laberge.

Whether the proceeding by recusation, as known to the French ·Iaw, can be
adopted or not, in a criminal or qua8i criminal proceeding, under the criminal
law of Englaud, it appears clear to me that the facts and considerations thus
brought before Mr. Dufresne, if they were trüe and well-founded, ought to have
prevented him from sitting in judgment on the case.
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The proof of them has been found, partly-in the record of the prosecution in
question, as reinoved into the Court of Queen's Bench by cert2orari, and re-
-maining there; where I have had reference to it; and partly in the deposition
of Mr. Chanveau, advocate (Transcript, p. -), and in those of Joseph BedaÉd
and Jean Robitaille (Transcript, p. -), and of Benjaiin Vohli (Transcript, p.
-- ), and in the letters fromn Mr. Dufresne to Joseph Bedard, produced by him on
his examination (as evidence that Mr. Dufresne was the real author of the pro-
secution), and which are annexed to this Report.--(Appendix A 3, A 5.)

The object of the prosecution in question was, to compel Mr. Laberge to re-
move his fence from the position in which it had stood (as well as the front fences
of several of the neighbours) for an unknown period of time, and to withdrawit
in order to the road being widened on one side only to the breadth required by
a certainprocès verbal of old date.

It appears by the evidence that Mr. Chauveau presented to Mr. Dufresne the
written recusation or objection to his competency referred to in these charges,
with affidavits in support of the facts therein alleged; and that Mr. Dufresne
refused to receive it, and proceeded to hear and determine the case; Robitalle
and Bedard, the Road Officers, prove that it was at Mr. Dufresne's repeated requi-
sition that the proceeding was instituted; and it appears both by the testiiony
of Mr. Vohli (Transcript, p. -- ), and by that of Joseph ,Plamondon, a witness
called by Mr. Dufresne (Transcript, p.-) that the latter personally attended an'd
directed the Road Officers in narking out the line of the enlarged road; on fthe
south side, before the prosecution -was commenced; it is also proved, both by
Bedard and Mr. Vohl, that Mr. Dufresne, whose land was on the north side of
the road, had a clear and direct interest that the road should be widened oi the
south side only, where the fence in'question stôod.

In supportof the allegation contained both in the fourth head of therec a-
tion, and again set forth in thelatterpait of the twelfth charge, that Mr. Dufresne
himself caused the obstruction of the road; it is proved'by Mr. Vohl that Mr.

iDufresne reinoved some of the posts and rails of the fence in question,'"àiid
threw them into the road.

SPEcIFcTIoN 13.-This and the two following heads of charge have reference
to the same proceeding before Mr. Dufresne against Mr. Laberge; and in this,,it
is alleged (as it had been before in the third head of the recusation) thatfr.
fDufresne, before Mr. Laberge's case came on before him, declared his determina-
tion to give judgrnentagainst hlim, and also, that he would cans, him to be prlpe-
cuted in the Criminal Court for a nuisance; that during the hearing lie refusefto
take notes of some of the testimony, except in the manner he himself thouyhiit
proper; that. he endeavoured to intimidate and influence the witnesses; and
suggested to one of thern the words he should use,to make oût the caéë'fo" the
prosecution; and that his whole conduct and demeanor during' the proeedingbefore him, was so vexations and arbitrary as to indicate a berson eeing1 apersonail feealinig-and
interest in the result.

All these allegations appear to me to be sufflciently proved by the depositions
of Mr. Chauveau and Mr. Vohl, above referred to. (Transcript, p. -. )

SPEcIFIOATIoN 15.-In this article it is alleged that after notice was given to Mr.
Dufresne by Mr. Laberge that he intended to sue out a-certioiari in the Queen's
Bench, in order to obtain a revision of the judgment ini the beforementioned
case, Mr. Dufresne wrote a threatening and insulting letter to Mr. Laberge, to
intimidate and prevent him from adopting suela proceeding.

The letter from Mr. Dufresne, whichthe conplainants produce in proof ofthis
allegatio'n, is herewith'transmitted (Appendie A 4), but it does not appeartome
to sustain the charge: for theýonly notice to Mr. Dufresne of: Mr. Laberge's
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intention to sue out a certiorari, appears to have been given by a letter from Mr.
Chauveau to Mr. Dufresne, dated 19th August, 1846, (as stated in the charge
itself,) whereas Mr. Dufresne's letter to Mr. Laberge is dated two days before,
when Mr. Dufresne mnay not have been aware that such a proceeding was in-
tended: the letter itself does not appear to me to be of an intimidating character,
otherwise than by the intimation it contains that if Mr. Laberge did not submit
to the judgment rendered against him by Mr. Dufresne in respect of the obstrue-
tion of the road, he would be prosecuted for a nuisance in the criminal term of
the Queens Bench, under express instructions, which Mr. Dufresne alleges that
he had received: nor do I find anything insulting in the language of the latter,
ailthough the address on the back of it, which is, "Jos. Laberge, Prétre, CurÔ
" and Cultivateur," appears to be studiously wanting in that, respect and courtesy
which was due to the position and character of Mr. Laberge.

SPEoIrIAIoN 17.-It is here charged against Mr. Dufresne that while the cer-
tiorari in the case of Mr. Laberge was yet pending and undetermined in the Court
of Queen's Benci lie endeavoured to compel Joseph Bedard, a Parish IRoad
Officer, to commence a new prosecution on the saine subject of complaint ; and in
support of his allegation the complainants produce the exhibits lierewith trans-
mitted (Appendix A. 5.), being a letter from Mr. Dufresne to Bedard, dated 11th
June, 1847, which is proved by Bedard, in his deposition.(Transcript p. -- ) to have
reference to the same fence which gave rise to the original prosecution against Mr.
Laberge. I therefore consider this part' of this allegation of this charge to be
sufficiently proved; 'and that Mr. Dufresne's conduct in this respect was not only
irregular and illegal, but indicated, moreover, a personal feeling or interest in ihe
matter.

The complainants produce another letter from Mr. Dufresne tol Bedard, dated
28th July, 1846, (Exhibit, Appendix A, 8.) which they alleged was written with
the same intention as that last refered to ; but it bears date prior to the institution
ot the prosecution against Mr. Laberge, and may be consideréd as merely ad-
monishing the Road Officer of his duty.

SPEoIFICATIoN 19.-No proof was offered in support of this charge.
SPEoIFICATIoN 21.-In this charge Mr. Dufresne is accused of having, in his

capacity of a Justice of the Peace, harassed the IRoad Officers of the Parish, with
prosecutions or threats of prosecutions, for theirnot taking legal proceedings against
divers inhabitants, on account of the bad state of their roads, while at the same time
the road in front of his own property was in a worse state of repair ; and it is
particularly alleged that lie cause such prosecutions to be instituted against Jean
Robitaille and against Jacques Dion, both Sous- Toyers.

So far as regards the prosecution against Robitaille it does not appear to me,
from the deposition of that individual, (Transcrigt p. -) that there was anything
vexatious, illegal. or oppressive in Mr. Dufresne s conduct; but with respect to
Dion, it is proved by bis deposition (Transcri pt p. -) that he was prosecuted, be-
fore Mr. Dufresne, in January, 1841, for fnot having, as a Parish Road Officer,
caused a certain road in his division, to be repaired in the preceding year ; that
in the month of September, before this prosecution was commenced against him,
he had been obliged to give notice to Mr. Dufresne to repair his own road, and
on his neglecting to do so, had caused, fhe repairs to be made, as required by
law; that having sent to Mr. Dufreue an account of the expense so incurred, he
was obliged at last to sue him in order to obtain payment of the amount,; and
that it was immediately after this proceeding being taken by him, that, the pro-
secution -against him was commenced, before Mr. Dufresne ; that the only testi-
mony given inthe case was by two witnesses who spoke nothing but English,
and whose statements were only explained to him by Mr. Dufresne in a, general



20 Victoria. Apperdix (No. 39.)

way; and he was thereupon condemned in a penalty with costs, amounting in
all to sixteen or eighteen shillings.

Upon the facts as stated by the deponent, it appears to me that the proceeding
in question.was instigated by Mr. Dufresne, that it was a vexatious one on his
part, and that he was actuated in it by personal motives.

SPEÇIFIoATION 21.-In this charge it is alleged that at a meeting of the in-
habitants of the Parish in July, 1845, held under the provisions of 8 Vic., cap.
40, for the election of Municipal Councillors, Mr. Dufresne fron personal motives,
disturbed the proceedings of the meeting, and endeavored to prevent the election
fron taking place.

The proofs relating to the circuistances here averred, are to be found in the
depositions of Jacques Edouard Pageot, (Transcript p. -) of Joseph. Jobin,
(Transcript p.-) witnesses on the part of the complainants; and in those of Jean
Baptiste Jobin, Antoine Parent, Michel Drolet, and Jean Marie Robitaille, on
behalf of Mr. Dufresne, (Transcript p. -).

Mr. Dufresne, as senior Justice of the Peace in the Parish, presided at the
meeting, which appears to have early assumed a disorderly character; but it
also appears to me, on considering the whole evidence, that the disturbance only
began when Mr. Dufresne suggested the names of candidates for the office of
Councillor, (himself anong the number) and it went no further at first than a
somewhat noisy opposition to his views. It is positively stated by J. E. Pageot
and Joseph Jobin, that they saw Mr. Dufresne lay hold of a person and drive
him through an open window. The fact of a person having rushed. through an
open window in consequence of a movement made by Mr. Dufresne, is confirni-
ed by J. B. Jobin and J. M. Robitaille, two of Mr. Dufresne's witnesses. It is
truc that they and the other witnesses for Mr. Dufresne who were present at the
meeting (Antoine Parent and Michel Drolet) state that they did not see Mr.
Dufresne lay hold of any person ; only one of them however (Drolet), goes the
length of saying that Mr. Dufresne could not have done so without his seeing it:
but when the tumultuous and disorderly character of the meeting is consideredand
the number of persona necessarily present, it can hardly be supposed that any
one person could have seen every movenent made by Mr. Dufresne, amidst so
general a confusion, and I am therefore dis posed to give fall weight to the posi-
tive declaration on oath of Pageot and Jobin, who are, both of them, highly
respectable and intelligent men.

It appears that soon after this circumstaice occurred, Mr. Dufresne being in'a
state of angry exciterment, gathered up lis papers and quitted the meetingat
which lie ought to have continued to preside. lMr. Dufresne has, indeed, filed a
paper in his own hand-writing (Appendix B to this Report), whidh he has en-
dorsed, "Livre de Poll, ou Fùille de Poll," purporting to be the Poll-Book, or
paper, opened by hin that day to take tic votes; at the foot of which he has
certified that lie declared to the meeting that it was'adjourned to the morrow1,in
consequence of -violent proceedingà.tending to a tumult, although he had con'-
manded the meeting several times to keep the peace, which was refused. This
certificate purports to be dated the 14th July, 1845, and by the expression "Je
"déclare publiquement à la dite assemblée que J'ajourne lepoll," it would appear
as if it iad been prepared at, and read .to the meeting. But al the. witnesses
declare that the meeting was on the 13th July (excepting one person, who could
not remember the date),-and in fact that was the day on which by law it was to
be held. But even if there were not this reason to suppose that the paper in
question was made up after the transaction, the statement it contains of violent
conduct on the part of the persons present cannot outweighlhe testimony of the
witnesses who have deposed:on oath as:to the conduct both' of the persons pre-
sent at the meeting, and of Mr.:Dufresne himself. -

~t85~~
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The witnesses on his behalf state that until lie was troubled (trouUé) his con-
duct at the meeting was quite proper; but the trouble appears to have coný
sisted only in an opposition, somewhat vehement, to his views.

I an of opinion, therefore, that his conduct on that occasion was violent,
irregular, and illegal.

SPEcIIcATIo 23.-In this charge it is alleged that Mr. Dufresne advised the
inhabitants of the parish not to obey the Sdhool Act (9 Vie., cap. 27), saying
that when a lawv was favorable (or acceptable), lie would obey it, but that other-
wise lie would "traiple it under foot;" that when requested, as the senior
Justice of the Peace, to call a meeting of the inhabitants, as >he was by la*
bound to do, for the purpose of complying with the provisions of the Act, lie
refused to do it, assiging for reason that he did not wish the people to be taxed;
and that, in fact, he did not preside, as the law required, at the meeting subse-
quently held.

These allegations are fully proved by the deposition of Joseph Jobin. (Tran-
script, p.·-).

Two deponents, indeed, on behalf of Mr. Dufresne, Antoine Hamel and Pierre
Haimel (Transcript, p.-), state that they had often heard hirn sVeak publicly
respecting the School Act, but had never heard the expressions attributed to him
by Jobin, but, on the contrary, that Mr. Dufresne had always inculcated general
obedience to the laws. But I do not conceive that this merely negative and
general testimony can do away with, or countervail the positive and clear state-
ment of Jobin, an unimpeached witness, who swears that he vas present when
Mr. Dufresne publicly used the expressions: allegéd in this chargé.

SPEOIFICATION 24.-In this accusation it s alleged, that in, various. cases men-
tioned in it, Mr. Dufresne, after having condermned parties in penalties, or pro-
secutions before him, and after haviug received the amounts thereof, had not
accounted for the same according to law.

In support of this very grave charge, amounting to one of embezzlemnent of
public money, it is proved by the depositions of Jacques Dion (Transcript, p.-),
of two men, named Jean Robitaille (Transcript, p. ), and of Pierre Jobin
(Transcript, p. -), that these several parties (and also, one Jacques Jobin,. the
brother of Pierre) having been convicted at different times before Mr. Dufresne
in the years 1838, 1839, 1840, and 1841, of small delinquencies, and sentenced to
pay six several penalties, Mr. Dufresne had received from them the ainounts of
suc penalty and costs.

By the deposition of Mr. Doucet, Joint Clerk of the Peace (Transcript, p. -),
it appears that Mr. Dufresne only paid to the Clerks of the Peace, as required
by law, the crown share of two penalties, in two out of four prosecutions agamfst
the Jobins; and that in making his returns to the office according to law, for
year 1840, lie stated that there had been no prosecutions or convictions for
penalties before him in that year ; and that Mr. Dufresne made no return for
1841.

In a written statement, called on account, filed before me on the 19th July
and herewith transmitted (Appendix No. 3) Mr. Dufresne states that in these two
cases (of the Jobins) and in a third case, in which lie paid 7s. 6d. in all, as Pen-
alties, the payment was so made by mistake; and that the amounts in which the
Defendants were respectively condemned were in fact adjudged as personal
damages, and were payable to the complaining parties, for trespasses, under the
Act 6 Will. 4-cap., 56. 11e annexes to his-statement extracts from his Register
of convictions (the correctness of which I have verified) and he argues that hav-
ing by this mistake paidto:the clerks of the Peace, for the Crown, a. larger .sum
than the amount of the Crown's shareof the:penalties, (viz.ý,five shillings) in the



20 Victoria. Appendix 'Non 39.)

other two cases of Robitaille and Dion, for which he doos not allege that he
has otherwise accounted, lie is entitled to be dischar-ged from blame for his née
glect in two latter instances.

But I cannot admit the soundriess of this reasoning; it attempts to justify one
irregular proceeding by another, and to make an over-payrnent on one case a
set->ff against a detalcation and misappropriation in another. It appears to me
that it is no sufficient defence, for having made in 1841, no returu ancd payient,
as the law required, of the penalty received by bim in that year from Dion-;
that he had made in 1840 a wrong return and payment in the other cases. Mr,
Dufresne does not account in any way for a fine of 5s. which in 1840 lie received
from Jean Robitaille, upon a prosecution, at the instance of Michel Giron, as is
proved by the deposition of Robitaille, (Transcript p.-) and by Mr. Dufresne's
own statenent herewith transmitted (A-ppendix A 6), and it appears that lie made
a false return to the clerk of the Peace for 1840, in stating that there had been
no convictions for penalties before himu in that year.

In another case of the prosecution against Robitaille on the information of
Angele Fortier in October 1838, where Robitaille was condemned (as appears by
documaents filed by Mr. Dufresne, Appendix No. 4 and 5,) in a penalty of £2
10s, for selling liquor during Divine Service. Robitaille declares on oath that
he paid Mr. Dufresne forty shillings in money and the rernainder in work ; while
Mr. Dufresne affirms that he only received twenty-five shillings, and that the
costs laving amounted to more than that sun, he had nothing to pay over to the
clerks of the Peace.

The only evidence produced by Mr. Dufresne to show that the sun received
by him vas 25s. in contradiction to the positive declaration of Robitaille that lie
paid him 40s., is a memorandum on the back of the original complaint or infor-
nation, which Mr. Dufresne states that lie made at the time of the payment

purporting that the sum was 25s.
But it appears that Mr. Dufresne never reported the conviction (or accounted

for the sum lie acknowledges to have received) as lie ouglit by law to have done;
and there is no evidence on oath to contradict the deposition of Robitaille, that
Mr. Dufresne actually received 40s. in money besides value in labor; while at
the saine timne Robitaille's statement is confirmed by the receipt which ie 'pré-
duced in Mr. Dufresne's hand-writing, herewith transmitted, (Appendix A. 2)
ackniowledging the receipt of the fine in that case.

I am therefore led to the conclusion that this charge also is substantially made
out.

SPEOnICATIoN 25.-It is liere alleged that Mr. Dufresne in 1840, violentlY
expelled and ejected one Char'les Molloy and his fainily froma their dwelling
house, and burned it down.

The evidence bearing on this charge vill be found in the depositions of John
Cutter and Mar"aret Hlerron, (Transcript p.-) and of James Këlly, a witness foir
Mr. Dufresne, (ranscript p.-).

On considering the whole evidence and particularly that of Kelly on whose
land the pretended house (a mere log hut half shanty half pig-sty) was built and
stood for a few weeks, and by whose request and authority Mr. Dufresne did the
acts complained of, the whole charge appears to me exaggerated, unfounded,
frivolous and vexatious.

SPEOIFICATmoN 26.-This charge alleges against'Mr. Dufresne various acts of
provocation, outrage and insult, committed by him, while under the influence of
intoxication, against different individuals.

The only-proof that the complainants thouglit it necessai-y to bring forward hi
support of this charge, is found in the deposition of theReveren d Mr. Hot,

ils57
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Curé of the Parisli of Ste. Foy, Transcript p. )which suf ciently establislies
that Mr. Dufresne without the slightest apparent provocation or circumstance of
extenuation, was guilty of most violent, outrageons and insulting conduct and
language towards Mr. Huot, (creating alarm in the family,) first, in Mr.: Huot's
house, where Mr, Dufresne went on a matter of business connected with Mr.
Iluot's clerical duties; and afterwards outside of the house, when )Ir. Huot had
with great difficulty expelled him; and subsequently, on another occasion, ait
night,'u pon th highroad opposite the house, within hearing of tbe neighbors;
bis conduct gnd language on boti occasions being suci as could scarcely have
failed to lead to a breach of the peace, or to some act of personal violence in
self-defen ce, if the party so wontonly outraged had been any other than a Min,
ister of Religion.

SPECIFIc.TION 27.--iNo proof lias been adduced in support of this charge.
I have already stated above for your Excellency's information, in reasons, in

general terms, whicli induced me not to require Mr.' Dufresne to answer the
charge of his having given many judgements or- prosecutions brought before him,
which have afterwards been quashed on certiorari, in the Court of Queen's
BIench.. The allegations on this head are contained in the 20th article of accuÜ
sation. It only states that ,Mr. Dufresne's judgments in those cases were illegally
and unjustly rendered ; in other words that they were not agreeable to Law and
Justice. But as this is the universal coiplaint when an unsuccessful or con.
derned party seeks a revision of a judgment against him, and as it was unac-
companied by any averment, in the charge before me, of malicious or corrupt
motives or oppressive conduct on the par-t of Mr. Dufresne, I considered it to be
sufficient to ascertain whether any ground for such an accusation was to be found
in the Judgmient of the Court of Queen's Bench quasiing the convictions so
appealed from. But on reference to those judgments I have found that they in
no case contain an assignment of the reasons on which they were rendered
and that. therefore there would be no means of discovering .the existence of any
such corrupt or wrong motives (even had they been averred) without trying the
cases over again, ancd examîining 'witnesses on both sides,. as to Mr,_ ufresne's
conduct in each instance; into such an inquiry it'dial net appear te me, that by
tie Commission given to me, it was intended that I should. enter. The accusà-
tiori therefore as it stands, amounts to no more than that Mr. Dufresne in- a
number of cases tried before him, has given judginents v hich .the Superior Coûrt
bas deternined to be erroneous. But there is still this consideration in his favor
to be boie in mind, that ini cases of oertiorari, esp ecially in prosecutions in the
country Parishes, it must generally happen that the convicting Justice lias no
oppdi-tunity, unless he'employs Counsel àt' hi dw expense, of justifying and
supporting inl te Superior Court, the proceeding had, before hini, s" that ths
Court hears only the statements and arguments cof the appealin -arty.

But in conclusion of the whole matter, I be lean ithe geat eYorb vclénysws u n, deennc an'd
respect, to subinit to Your Excellency's wisdom and judgments, the opinions I
have been led to form upon a consideration of the evidence.

It appears to me to be sufUiciently proved, athat Mr. Dufresne, while in the
Commission of the feace, has repeatedly been guilty of unlawful assaults and
breaches.cf the Reace against different persons, and of: wanton and coutrageous
provocations, in other instances, to the like breaches of the Peace, by his an-
guage anci conducton the public highways, and elsewhere . That he has publicly
imterrupt.ed in an indecorous manner the rites of Religion; and has tIreatened
the lifélf o nof one Miiâtr c Religion, and gossly outraged and insuteanothe,
without any provocation. And that almost all ese acts appear te pro-
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That in his function of Justice of the Peace, he las, from personal br viidictivd
motives, instigated the institution of prosecutions before hm ;' and that, in àicl1
proceedings, being influenced by the like inteested or partial motives, h h a
acted illegally, arbitrarily, corruptly, and partially;

That in his said capacity le las made a false return o returns of proceedin
had and penalties levied before him; and bas not accounted for or paid over.
penalties received by hin.

And that when presiding, as a Justice of the Peace, at a public meeting held
under a Provincial Statute, he behaved in a violent and unlawful manner, in-
volving also, on his part, a breach of ihe peace, and that in another instance le
publicly encouraged the people to disobey the law.

All which is respectfally submitted to your Excellency's wisdom.

(Signed,) ANDREW WILLIAM COCHRAN, Q.C.
Commissioner.

QUEnEC, 14t1 August, 1848.

QvUnBo, 15th August, 1848.

Sir,-In transmitting to you, to, be laid before His Excellency the Governor
General, the Transcript of the Evidence taken before me on the inquiry into the
charges preferred against L. F. Dufresne, Esqu ire, together with iny' Reéport
thereon, I beg leave to enclose likewise three Petitions, or representationé iîi
favor of Mr. Dufresne, purporting to be signed by a large number of the inlabit-
ants of thie pai-ish where le lives, and wlere nost of the acts of delinquency
alleged against hin are said to have. been committed.

The parties complaining against Mr. Dufresne having heard that these Peial
tions had been placed in my hands, applied to-me for communication 'of them,
in order to be enabled to prove before me that they were not what they pur-
ported to be, but were subscribed with false signatures, or were signed by për-
sons who were ignorant what they contained.

I refused such communication, on' the ground thatý the représentations, or
Petitions in question, were merely addressed to His Excellency the Governor
General, and could not in form or in substance come within the scope of the
inquiry with which I was charged.

In transmitting them however for His Excellency's consideration, I beg leav&
to submit two observations upon them.

First, These Petitions are not, as it appears to me, what they profe or
port to be. They are three iu number, and the names snbscribed to them are
about one hundred and sixty; and on each of the documents there is a certificate
appended, signed by three pérsons (the same persons in each éase), t0the effêct
that the signatures are genuine, and were subsofibed in theiriprèsénë Bu
thése certificates are manifestly false; for it will be evident to any person accns-
tomed to the comparison of hand-writings, that of theione hundred and sixty
names subscribed to these Petitions, scarcely onle-fifth can have been written 'by
tle parties themselves, allthe other names being in fIe writing of two,or atthe
most, three persons.

Secondly, ThelPetitionsin themselves containi nothing t rebut the faët'ê dià
tinctly sworn to in the depositions taken before me. Thé"dàïont'tootîgi ,
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more than an imputation of personal and hostile feelings on the part of a certain
individual (Mr. Vohli, who has taken, and admits and boasts that lie has taken
an active part in bringing forward the charges against Mr. Dufresne), and a
declaration that Mr. Dufresne's general conduct and character has been.satisfac-
tory to the supposed signers.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient humble Servant,

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commiss ioner.

The Honorable R. B. SULLIVAN
Provincial Secretary.

a Jr

[Translation.]

To His Excellency JAMEs; Earl of ELGiN and KoINARDINE,Inight of the Most
Ancient and Most Noble Order of the Thistle, Governor General of
British North America, and Captain General and Governor in Chief il
and over the Provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and
Prince Edward's Island, and Vice-Admiral of the same, &c., &c. &ci

The Petition of the undersigned proprietors residing in Old Lorette, County of
Quebec and in Portneuf,

IBMLY SHEWrrH:

That your Petitioners have seen with regret and indignation the vindictive
efforts made by a certain Benjamin Yohl, a stranger and alien, against the char.
acter of Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, a gentleman who
lias'residediamong us for more than five and twenty years, during the whole of
which time lieh-as filled situations of trust and honor to our full and entire satis-
faction.

That up to the:moment when the said :Benjamin Vohi came among us, we
lived iii peace and harmony, but unhappily since that time we have had nothing
but continuai cabals and quarrelling4of whichhealone is the cause. The loy-
alty and superior position always approved and maintained by M: Dufresne-n
the estimation of the different Executive Governments in Canada, and of y.,ur
Petitioners, have been alone the cause of the attempts of the said Benjamin
Vohl to destroy the character of Mr. Dufresne, in the public opinion.

That it s~ïo begretted that some am-ng us have been induced to ig the
petitiPn; against Mr. Dufresne, 1 y fa$e and Malicions yepresentations nade
to us by enjammni ÍVoh, and tending to- ij ure the cha àcter f
Dufresne,which is mnos assuredly irreproachable.

That your "Petitioners, consisting, of the proprietors and inhabitants of the
Parish, respectfally represent that they aresof opinion that the unjust and frivo-
lous accusati:onsibrouht agaiskMr Dfresne s old0be laid aside, so that your-
Petitionei's may econtinue to enjoör'the benefit of the:services' f this gentleman;
whio lias for so long a time faithfully protected the interests of your petitioners.;
and this, both as-a recompense to himself and as onfirming that esteem ofhis
fellow-citizens tohichle is so justly entitled.
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Wherefore, your Petitioners pray that the complaints brought againstMôniur
Dufresne be declared by Your Excellency to be frivolous. and unfounded, and
that he be continued i his present position, to- the advantage of his fellow-
citizens; and your Petitioners will ever pray.

(Signed,) PIERRE OILEAT, Senior
And forty-one others.

OLDLORETTE, 30th June, 1848.

WVE, the undersigned, certify by these presents that the names and signatures
on the above Petition are the true names and signatures of thePettioners

proprietors and cultivators of the abovementioned Parish, as given and signed
in our presence; in testimony whereof we have signed these presents, to serve
aud have effect as nay be required..

(Signed,) JOSEPH HAMEL, late-Churchwarden
MICHEL GIRARD, Lieutenant of Militia
FRANÇOIS DIDACE PICH, Teacher.

(Trandation.]
(The Seèond Petiion is similar to the .First.)

Signiattes to tle Second Petition.

PIERRE HAMEL,
And fifty-five others

PARISE 0F OLD LoRETTE, 25th of June, 1848.

[Translation.]
OLDLOUrTTE 30th June, 1848.

W E, the undersigned, certify by .these presents that the names and signatures
on the above Petition are true names and signatures of the Petitioners,

proprietorand cu1ti4at6rs of th aboveinentioned Parish, given and signed in
our presence; in testimony whereof we have signed these presents, to serve and
have effect, as may be required.

(Signed,) JOSEPH HAMEL late ...Churchwarden.
M. GIRARD, Lieutenant of Militia.
FRANÇOIS DIDACE PICHI, Teacher
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[Translation.],

Tie thid Petition w 8zrilar to theflrst.

signatures to the Third Petition.

(Signed,) JOSEPII HAMEL, Churchwarden in Office.
4nd sixty-two others.

OLD LORETTE, 25th J1ne, 1848.

STranslaton.]
OLD LoRETTE 80th June, 1848

WE,the undersigned, certify that the names and signatures on the abový:Peti1
tion, are true names and signatures of the Petitioners, proprietors and

cultivators of the above mentioned Parish of Old Loi-ette, given and 'signed in,
our presence; in testimony whereof, we.have signed these presents, to serve as
may be requiredl.

(Signed,) JOSEPH H AMEL, late Churchwarden,
MICHEL GIRARD, Lieutenant of Militia,
FRANÇOIS DIDACE PICH2fl, Teacher.

(Translation.]

MONTREAL, 26th August, 1848.

Sir,-I am commanded by the Governor General to inform you that His Ex-
cellency, after having attentively examined, the documënts'connected with the
inquiry which has been recently made on the complaints made againstyou, finds
himself under the painful necessity of ordering your dismissal from the commis-
sion of the Peace for the District of Quebec, as well as from every other situa-
tion or office which you may hold under the Provincial Government of e
Majesty.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signe, R. :B.,SULLIVN
Secretary.

Mr. F. DUFE8NE,
OLU LoRErE

District oQ
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(T7ransÎation.]SEETRSOpIc
8 oËi är á Oma

MoNTREAL, 26th Augut, 1848

Sir,-In reference to your letters of the l5th Septemnber, 1847, and the 7th
July last, relating to the complaihts brought against Mr. F. Dufresne, of Old
Lorette, I have the honor-to inform you, by command of the Governor General,
for your information and that of the pétitioners, that His Excellency after an at-
tentivè'eia mination of the documents connected with the. inquiry made on the
said complaints, lias come to the determination of disnissing Mr. Dufräsp'e6xbio
the Commission of the peace for the District of Quebec; as well' as- ron every
other office or situation under the Provincial Government of Her Majesty.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient Servant,

(Signed,) R. B. SULLIVAN,
Secretary.

P. J. O. CHAUVEÂ, Esquire, M.P.P
Quebec.

SÉOÔFTA&RY'5r OFFICE,
MONTREAL, 26th August, 1848.

Gètlemen,-I have it in command from the Governor General to acquaint
you, for your information and guidance, that His Excellencÿliàï s ben »plasd-t6
direct the preparation of an instrument for discharging fle name of Louis Flavien
Dufresne, Esquire, of L'Ancienne Lorette, from the Commission of the Peace for
the District of Quebec.

I have the honor to be, Gentlemen,
Your obedient Servant,IR. B SULIVA t

(Signed,)

Messrs. PRaAIuLT and DovuET,
Clerk. of the Peace,

Quebec.

R. B. SULLIVAN,
Secretary.

SEcEET.&Y's OFMCE,
Morrim 1 2 th

Sir,-I have the honor by command of !th' Giovernoi General, -to infotni
you, that His Excellency bas been pleased to direct the dismissal of Major Louis
F Dufiësune, of th11 ith Battalion of Militia, for the County of Quebec, from
the Militia of the Province, on charges of misconduet, preferred and proved
against him in' his capaci of a Maistrate.

u ,T4.

"MF
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You will accordingly bo good e pigh e Dufresne's name from the
list of Field Officers.

I have the honor to be, Sir
Your obedient Servant

Signed,) R SULLIVAN,
Secretar.

Li etenant Clonel . IESALABERRY,
Deputy Adi nant ene of Miltia,

&c &c.&

SEORETAZY'8 OFFICE,
MONTREAL, 26th August, 1848.

Gentlemen,-I have it in command from the Governo eneralt esirthat
you will be good enough to erase the name ofLóÛis Flavien Dûiresne; Esquire,
of L'Ancienne Lorette, from the list of é,iió^qualified magistrates, entitled to
receive the Official Gazette.

I have the honor to be, Gentlemen,
Your obedient Servant,

The QUEEN 8 PRINTER,
&c., &c., &c.

(Signed,) R. B. SULLIVAN,
Seiertary

APPENDIX TO REPORT

No. 1.-KMoyens de Plaintes, or Specificatio.9f.fatsby.th complainants.
No. 2.-Answer of Mr. Dufresne.
Letter A.-Transcript of Evidence before Commissioner.

A..A. 3.A. 4.-A. 5. -A. 6.-Exhibits filed by complainants.
No. 4.-Accounts of monies filed by Mr. Dufresne, (with extracts of his Regster

and remarks.)
No 5COpy of an information and proceedmgsU before him in a prosecution

~amnt Jëadi Rôitaillô filed by Mr. Dufresne.
Letter B Livre oufeuile de Poli. <iled&by :the sameA:sfnd :~t.-

(G 
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[ Translation.]
APPENDIX No. i.

PRoVINCE FA BEFORE TI COMMISSIONEI.
DISTRIOT OF QUEBEc.

On thie Petition of JACQJE S ED. PAGEOT a~n c BENJAMIN VOLIL, et al.

To the Hfonorable ANDREW W. COCUEA.N, Cormisi oner, appointed to investigate.
the Complaints enuineiated and cont'ained'ini the -,-Petition of the rid-
sigiîedý parties,; bearing date the'l2th Juinè Iast.,

The undersigned, sign'ers of the iPetition of the l2th Juine otf this present year
to LS Ex'ceilency the, Governor Géneral of Canada, by wichl thcy comnplain o'f
the conduct and acts of Louis F]avien Dufresne, Esquire, one of 1-1er Majesty',s
Justices of the IPeace for the District of Quebec, of the Parish of Oid Lorettëi.n
the Cou nty of Quebec, in the District'of Quiebec, lui that part of the Province -'fý
Canada foi-merly called Lower Canada, ,to conform 'to the notice or notification
dated the 2,4th of September last, of' the abovdmentioned lTonorabie Commnis-
sioner appointed to investigate the complaints aforesaid, also to diminish as much
as, possible the labours of the said' Commissioner, as weibas to, lessen tlhe ex-,
penses, ground themselves, arnfg other miatters, on the facts specially, enumegra-
ted, and on tiiose more gene ' allyliereinafter'set forth, as arIgament8 of conîplaint,
affit-red' ag(ainst thiesai dLouis ilavien'Duifresnie, both as a Irivaite person and as
Juistice of the Ieace as above stated, of which. they offer to give proof, and protèss
to establish hereafter, with the 'ex'press reserve of being admte Ïto'prove ail and
every ,the général allegations con tained in the said Petition, if neud'be: incon-ý
Sequience Ille abovernentioned signers set forth and assert the following, as
particular grounds of the complaints, above ýstated, that is, to say:-

No. 1.- lVitness: -Âugustin Iuard, ancI Dame Flizard, qf' tie City' of
Quebec.

½ýiThiat.ýacertain Aiugustiýn' Huar-d and lis wifê, then of the saidparishý, andchow
of the City of Qaebec, when peaceably returning home, during the month-of
September, one thousand eight hundred''anid forty-onje, met, ýin a field of the
aforesaid parish, the said'Louiis Fiavien-Duifresue,ý Esquiré, Justice of the Peace
who,, armed with ',an axe, came to them in'a an angry ,and threatening manner,
and insuilted and abused them, reviling them. in -'unmeasured terms, and holding
the axe uplifted ; after wvhidhli e threw the said axe towards them, which, feil
near the woman Huard.,

No. 91- Witness;. Jean, Jolitaille, Lieutenant, of .3iiiof Old, Lorette.,

That a certain' Jean Robitaille,' cultivator, of the above mentioned pa*hi
being Ône daype'aceabl.y at work on his laid in'thesadPrhtt so:s
a-bout Ail Saints',Day, in the year one 'thôu6sanjd eight 1ud~dadfxyftr
saw the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esqire,, Justice of the-Peaàceé, who, a'rffed
îvith an axe, souglit to pick a quarrel by 'abuse and provocation, holding i&k

Iiftd lua theating a agry manner against the said Jean, Robitaifle.

No. 3.-3Ili/iet Dî'olet, (YbuzrChbwarden;- François Lepine, cultivator; and
0/irle Âl&in aio. a ultivator; ail of the Pans/iÀ of Old lorette.

jThat, to the great'scandai of the inhabitants of t he s'aid Paih h adou
Flavien Duifresne, Esquire, -Justice of 'the Peace, in July, onie, thousand'oi, t
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lundred and forty-five, under pretence of preserving public order, did-veritably
disturb, by a zeal manifestly speciousï,affected-and insulting, the profound quiet
whiclh prevailed among a ceftain number of inhabitants engaged in prayer at
the foot of a cross, raised ina public place.of thesaid Parish

No. 4.-Jean Bapti8te Drolet, Cultivator, of the Parish of Old Lorette.

Thîat, without any provocation, tié said Louis aFlivien Difuese Equire, Jus-
tice of the Peace, in one of his exursions in the said Parish, at about ten o'clock
aitnighot, ifigus, one thousand eight hundred and forty-fiveeingmder the
influencé of intoxicating liguorsestopped 't the house ofJean Baptiste Drolet,
Cultivator, of the said Parsl, ievhre le committed 'an assaultand battery on the
person of the son of the said Jean Baptiste Drolet ; heaped abundancr of, abuse
and insult on tie said Jean Baptiste Droleand all his family; threw several
stonesat the house of the said Jean Baptiste Drolet, and finally ietird after
having for a length of tiine provoked and insulted the said Jean Baptiste Drôlet
and all his'family, who were the whole time peaceably at home.

No. .'Jacque lamondn senior, Chu chwarden, of the Pa ih q
Lorette.

That, without any provocation, the:said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Jus-
tice of the Peace, in another of his excursions:in the said Parish, at, about ten
o'clock at night in .August, one thousand eight hundred and forty-seven, 'béing
then under the influence of spirituous liquors, stopped near the house of Jacques
Plamondon, churchwarden and cultivator, in the said Parish, at that time peace-
ably at home with his family. where; after having for some time annoyed, abuse'd
and provoked him, he finally called him a Churcli robber, as well as the other
churchwardens and the Curé,!then speaking of the churchwardens of the church-eh-
dowment (oeuvre et fabrique) of the Parish church of Notre Dame de l'An-
cienne Lorette, and of Messire Joseph Laberge, priest and Curé of the said Parish.

No. 6. -Witnesses: Perrault and Doucet, Clerke8 of the Peace, Quebec.

That the sad Louis Flavien Dufresne, 'Esquire, Justice of the Peace, iii the
course of another df his nocturnal excursions, in the City of Quebec, was talen,
on or about the twenty-fifth of April, one thonsand eight hundred and forty-fie,
to the Police Office of'the City ofe Quebed, before Joseph André Taschereau,
Esquii-e Justice of the- Peace; at that time Inspector and Superintendent' of
Police in the said City of Quebec, and then and there sentenced by this Magis-
trate to the -fe-speified-in the judgment which ho rendered against the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, for the:causes, motives,
and reasons therein mentioned, lu support of which allegation the signers have
already produced-a copy of the said judgment, in suppgrt of"the complaints
contained in their Petition of May, one thousand eight hdMdred and fortyAlve,
addressed to lis Excelency ihe l'te Lord Metcalfo, i his lifetime óvernor
General of the Province of 'Canada, a 'ainst'the said Louis 'Flaviern Dfre e
Esquii-e, J fticeYöf the Péace, the saidabovementioned Petition 'ndof
the judient being now in theo possession of the 'abov said honôxable db
missioner.

iNo. 7. WTitnesses: Charles Robitaille, Cultivator ;Madame Pageau, wofe of
Jacque8 L'douard Pageau, ex.Aayot ; Geoège 'euiesse, laborer, <äl& of

the Pàrih of OldZ Ldrette pJan BrÔusseatu, laborer, Old Lorete.

That the, undersigned, are prepaÊed to prpve that thenid Loui Flavien
Dufresne> Esquire, Justice of tie Peace, iîplace >f haing.maintaindcd

185~7.
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maintaining order in the said Parish, has attempted to break the peace therei,
by his notices, his counsels, his solicitations, and his promises; las frequent'r
taken, and still takes pleasure in breaking the peace therein, both by night and-
day, on the public highways and at the residences of individuals, by his provoca-
tions, his insults, his abuse, and his assaults and batteries, which they offer to
prove by those persons themselves, who have suffered from his proceedings and
lis actions, inasmuich as the undersigned are unable to conform absolutely to the
notice or notification of the abovementioned Commissioier, in' relation to the
whole of their just complaints against the magistrate aforesaid, those persons
who have suffered from the acts and actions of the said judge declining to gifve
the particulars required and exacted by the notice or notification aforesaid.
Wherefore the signers refer to the general allegations contained in their Peti-
tion of the 12tli of June last, and offer to give general proof of thèse allegations;
but the sioners can cite an assault and battery committed on thé person of
Charles Robitaille, cultivator, of the said Parish, in the public highway of the
Parish aforesaid, by the said Magistrate, and also another assault and battery
conmitted on the person of the wife of Jacques Edouard Pageau, of the Parish
aforesaid, in the public highway of the said Parish, by the said Louis Flavien
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, and do afflirm and maintain that the said
Magistrate advised and counselled George Jeunesse, of the said Parish, to
beat and maltreat Benjamin Vohl, one of the above said signers, promising the
said George Jeunesse to reward him, and assuring him that he would not be
punished for so doing, without its being possible for the signers to give more.
ample imformation for the reasons hereinabove stated.

No. 8.- Witnesses: François Beautpré, Cultivator, of the Parish of Old Lorette.

That, the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, has on
several occasions in the abovementioned paish, openly and spontaneously mani-
fested the hatred whicli lie cherished and still cherishes towards the said Messire
Joseph Laberge, Priest and Curé of the said Parish, and has publicly and pri-
vately pronounced words and made remarks of "a provoking and most offensive
character, to the said Messire Joseph Laberge, Priest and Curé aforesaid, and
among other words and remarks, said, on or about the tenth of August, one thou-.
sand eight hundred and forty-six " that lie would as soon shoot the Curé as il
"first dog he might meet ;" then speaking of the said Messire Joseph Laberge,
Priest and Ouré as above mentioned.

No. 9.- Witnesses: Burroughs and Fiet P.B.R., Quebec, Jean '-Robitaille,
ultivator, Sous- Voyer of the Parish of Old Lorette. N.B-Prooffr

the record in the cause ex parte Joseph La7erge, No. 1063.

That by informatio%, complaint and summons, dated the fourth day of the
month of Aug st, one ihousand eight hiudred and forty-six, issued at the suit
of a certain Jean Robitaille, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, calling
himself sub-inspector, (sous-voyer) of the roads- of the aforesaid parish of Old
Lorette, under the seal of Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of tle Peace, z
of the Parish of Old Lorette, above mentioned, the said Messire Joseph Laberge
was summoned to appear before, and at the house of the said Louis Flavieùf
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, in the sàid parish of Old Lorette, on
Friday the seventh day of the month of August, one thousand eight hundred and
forty six, at nine o'clock in the forenoon,, to answer to an information.. and com-
plaint brou-'ht against the said Messire Joseplaberge by the said Jean Robi-
taille, to the effect thaï the said Messire JosephlLaberge-had since the frstlay
of June, one thusand eight hundredand foTtysix, '-tö thé.fouithof Aùgtt ôf
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the same year, neglected to repair. and keep in order, the public highway in
front of his land, i the concession called 'Concession St.- Jean Baptiste' in -the
abovementioned Parish, according to law,; and also_ to the -effect that lhe shad
neglected and refused, from the said first day of June, one thousand. eight hun-
dred and forty-six, to the fourth day of the month of August of the same year, in
the Parish abovementioned, to-put a stop to and remove all eneroachments,
hind rances and impediments in the said public highway in front of the said land'
and this against the tenor of the Statute in sucih case made and provided.

No. 10.- Witnesses . 7 O. Chauveau, Esquire, Advcate, Quebec; But
'oughs and Fiset, P. .C., Q uebec ; Jose2 h Bedardi, ex-inspector ; Jean

Robitaille, Souà-áVoyer; François Mailly, Dultivator; Benjamin Vohl,
optician, all of Old orette.

That on the said seventh day of August, one thousand eight hundréd and
forty-six, the said Messire Joseph Laberge, appeared before the said Louis
Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace; by Mr. Chauveau his Attorney,
and objected to the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, for the reäsons follw-
ing, that is to say:

1. Because the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Pedce was
interested in the said suit, being proprietor of a land situate on the north àide ôf
the road, mentioned in the said éomplaint, the object of the suit being to have
the said road widened on the south side at the expense of the proprietors of the
lands on the north side, the land of the said Messire Joseph Laberge being sit
ate on the south side.

2. Because the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the ,Peace,
was thé instigàtor of the said complint, inforniation and suit, and as sucl was
prejudiced as to the merits of the'said suit.

3. Because the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace,
since the issuing of the said summons and previously, had frequently expressed
his opinion with refeeunce to the information and com plaint before.him, aid ad
said before several pe:rsons that the said Messire Joseph Laberge would be con -
denned on the cornplaintbrought, againshim, and that h the saidLlouisFlavien
Dafresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, was quitedetermined' on, .ivis de
cision against the said Mesire Joseph Laberge, whatever the saidNMessire Josepli
Laberge might say or doto the contrary; and that thereby he the said Louis FIa-
vien IDufresne, Esquire, Justice of the"Peace, had disqualified himself and made.
himself incompetent to proceed to the hearing and deciding tlïe cause before him.

4. Because the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peacehad
hinself displaced and broken the fence on the land of the said Messire Joseph
Laberge, and himself given occasion for the complaint, information and suit be-
fore hum.

P. J. O. Chauveau, Esquire, advocate, Q Uebec Burroughs and Fi8et Quebec ;
B. Vo/, of Old Le ite.

That the said Louis Flavién Dufresne, Esqütire, Justice of the Peace went on,
without taking auy notice of the said gounds of excéption.

Witnesses: Benjamin Vohl, optician Frnois failly, Joseph Bedardx
nspector, cultivator, ail of he Paris/ hof Od Lorette; R. J O
Cheauveau,-Esquire Josép Robitaille J. P., and Burroughis and Fise
P.B.R., ail of Quebeo;Burröughisand Eiset P.B.R.,Q uee.

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquir, Justice of the Peace, refused to
receive and file the iaid gróids e 'xception,would not allow them toýform

I85~
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part of the record, and refused also to receive and file as forming part of the
proceedings in the said cause, or information and complaint, the attestations
under oatfi of Benjamin Vohl, of François Mailly, cultivator, and of Joseph
Bedard, Inspector of Roads, who proved and established the facts alleged in and
by the said grounds of exception.

Burroughs and Fiset, P. Q.B., Quebec.

That the said Mr. Chauveau drew up a written statement, taking exception to
the judgnent by which the said Justice of the Peace had decided on going on, and
rejecting the papers and documents abovementioned, exceptions which the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, received and placed on
record.

lVitnesses: Burroughs and Fiset, P. Q.B., Quebec.

That under reserve of the said objection, as abovementioned, the said Messire
Joseph Laberge, by the ministration of his attorney as aforesaid, then raised an
objection in law to the proceeding before the said Louis Flavien Dufresne,
Esquire, Justice of the Peace, namely, that the coniplaint and information before
the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, were lodged by
the said Jean Robitaille as. Sub-Inspector (Sous- Voyer) of the roads of the Parish
of Old Lorette, and that according to the law and the statutes then in force,
neither the said Jean Robitaille, as Sub-Inspector, nor any other sub-inspector,
.was entitled to sue for the offence set forth in the said complaint and informa-
tion, but that the said complaint and information ouglit to have been made and
sued by the then Corporation of the Parish of Old Lorette, and in the name of
the said Corporation, according to the law and the statute in such case made and
provided.

That the said objection was set forth and reduced to writin under the appel-
lation of a demurrer by the said Mr. Chauveau, and received and filed by the
said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, and formed part of
the record and proceeding before him; and that notwithstanding, the said Louis
Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, went on to hear and determine
the said cause on the merits.

Wfitnesses: Burroughs and Fiet, P. Q.B., Queb>ec.

That the said demurrer, or objection in law, was well founded, inasmuch as
by the Sth Victoria, cap. 40, provision was made for the establishment of Muni-
cipal Corporations in each Parish or Township, which were empowered to direct
the works required by law, for the maintenance, construction and repair of
the public roads, and that the said Corporations were alone charged to see to the
execution of the laws in force, on this subject, and had the power of appointing
inspectors and sub-inspectors, who, as weil as the other officers of the said Cor-
porations, were but the servants of the said Corporations, and could only act and
sue in the name, by the authority, and with the sanction of the said corporations;
and therefore that the parish of Old Lorette, being at that time erected as a cor-
poration in the manner provided by the Statute above recited, the inquiry, com-
plaint and suit against the said Messire Joseph Laberge could -only be brought
by and in the name of the said Corporation, which, by the said Statute had the
right of suing and being sued by its name, as abovementioned'; and that the
said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, by taking cognizance
of the said complaint and inquiry, hath exceeded the limits of his jurisdiction..
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No. 12.-Burroughse and Fiset, P. Q.B., Quebec.

That the said Messire Joseph Laber-ge, with the reserves andexceptions above
mentioned, pleaded not guilty, and denied generally all the 'facts alleged against
him in and by the complaint and inquiry abovementioned, and that the said plea
was drawn -up and reduced to writing by the said Mr. Chauvean, and received
and placed on record by the said Louis Flavien DufiesneEsquire, Justice of the
Peace.

Jacques Planondon, Junior, Old Lörette ; Burrough8 and Fiset, P.Q.B
Quebec.

That the witneåses examined on either side did not prôve that the sai Messire
Joseph Laberge, had at any time neglected or refused to repair andkeep in good
order, the aforesaid road on the front of his land, as aileed in the said complaint
and information, but that on the, contrary i was prove N fe the witnesses who
were then examined on either side, that the said. road.on the front of the land of
the saidMessire Joseph Lal3erge, had béen, and as in good onditi6n.

Jacquee Plamondon, Junior, and Jacques Planondpn Senior, C rchwarden,
both of Old Lorette; Burroughs and iset, P.Q.B., Quebec

That there was not proven any impediment, hindrance, r encroachment,
resulting fron the act f the said Messire Joseph Laberge, as erroneously allëged
by the complaint and information beforementioned, and that;it wasproved.to
the contráry by the witnesses exami ed ,on eit.her side, that the fene on. the
front of the land of the said Messire Joseph Laberge was where it has alays
been, from time iramemorial.

Witnessee: Benjmin Vokl, optician; François 71failly, cultivator, both of Ol
Lorette; ,Burrouhs and Fet,Quebec ean
laborer; Old Lorette.

That it was proven byý Benjamin Vohl and François failly, winesses cited on
behaif of the said Messire J.Tseplh Labèrge, that the said Louis Flavien )ufresie,
Esquire, Justice of the Pea:ce, had himself broken and taken do*n thé fencë in
front of the-land of the said Messire Joseph Laberge, and thrown the bars of th
said fence in the said roadi and that if there had existed änf impediment, it
proceeded solely from the act and malice of the said Louis, Flavien Dufresne,
'Esquire, Justièe of the Peace, andi nwas in nowise the faultdif the said Mešire
Joseph Laberge.

JoSeph Bedard, ex-Inspector, of Old. Lorette P. J. O. Chauveau Eguie,
Advocate Ë Aurroughtand iFset P.Q.. Quec

That -no prif was ade of thexistence; aCordrn t a eithe r of an
pros verl of the'said oad in Sbüt ofthe land of the aidMessire Josep
bre r ftheoblig ninder wiih the ' id Messire TseU hLabëge was

to repair nd:keep in rder the said road

Jea Robtale eCb-n feoto O ette urroug and Fiet P
-ù éEft"ec.

Thât there vwasio 1ea à l n suffìidint proof made of the qälit of suh-
Inspector (Souš Voyer) of the said þanish, hicb. thé sidJeän Robitille assiiñiêd.
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No. 13.-Witnesse;: Js.epk. Bedard, exfnspector, Jean Robitaille, ex-Sub-
Inspector, both qf Old Lorette P. J. 0. Chauveau, Esquire, Advocate;
Joseph Robitaille, J.P., both of Quebec; the Reverend J. Laberge, and
-B. Yol, ýof Old Lorette.

That during the whole proceeding befoie him; the said Louis Flavien Dufresne,
Esquire, Justice of the Peace, conducted himself in a partial and arbitary inan-
ner, that before proceeding to the hearing of witnesses, the said Louis Flàvién
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, and sitting as such, said then a'nd there,
in the presence of the-witnesses and others, tliàt the said Messire Joseph-Labergr&
was a delinquent and a culprit, and that he would cause him to be prosecuted in
the Criminal Court for a nuisance ; that the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire,
Justice of the Peace, as above mentioned, did not examine the said Jean
Robitaille as a witness, although he was present, and that the said Jean Robitaille
did not take àny part, either by himself or by the rninistry of anyAttorney,'in
conduct of the cause ; but that the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice
of the Peace, himself examined the witnesses for the prosecution, and cross-exaii-
ned the witnesses for the defence, and that by so doing, he the said Louis Flavien
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, proceeded without the ministry of any
clerk or wyriter, and frequently refused to take note of the answers of the witnesses
when they were favorable to the Reverend Joseph Laberge, and that in enterin
certain parts of the testinony which were favorable to the said Reverend Josp
Laberge, the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the iPeace, sai
that he knew very well how to make other notes, and'that ho would make as
many different kinds of them as he pleased, or making use then nd there of
other expressions to the saie effect; that in interrogating the witnesses, the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, suggested to them answers
unfatorable to the said Reverend Joseph Laberge, and intimidated them;,, and that
the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, in addressing one
of the witnesses by him examined, said to this witness:-" State, then, that the,:
'fence was in the road," meaning the fence in front of the land of the said
Reverend Joseph Laberge, as alleged in the complaint, information and summons
in the said cause, and that by reason of the .conduct of the said Louis. Flavien
Dufresne, Esquire, sitting and acting as Justide of the Peace as above mentioned,
the proceedings ln the said cause were altogether oppressive and vexatious, and
evidently carried on in the interest ofthe said Louis Flavien Dufrsne, ,Esquire,
Justice of the Peace.

Witnes8es: P. J. O. Chauveau, Esquire, Advocate ; Burroughs and- Fi8tt,
P.Q.B., Quebec; Jacques Edouard Pageau; and B. FoId, both of 0
Lorette.

That without any regard to the reensation or legal protest, before mentio9e;
or to the defence andpleading of the said Reverend Joseph Labërge, and despite
the absence of all'legal proof against the said Reverend Josepli Laberge, andin
support of the comp laint, information and, summûons aforesaid, the, said ônis
Flavien Dufresue, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, as aboe nientioned, did 's-
trarily, illegally, unjustly, and without authority 'o fô do, condenmn the said
Reverend Josepli Laberge, to a fine of five shillings and costs, the whole amount-
ing to the sum of one pound two shillings, currency, as appears by the minute of
costs in-the said cause, under the foli A. 7, now poduced, ant; inor+over, to
discontinue and remove immediately every impediment, hindrance, or encroach-
ment, which might then be found on the publie highway, in front of the land of
thé said Messir'e Joseph Laberg, aùd this hif ebständ expese.

-P e--
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No. 14 '- Witnesses: Burroughs and Fiet, Q.B., Quebec.

That by virtue of thesereasons and motives in fact and in 1,w, hereinabove
set forth, the said judgment is ni and illegal, and givenwitlout rjarisdiction,

inasmuch as the complaint or information before the said Justice of the Peace,
accused the said, Reverend Joseph Laberoe of two different offencés, restrainied
by different enactrnei ts pfthe lae andisue t to different pealties, and;that the
said judgment does not spçify of whicl offence the said Reverend Josephi
Laberge is, or has, beein found guilty, .and that thereby the conviction s yague
and insuflicient, and.that mgreover the tirme at which the said offence vas eom
mitted, is not specified therein,

Burroughs and Eset, P.Q.B., Quebec.

Also, because the said judgmient doos not specifythe fine according to the Iaw
and the stautes now i .force, and because the said jùudgient does not state
into whoselhiands the fine imposed ougt 1o - ,aid.

BUrroug7s and Fiset, P.Q.B., Quebec

Because the ýaid judgnent condemns the said Defendànt to put an end t', and
immediately remove evrcry impediment, hindrance, or encroachment on the
public highvay in front, on the 1ad of the said Defendant, without specif yig
iii what càñsist the said impediriients, hindrandes, ôr encroachments, and m law
the said judgment is mll and illegaI.

Witnesses: Burroughs and iset, Q.., Quebe.

Because the daid Judgient condernns the said Defendant to pay the osts
the said prosecution, and the said osts are nottaxed and deteinned by ths a,
judgmënt.

Jacquès ECdouard Pageau and B. Vohl, both of Old Lorette, and yodet o
the reboid formerl1 in the possessioW f he or ooaition of Old Lore
and Copy the same by tkeroper' oßler o/ e auicipalit f
Clounty o Quebec, now in possessiön of the said record èlatiVe o t/e
tracin o the roadi i que.tion, or by àUC/ Aoiter erson ,kay s
possesson of the said record.

That, ioreover, the signers p retend that there is not-'liegaily;any road tracedé
by any procès verbal in the place described and designated 1n the complaint,
information, ànd summons, and 'tlie j'dgment in the above said cause, and that
the tracing or widening of the road in question was within the province, of tbhe
late Corporation of the Parish of Old Lorette,,which was at that time taken:up
with petitions reIating toexisting disputes between the parties interested:in thisâ
matter :and tlhat nevertheless, the saidý Louis FlavienBDufresne; Esquire, J tiae
of the ,eace, absolutely-exeeded his jurisdiction by' taking cognizance of he
said prosecution, andthat thnit'h e judgm ent rendered by the aid ,Magistrate i&
unjust, ilIegalI vexatious, and an abuse or excess of jurisdiction oiihisîpart.

No. 1.- Witnesses: Brroughs and FPiset, P lQ.B Queb O GMa
veau, Esquire, idvocate, Quebec; te theverend Jseph Laberge and B.

ohi, both of Old Lorette

That imoreover, the signers prtend, tat the said Revrendosepl aberge
notified among other the said Louis lavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice o the
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Peace, that he intends obtaining a revision of the judgnent of the said Magis-
trate, by Her Majesty's Court of Queen's Bench, in t h e District of Quebec, as
appears by notice to the said Mr. Chauveau, and to the ýsaid Louis Flavien
bufresne, Esquire, ànd Jean Robitaille, dated Quebec, the ninetenth of Aigust"
one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, tbe said Louis Flavien Dufresne havdg
written a threatening and abusive letter, dated Lorette the seveiteenthî of August
one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, to the said Reverend Joseph Laberge,
evidently with a vicw 'of intimidating him and inducing him not to have recourse
to the writ of certiorari, the only means that rcmained to the said Reverendi
Joseph Laberge of obtaining justice, in support of whiéh allegation the signers
produce the said letter, under letter A 4.

No. 16.-Burrouglis and Fiset, P. Q.B., Quebec.

That by writ of certiorari issued on the twenty-eight of Aiigust, one thousaiid
eiglit hundred and forty-six, according to the Petition of the same date, on the
part of the said Reverend Joseph Laberge, addressed to the Honorable Judges
of Ier Majesty's Court of Queen's Bench, of the District of Quebec, the said
complaint, information, and summons were evoked to Her Majesty's Court of e
Queen's Bench, of flic District of Quebec.

No. 17.- Titnesses: Joseph Bedard, ex-Inspector, the Reverend Joseph laberge,
both of Old Lorette ; P. J. 0. Chauveau, Esquire, Advocate, Quebec.

That while the said Court was thus occupied with the information, complaint,
and summons above mentioned, of the, fourth of August, one thousand eight
hundred and forty-six, the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of ihe
Peace, by his letter dated " Ol Lorette, ele-enth of June one thousand eight
"Ihundred and for ty-seven, addressed to Joseph Bedard, Road Inspector, in the said
"Parish, threatened and endeavored to intimidate the said Joseph Bedard, for the
"purpose of inducing hin to bring a new information and comolaint before the
"said Magistrate, for fthe specious reasons mentioned in the said letter, vhich had
"already given rise to the information, complaint and summons of the fourth of
"August, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, then pending and undecided
"before Her Majesty's said Court of Queen's Bench of the District of Quebec,"
in confirmation of which the signers produced the said letter, under the mark
A, 5, and also another letter of the said Magistrate, dated Old Lorette, the
twenty eighth of Judy, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, addressed to
the Said Joseph Bedard, Road Inspector', in the said Parish, under the letter A 3

No. 18.-Witnes8se8: Burrou9gh8 and Fi8et, P. Q.B., Quebec.

That the judgment rendered on the said information, complaint, and summons,
by the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, against the
said Reverend Joseph Laberge, was, in the cause ex-parte, Joseph Labere, No.
1063, declared null and void by judgment of Her Majesty's Court of Qneen's
Bench of the District of Quebec, datell the twenty-first day of July last, which is
nowherewith produced.

No. 19.-Burroughs and Fiset, and Stephen Tanswell, Esquire, all of Quebec

That the above said information, complaint, and summons of the fourth of
August, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, as also the beforementioned
judgnent, rendered by the said Magistrate, were illegal,vexatious, and unjust in the
extreme ; ùm cdnsequence of which the said Reverend Joseph Laberge was ob1igedý

I85~.
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to make application, by writ of certiorari, as aforesaid, and found himself subjected
to considerable expenses, which were altogether lost to him, inasmuch as he éould'
not in law carry the matter farther: which gave occasion to the said Louis Flavien
iDufresne,Esquire, Justice of the Peace, after the intervention of judgment

as aforesaid, in the said Court ý of Queen's Bench, in the said cause, to enieark,
Iinomatter, he has paid hancsonely for it, aud I shall certainly proseciìte hini

" again ;" then speaking of the Reverend JosepliLaberge, of the abovementioned
judgment which had thus been rendered, by the said Louis Flavien Dgfresne,
Esquire, Justice of the Peace, against the said Reverend Joseph Laberge, and of
the judgment intervened in the said Court of Queen's Bencli, as before stated, fi
the abovenentioned cause; in corroboration of all which allegations relating to
the aforesaid information, complaint, and summons of thefourth of August, one
thousand eight hundred and forty-six, and: to the writ of certiorari enanated in
the cause ex parte Joseph.Laberge, No. 1063, the signers will cause to be pro-
duced the record in the , above last mentioned cause, and vill file a copy of the
sane, and also a copy of the judgment beforementioned intervened in the afore-
said cause, in Her Majesty's said Court of Queen's Bench, in the District of
Quebec, and also a copy of the statement of costs incurred in the saine, the whole
duly certified by those whom it mayé.oncern.

No. 20 Witnesses: Burrouihs and Fiset, P. Q.B.; F. R.* Angers, Es8quire,
Advocate, all of Quebee.

That the signers state positively -that the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire,
Justice of the Peace, pretending to fulfil the duties of his office, bas, at different
times, unjustly and illegally condemned a number of the inhabitants of the said
parish, on information, complaint, and surmons brought against them before
him, and that in support of this allegation, they cite and produce all such judg-
ments rendered by the said Magistrate which have been on issue of a writ of
certiorari evoked to Her Majesty's Court of Queen's Bench, in the District of
Quebec, in the following causes, thatis to say, No. 1487, ex parte Olivier Doré;
No 381, ex parte Louis Laberge; No. 2037, ex parte Michel Cantin; No. 2038,
ex parte Louis Carreau ; No. 2036, ex parte Jacques Rochette; No. 2035, ex
parte Louis Laberge, and which have been all declared null and void by judg'
iments given-in Hler Majesty?s Court of Queen's Bench, in the District of Qnebec,
at different times, in the aforesaid causes, to the great detriment, nevertheless, of
the abovenamed parties; who have been all obliged to make application by writ
of certiorari:as abovesaid, and who have thus -found themselves all sûibjected to
considerable expenses, inasmuch as they are and :were unable to recover these
costs by legal process: in support of which said allegations, the signers produce
copies duly certified of the judgments given in the aforesaid causes, in Her
Majesty's Court of Queen's Bencli, in the District of Quebec, and of the bills of
costs ineurred by the abovenarned cparties in the causes aforeÈaid.

No. 21.- Witnesses: Jan Robitaillewheelwright; Joseph Iamel, senior,join-
er; Jacques Dion, ex-S&b-Jnspector, cultivator, all three of Old Lorette;
and Theophile Dufresne, Esquire.

That the signers assert as a fact that the said Louis Flavien Dufresue, Esquire,
Justice of the Peace, lias abused through passion his authority'as Justice of the
Peace, and has availed himself thereof to intimidate unjustly, and to iarass by
illegal prosecutions, a number of inhabitants of the said Parish, and ,mrany
officers of the sanie, in support of which allegations they invoke a prosecution
brought-by instigation of the said Magistrate against Jean R9bitaille, forrnerly
Subn-Ispector of the .said Parish, w ,ho shortly before the said prosecutiQ», had.
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refused to prosecute with partiality several inhabitants of the said Parish,,whom
the said Magistrate had particularly pointed out to him, and whom he accused'
of not having kept up and repaired thie public highway, in front of their lands,_
according to law, wlule the roads of these inhabitants had been, and were then,
as good as those of the other inhabitants of the said Parish, but that the public high-
way in front of the ]and of the said Magistrate bas been, and was then, in a worse
condition than those of the inhabitants of the said Parish, to such an extent that
Joseph Karnel, formerly Rioad Inspector of the said Parish, bas had the road of
the said magistrate repaired at his own cost, fron fear of incurring the resentment
of the said magistrate, if the latter were obliged to fulfil the law in this respect,
and, in addition, another prosecution bronght, in the month of January, between
the second and the ninth, one thousand eight hundred and forty-one, against
Jacques Dion, in his quality of Sub-Inspector of the said Parish, by a persoi .un-
known, in which two abovementioned prosecutions, the said Louis Flavien
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, sat as Magistrate, and condemned the
,-id Jean Robitaille and Jacques Dion, to the fine and costs shewn further by a'.
meinorandumin of costs, entitled, " Costs in the cause of the Queen and Michel
Girard, qui tam, " Plaintiff, and Jean Robitaille. Defendant, under letter A 6,,
the said memorandum being' under the signature Philip Dufresne, Esquire, Clerk,
produced by the signers, vho are unable to give any more ample particulars of
the said cases, becadse many of the inhabitants of the said Parish, not ventu ring
to complain of the said Magistrate, or even to contest the prosecutions brouglit
against them, before him, refuse to give the signers particulars of information,
from the fear of finding themselves involved in prosecutions which iniglit exceed
their means.

No. 22- Witnesses : Jose2ph fJobin, ex-Counsellor •Joseph IHamel, junior, join
er ;Bejamin Vo/l, optician and aquesEdouard Pageau, ex-
MJayor, ail of Old lorette.

Tlat the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, did in
the said Parish, on the thirteenth of July, one thousand eight hundred and forty
six, disturb, by his personal interest and resentnent, the inhabitants of the said
Parish, at that tinie peaceably assembled therein to proceed to the election- of
their Municipal Councillors, conformably to the Provincial Statute 8th Victoria,
cap. 40, and did then and there attempt, by indirect ieans and under unjust
pretexts, to cause theni to lose the opportunity of proceeding to their said election
and of complying with the requirerments of the law, the said inhabitantshaving
previously refused to elect the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of
the Peace, as one of their Municipal officers at the said election, where he solicit-
ed in vain the votes of the inhabitants as candidate at the said election.

No. 23.- Witnesses: Joseph Jobin, ex-Gouncillor, cultivator; Joseph Hamel,
junior, joiner; and B. Vo/l, optician, all of Old Lorette'; Josepi
Laurin, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, Old Lorette.

That the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, far from
observing and causing to be observed the laws and statutes in force in that part
of the Province of Canada, called LowerCanada, for the keeping of the peace
and the peaceable government of the people, as lie is bound to do in his capacity
'of Justice of the Peace, did, on the twenty-first day of June, one thousand eight
hundred and forty-six, in the Parish aforesaid, counsel and advise the inhabitants
thereof not to conforn to the enactments of the Provincial Statute 9th Victoria,
cap. 27, relative to elenentary instruction in that part of the Province of Canada
called Lower Canada, saying to them then and there, "When the laws are in our
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"favor, I obey them; when they are not, I trample them under foot," or using
then and there expressions of the like inport; but that the inhabitants of the
said Parish, without paying attention to these remarks, proceeded, notwitlistand-
ing, on the twenty-eighth of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six,. to
convene a meeting, through Joseph Laurin, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, for
the election thereat of their Sehool Comiissioners, in conformity to the law, on
which day the said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace,
refused to convoke the said meeting, as Senior Magistrate, giving lis reasons for
this opposition in the following words, "I do not wish the inhabitants to be
"taxed," after which he retired, and declined to assist at the meeting, which
took place subsequently at the desire of the said convocation, althouogh the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, was in the habit of pre-
siding at the public meetings in the said Parish, as being the Senior Magistrate
theremn.

No. 2.-Perrault and Doucet, .P;, Quebec; Theopile Dufresne, Esquire;
Joseph Bedard, cultivator and e-Sub-nspetor Jacques Dion, cultiva-
tor and e--SubZnspector; Pierre Jobin, cultivator • Jacques Jobin,
cultivator ; Jean 1obitaille, cultivator'; and Jean ,obitaille, whlee-
wright, all of Old Lorette.

That the signers declare and assert that the said Louis Flavien Dufresne,
Esquire, Justice of the Peace, lias, since his appointment of Justice of the Peace,
aforesaid, on many informations, complaints and sumnonses brought,before him,
sat and condeinned a large number of individuals to pay fines received by hin-
self, of which lie had given no account on the twelfth of June last, and. of which
he lias not, in fact, given any account in the manner prescribed by the Statutes
made and passed for that purpose, in support of whicl allegations the signers
produce a copy of an information and complaint of the eleventh of October, one
thousand eight lundred and thirty-eight and of a summons annexed thereto of
the fifteenth of October, one thousand eilght hundred and thirty-eight, entitled,
"The Queen, on information of Angéle Fortier, qui tam, vs. Jean Robitaille,
"Defendant," under the letter A 1.' Also, a t·eceipt of the said Louis Flaýien
Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace,'dated " Lorette; second November, one
" thousand eight hundred and thirty eight," signed, " Louis F. Dufresne" in the
abovementioned prosecution, and again, another memorandum of costs, entitled,
"Costs in the cause of-the Queen and Michel Girard, qui tam, for the prosecu-
tion, vs. Jean Robitaille, Defendant, signed ",Philip D5ufresne, Clerk," the said
receipts and memoranda being under t he letters A 2, and A 6.

No. 25.-Warguerite Herrond, wife qf Charles 3fellayy; John Cutter; Jean
Robitaille, Lieutenant of .Militia, ex-Sub-1spector ; François Xavier
Boivin, baker, the two frstfo'rmerly of the Parishi of St. A1mibroise, and
the two last witnesses of Old lorette.

The signers allege that a certain Charles Malloy, of the Parish of St. Ambroise,
in the County of Q uebec, and District of Quebec, was, in the said parish of St.
Ambroise, the twenty-fifth 'of February; oe thousand eight hundred and forty-
six, in public possession of a certain building of wood erected on a piece of land
situate within the sai.d Parish, Svhich wooden building the said Charles Malloy
lad occupied, and which was at that time occupied by the wife and child of the
said Charles Malloy, who on the said day, was, then and there dispossessed by
violence of the said wooden building, by the said Louis Flavien iDufresne, Esquire,
Justice of the Peace, who after having then and there put the furniture, clild and
wife of the said7Charles Malloy, dut of the said wooden building by force and
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violence, took possession of thesaid building, putf fire to it, and reduced it to
ashes.

No. 26.- Witnesses: 3Ressëre P. fuot, Priest and Curé, St. Foy; the Honor-
able Louis Paiet, Notary; and B. G. Belleau, Esquire, Notary,
both of Quebec.

That the signers cannot be silent as to the provocations and insults which the
said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, has, while under the
influence of intoxication, and without any reason .whatever, heaped on ,the
Reverend P. Hluot, Priest and Curé of the Parish of St. Foy, in his presbytery,
or ordinary residence, in the abovementioned Parish, and on the Honorable
Louis Panet, Notary, of the City of Quebec, on the public highway leading to
the Parish of Old Lorette, and cannot avoid alluding to the conduct of the said
Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, in the Barrack-yard of
the Upper Town of Quebec, formerly the Jesuits College, dvhenee lie was
ejected by inilitary authority on account of bis troublesome conduct, his provo-
cations, and insults: the signers cannot give more ample particulars of the said
cases, for the reasons given hereinabove and elsewhere.

No. 27. - 1Witnesses: David Turner, miller, Old lorette; John Lill, tavern-
keeper; John Pearson, baker; and Edward Glackeneyer, Esqu7ire,
Notary, of Quebec.

That the .conduct of Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peaee,
has been, and is, a subject of scandai to the inhabitants of the said Parish ; that,
unhappily, he is so addicted to the use of spirituous liquors, thatr he cannot
restrain himself within the bounds of decency, and that often, under the influence
of intoxication, he repairs to the dwellings of individuals, wliere he provokes and
insults thein; that in this quarrelsome condition he runs throngh the public high-
ways in the country, and even frequents public places where he torinents, pro-
vokes and- insults the individuals who lie meets there, and commits- acts of
violence, and assaults and batteries, in support of which allegations the signers
cite the public conduct of the said Justice of the Peace, at the horse-raees which
took place in the Parish-of- Old Lorette abovementioned, on the tenth and
eleventh of September, one thousand eiglit hundred and forty-six, at which the
said Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of tlie' Peace, tornented, provoked
and insulted- several individuals, committed acts of violence,. assa'ults» and batter-
ies, fouglit publicly and destroyed furniture and divers effects in the tents put <up
on the said race-grounds, or in their vicinity, where spirituous liquors were sold,
and in the taverns near them, and declare positively that the-said. Louis Flayien
iDufresne, Esquire, Justice of the Peace, did, on the. seventeenth of November,

of the present year, in 'the streets of the City of Quebec,, being under, the influ-
ence of spirituous liquors, provoke, insult and seek a quarrel withlseveral persons
whom he met, on the said day, in the said streets of the City of Quebec, as afore-
said.

JACQUES EDOUARD PAGEOT,
Ex-Mayor,

BENJAMIN VOIHL.

OLP LoRErE, 22nd November, 1847.

d~85~.
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APPENDIX No. 2.
PARIsE OF ANCIENNE LoRETTE,

31st January, 1848.
Sir,--I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Requête of Jacques

Edouard Pageot, and Benjamin Vohli, and also tlat of the Curé Messire Laberge,
et al., contaming several grounds of complaints against me in my quality of
Justice of the Peace for the District of Quebec, praying for my destitution as
such Justice of the Peace, together with your letter of the 11th December last,
wherein I am desired to communicate to you any explanation I may have to
offer in regard to the said complaint.

In reply thereto I respectfully beg leave to submit for His Excelleney's infor-
mation, the following explanations:

For some time past, and more particuliarly since the general election for this
part of the Province, 1844, wherein my disapprobation of the unreasonable pre-
tentions of the late ex-ninisters were publicly expressed, particularly as well on
the hustings at the Parish of Ancienne Lorette, where I represented the Honora-
ble John Nelson, one of the candidates at the last contested election for the
County of Qnebec, as in the different parishes of the County of Portneuf, durin g
the time that T. C. Aylwin, Esquire, was a candidate for the said County, and
also my having been the bearer of the address of the loyal citizens of the City of
Quebec to the late Governor in Chief, Lord Metcalfe, on his elevation to the
Peerage, bas placed me at variance with the most, if not the whole of the pro-
inoters and signers of the said Requête, some of whom, and more particularly
Thomas Cushing Aylwin, Esquire, Member of Parliament for the City of Quebec;
Joseph Cauchon, Member for the County of Montmorency; P. J. O. Chauveau,
Member for the County of Quebec; Messire Joseph Laberge, Cwré; Jacques
Ed. Pageot, bailiff; Benjamin Vohli, a foreigner, not a British subject, who
lately, at the Election of the County of Portneuf, on the fourth instant, would
not take the oath of allegiance, and did positively refuse to take the said oath
when lie was requested by Mr. Chauveau, representing Mr. Belleau as candidate
at the said election, whose hatred to the present Government of Lord Elgin is of
suflicient notoriety, and, generally speaking, the whole of the political adherents
of the late ex-ministers in the County of Quebec, have, for the above reason,
become my personal enemies.

That it is a fact well known in the City of Quebec, that the said Petition,
though purporting to be a Petition from the inhabitants of the Parish of Ancienne
Lorette, is, substantially, the Petition of the said Thomas Cushing Aylwin and
his political adherents of the said City, and got' up under their superintendence
and patronage, in the hopes of annoying and bringing into disgrace a political
opponent.

That the signature of the Reverend Joseph Laberge to the Requête had been
obtained, I apprehend, from the following circumstances. In 1837, at the
breaking out of the first Rebellion in this Province, I was naned one of the
Commissioners to administer the oath of allegiance in the form there prescribed;
on that occasion I proposed to the said Reverend Joseph Laberge, as an example to
his parishioners, to ta ke the said oath of allegiance, which lie refused to do, coup-
ling his refusal with terms far from favorable to Her Majesty's Government in this
Province. The consequences of such refusal was, that not one of the Church-
wardens, Militia Officers, particularly Jacques Edouard Pageot, Captain of
Militia, and other parishioners of the said Parish, would take the oath of
allegiance, thereby following the example of their curate. Upon that occasion
I reproached the said Curate with bis apparent -want of loyalty, and threatened

I8~7~.
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to make his conduct a subject of arepresentation ,tothe then Governor General,
and since that time I have never been on good terms vith him, this ill-feeling, I
may add, being greatly increased of late, in consequence of a difference of
opinion respecting tie election of Churchwardens (Marguillier8) for the said
rarish, in which I was opposed to the Curate, and also in consequence of pro-
ceedings recently adopted by me, to force the said Curateand the said Benjamin
Vohl to restitute and give up a piece of ground belonging to the Queen's high-
way, which they have taken possession of, and detained, and still detain àt tilis
present moment, contrary to law.

That when the peculiar and delicate position which I occupy, owing to 1my
known political principles and attachment to Her Majesty's~Government proed
in many instances, and also the means adoptedb'y certain radical leadersn get-
ting up complaints against persons holding any office ofauthority under Govern-
ment and who by differing with them in politics, may-have incurred their ewi-
mity, is taken into consideration, it will not appear surprising that a number of
signatures. should have been obtained to, the said Requête, and the more so, as it
was favoured by the Curate of the Parish. Indeed from my perfect knowlede
of the unprincipled character of some of the most active promoters of the sa d
Requête and also from the pains taken by them to keep the matter a secret from,
those who would be most likely to op pose their views, and from subsequent in-
formation, I have every reason to believe, that a great portion if not the whole of
the signers of the said Requête were never truly made aware of its contents, as
will more fully appear by a letter marked A, of François Xavier Gilbert, School-
master of the said Parish.

The fact of my having committed a breach of the Peace, and which has been
s0 eagerly laid hold of by my enemies, and particularly by the said Thomas
Cushing Aylwin, whose own daily habits of intemperance and, indecorous con-i
duct, ever during the time when under the late administration, he held the im-
portant appointment of Solicitor General, was of such notoriety as to call for
comment in the public journals, I trust was not accompanied by circumstances
of so grave a nature as I conceive would induce His Excellency to take so Mali-
cious and frivolous a case into his serious consideration.

Having been counselled by my professional advisers, under'circumstances,
rather to plead guilty than have so trivial an offence openly canvassed, beifig
the only offence of the kind ever brought against me, accounts for the evidence
respecting the breach of the peace complained of, appearing ,exclusively inlhe
exparte statement and affidavits of the complainants, and of which a copy has
been furnished to me.

As to the other charges, which are all of a general nature, confined in the
said Requête, I beg lëave most respectfully to submit, that they are false, calumni-
Ous, and untrue accusations, got -up at the instigation of the said Thomas Cushing
Aylwin, and other of my enemies, for the purpose of injuring me in thOpinion
of Her Majesty's Government in this Province.

For the last eighteen years; during which I held the situation of Justice of the
Peace, I have applied myself diligently to the execution of the duties confided
to me as such, and have, I respectfully submit, never:betrayed, thé trust repoàed,
in me, but, on the contrary, have invariably acted as an honest and impartial
mian, and a loyal sibject.

In éoncluding, I beg leave humbly to referto some of the situations heretofore.
occupied by me under the Government in this Province.

in the year 1812, at the breaking out of the American War, I volunteered iûto
the Incorporated Militia, raised for the defence of the Province, and wasw activêly
employed in the same during the said war.
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For my conduct at the Battle of Chateauguay, where 1 was woundedunder
the gallant DeSalaberry, for my conduct there I was immediatelyoffered a coimn-
mission in the British Army by Sir George iPrévost, the then Governor General,
in an-y of the corps employed in Canada, and accepted an ensigncy in the Canai
dian Fencible Regiment, in which I served ip to the close of the said war, and
with the rest of my corps was placed -on half-pay.

In 1828 I was appointed to the Stff of the Militia, as Màjor comnanding a
division.

In 1830, a Justice of the Peace for the District of Quebec.
In 1833, a Commissioner for the Internal Com muniéation of the Province.
In 1835, Cominissioner for Roads and Bridges.
In 1837, Commissioner for the administration of the Oath of Allegiance to Ier

Majesty's subjects in the Province.
In 1838, I was specially called upon by His Excellency Sir John Coiborne, to

assist, as"a British soldier, in putting down the second Rebellion; and, infact
attended is Excellency as such in Montreal for that purpose.

For which said servics, witlï the exception of the one 'first m'entioned I hâve
never received an fee or reward.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
With consideration and respect,

Your most obedient Servant,

(Signed,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE.

To the Honorable A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

PRovINCE 0F OCANADA, BEFORE COMMISSIONER.
DISTRICT OF QUEBEo.

Upon the Requête of JACQUES PAGEOT and BENJAMIN VOHL et al.

To the Honorable A. W. COCHRAN, Commissioner named to inquire into the
complaints preferred against the undersigned, Louis F. DUFRESNE, S.P.,
by the Reguête above mentioned, dated 12th June,1847.

Answers of the said Louis PLAvIEN UREsNE, paragap by paragrp o the
said complaints, &cp

Paragraphl No. 1.--No. Twoindividuals unknown to me were found tres-
passing on-my ,farm in September, 1841, in a potatoe field, and both were takeni
and brought up by Warrant before ThomasA. Young, Esquire, Police Magistrate,
at Quebec.

No. 2nd.-No. The said Jean Robitaille, neighbor of one of my' farms, was
found by me trespassing upon said farmn, and cutting a large spruce tree, in the
line fence of the said farm.

No. 3rd.-No. Malicious.
No. 4th.-No. Factious.
No. 5th.-No.
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No. 6th.-No.
No. 7th.-No. Absolutely false,
No. 8th.-No.
No. 9th.-No. The record in the Court of Queen's Bench in the cause

exparte Joseph Laberge, No. 1063, will answer for itself, and also in the cause
ex7parte Vohli, by Judgnent in the term of January last.

Nos. 10tlh to 19th.-Answered by the ninth paragraph.
No. 2Oth.-The record in the Court of Queen's Bench, in the cause exparte

Olivier Doré, No. 381, will answer for it.
No. 21st.-No. The legister and records of conviction in my possession will

answer for it when required.
No. 22nd.-No. Malicious.
No. 23rd.-No. Factious.
No. 24th.--No. The rocords of convictions in my possession will awswer for,

when required.
No. 25th.-No. The records of convictions before Joseph A. Taschereau, Es-

quire, Police Magistrate in the case of " The Queen ver.us Charles Molloy,"
will answer.

No. 26th.-No. Malicions.
No. 27th.-No. Calumny.

(Signed,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE, J.P.

A.NIENNE LonETTE, 15th February, 1848.

APPENDIX A.

SPECIAL COMMISSION OF INQUIRY.

B EFORE the Honorable ANDREW WILLIAM CocHmAN, Esquire, one of Her
Majesty's Counsel in the Law, Special Commissioner duly ap ointed by

Ris Excellency the Right Honorable JANEs, Earl of ELGIN and INoARDINE
Governor General of British North America and Captain General and Governor
in Chief in and over the Provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia, New Brunswickand
the Island of Prince Edward, Vice-Admiral of the same, d&., &c., &c., under
and by virtue of an Act of the Legislature, of the Province of Canada, passed in
niith year of Her Majesty's Reign, intituled, " An Act to empower CommisSion-
ers for inquiring into matters connected with the Public lbusiness to take evi-
dence on oath," and under and by virtue of a Commission, authorizing the said
Commissioner to inquire into certain "harges p'efeired against Louis Flavien
Dufresne, in his capacity of a Justice of the Peace for the District of Quebec,
and to take evidence on oath touchiug the same.
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Transcript of evidence on oath taken before the said Commissioner touehing
the said charges.

At the Court Rouse, in the City of Quebéc,

FRIDAY, T1R 24Tr m&MIAou, 1848

A. W. COcuuiA, Esquire, Commissiiondr;
BENJAMIN VoRL, Petitioner.
Louis FLAVEN DUFREsNE, Esquire, J.P.

(Transation.]

J EAN. ROBITAILLE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, being duly sworn, doth de-
pose and say :-About Ail Saints Day, two years ago, 1 was on my land at

lcd Lorette, which is next to that of Mr. Dufresne. 1 saw Mr. Iufresne,.who
was coming ,towards me with an axe in, his hands: lie accused me of having
robbed him, and lie lifted thé axe, as if to strike me, more than once: I drew
back, and then took the axe from him, and threw it to some distance in the land
of Monsieur Dufresne: I think the axe was down when I seized it: I saw ,hat
he had a bill-hook in his pocket, and still mistrusting him, I went towards him
seized the bilk-hook, an d threw it also to .some distance: then we seized each
other, but having disenoged hiinself, I again drew back, and he attempted to
strike me with a stick which he picked up, but he did not succeed, and the affair
terminated there,

[Cross-examined by Mr. Dufresne.]
I believe the quarrel between us had reference to a tree which Ï was"cutting

down at the time, which he pretended was on his land, but which I pretend was
on mine.

[Re-examined on another hëad.]

I was Sub-Inspector of Roads in the said Parish in one thousand eight hundred
and forty-six, and up ta the month of Augustin the followingyear, Mr. Dufresne
came to my house and told me thatif the roads were noýt arranged, lie would
begin ta prosecute, and I was afraid of being prosecuted myself; this was
in the summer before last. I instituted a prosecution against Mr. Laberge, our
CGur, for his road, which was not in good order, and the affair was brought
before Mr. Duflresne: the prosecution wasin niy nariie*,but I was niot a witriss.
Mr. Jacques Plamondon was a witness against the defendant, andý álao a certin
Bedard: I did not cive the names- of these witnesses either ta M~r. Duf'resue or
to any one else. ile Prosecution was also on account of Mr Laberge's havilng
left a cer·tain impediment, or bad fonce on the publie road.

[Cross-examined by Mr. Dufresne.

There were two or three Wifnesse for the prosecution

[Re-examined on *aohe head
Towards the end of February, or in the beginning of Marchi, two or three

years ago; I went to a spot in the Parisih of- St.ý Ambroise, near the forest where
there was a wooden house, or hut, of which I am not aware who is the proprietor;
and there I saw the mistress of the house, who was weeping outside, seated on a
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box with her child: the hoiïse wraialmost altooether burnt: Mr. Dufresne as
there, near the fire, and lie was engaged in witherawing the brands from tire fb' :

(Signed,) JEAN ROBITAILLE.

Sworn before me,
this 24th day of March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN,
Commnissioner.

[Translation.]

FRANÇOIS LÉ PINE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, being duly sworn, doth
depose and say:-In the month of July, one thousand eighit hiundred and,

forty-five, either on a Sunday or a fête d'obligation, I was on my knees witli
several other persons before a cross planted by the side of tie public roaid in the
said parish: we were going through a novena (neuvaine): Mr. Dufresne knelt
down beside me: there were soine of these persons who were taller than the
others, and Mr. Dufresne cried out to them to kneel down, thinking, apparently,
that they were standing: lie repeated this several times, and it made the young
people laugh: after prayers we began to sing the cantiques, but Mr. Dufresne
could not sing, having drank too much: such, at least, is my opinion, and
indeed it was easy to see that this was the case.

The deponent, being unable to write, has made his ordinary mark.

his
(Signed,) FRANÇOIS N LN PINE.

mark.
Sworn before me

the 24th March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoOHRIN,
Commissioner.

(Translation.],

JEAN BAPTISTE DIROLET, of the Parish of Old Lorette, Cultivator, being>
duly sworn, doth depose and say:-In the month of August,. one tliousanda

eight hundred and forty-five, Mr. Dufresne came to my1house in the said Parish,
at about ten o'clock at niglit. He came in his vehicle, and. having got ont, lie
came into the porch of my house, and there 'shut himself in. The door of my
house was barred within, and myself and family were inside. He asked for
some one to open the door, and it was done. ,He came into the house and laid
liold of my boy who had opened the door to him; but I took him out of his
hands; I pushed Mr. Dufresne out and threw him down before my door, which
I then barred again. Aftersome minutes, I wentout, with.my daughter holding
a candle; Mr. D)ufresne was cóncéaledebind thegable of my house, but when
lie heard us come out lie came towards me, staggering; and seeing that it was
with the intention of seizing me, I struck himn and pushed him back, and he fell,
against iily fence. I tried to lift him, as he was not able to get up himself, bëiffg
intoxicated, lie seized me by the leg with violence, saying that I should die by
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no other hand than his own. He got up, dragging himself alon and reached
the public highway, and called out to meto corne toc him there, think it was
to fight with me. Then he began to throw stones against my house.

[Cross-examined.]

I believe that he came there on purpose to injure nie, because I know lie had
an old grudge against me, and he was not in the habit of coining to my house.
We were friends formerly, but our friendship was broken off three or fbur years
ago. At that time we were intimate friends.

The deponent having declared himself unable to write, has made his usual
mark.

his
(Signed,) JEAN BAPTISTE x DROLET.

mark.

Sworn before me,
the 24th Mardh, 1848

(Signed,) A. W. CooRAN,
Commissioner.

(Translation.]

JACQUES PLAMONDON, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being
duly sworn, doth depose and say:-In the month of July or August, last

summer, between nine and ten o'clock at night, Mr. Dufresne stopped in the
public road before my house, in the said Parish, and called me, in Trench ad

nglish, in a loud voice: I was then in bed, and I did not wish to togout, lhaving
reason to believe, from his manner of crying out, that lie was nclined to be
troublesome: he continued to call out from the road, against me, saying that I
was a "church-robber, and the Curé and other Churchwardens, were the same:"
lie went away, and at the end of some minutes came back and began again to
abuse me, and call ont the same way, partly in French and partly in Enghsh.

(Signed,) JACQUES PLAMONDON.

Sworn before me
the 24th March, 1848.

(Signed A. W. CocuN
Comm ssioner.

Enquêteèadjourned to Tu-esday,,28th.]Márch.-
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(Tranlation.]
Enquête continued.

TUESDAY, 28TH MAnonr, 1848.

Present:

THE CoMM1îissIoNEI.
Mr. VoHL.
L. F. DUFREsNE, Esquire.

FRANÇOIS BEAUPRÙ, of the Parish of Old Lorette, being duly sworn, doth
depose and say:-In the month of August, one thousand eight hundred

and forty-six, I worked one day at Mr. Dufresne's, mnaking hay: he was in a
noisy mood, and came to talk with me: speaking of the quarrel which lie had
had with iMr. Laberge, our Curé, about his fence, he said he would fire upon him
as upon a dog.

The deponent, being unable to write, made his usual mark.
his

(Signed,) FRANÇOIS N BEAUPRÉ
mark.

Sworn before me,
the 28th day of March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoorANL,
Commissioner,

(Translation.]

JOSEPH BEDARD, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly
sworn, doth depose and say:-In the month of June last I was Road

Inspector in the said Parish, and I received a letter from Mr. Dufresne, dated
the eleventh of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty-seven, in which he
threatened me, in the view of inducing me to bring an information or complaint
in reference to an old fence, which he pretended was an impediment in the
public highway: the letter filed before the Commissioner, which is now shewn
to'ine, 'niarked A , is the letter in question: the fence in question was a fence,
in front of the land of Mr. Laberge, the Curé of the Parish. Mr. Vohl was the
neighbour of Mr. Laberge, and the fence of the latter was on the saine line as
that of Mr. Laberge; this fence bas been there as long as I can remember, and I
understood that it was the intention of Mr. Dufresne that I should prosecute Mr.
Laberge, to have the fence taken down as illegal, and a public nuisance. Mr.
Dufresne possesses a property a little farther to the north-east, which abuts on
the same road. In the month of July, one thousand eight hundred and forty-si
I:had received another letter Of Mr. iDufresne, which related*to the saine rioad
and the same fence, which letter-is that now shown to me, filed before the Coin
missioner, and marked A 3.

In the month of January 1841, I was prosecuted before Mr. Dufresne, on'thè
complaint of an Englishman naned O'Ierron, for having neglected to repair iny
road .and was sentenced to pay a fine; on this occasion I paid Mr. Dufresne



about sixteen or eighteen shillings for the fine and costs. In this matter there ýwere
witnesses against me, but they were,4nglish, andI understood nothing of what
they were saying. I do not recollect wfiether Mr. Dufresne explained to me
what they said, but I think not. le himself spoke to the witnesses in English.

The deponent being unable to write has made his ordinary mark.

his
(Signed,) JOSEPH x BEDARD.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 28th March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CociAN,
Conmissioner,

The complainants filed exhibits, A 2, A 3, A 4, A 5 A 66

Enquête continued on Thursday 30th March.

.(Signed,) A. W. cOCHIRAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]
Enqu te çontinued-

THURSDAY, 30T1 Mmicu 1848.

P-resent:

Tux CommussioE.
Mr., B. VOHL.
L. F. DuFnsNi Esq uire.

ACQUES3 DION, of the Parish of Old Lrette, cultivator, being dul sworn,
doth depose and say;--In the month of January, onethousand eýght hundred

and forty-one, I was prosecuted before Mr. Dufresne on a complant brought
against me by a person whose name I forget, for having negIeeted as Sub-
Inspector of the preceding year, to cause a rogd i1 my diosion te.be repaired:
two witnesses against me were examined ]by Mr. Dufresne,ýbut I did not know
what they said, because they spoke English: Mr. Pufresne explained to me, in
general terms, that these witnesses had ,eclared that I had kept my road in bad
order, and sentenced me to pay. a fine of sixteen or eighteen shillings, including
costs: I paid Mr. Dufresne this amount on thespot.

In the month of September preceding, I was obliged, as Sub-Inspector, to
cause noticeto, begiven to Mr.Dufreane to repair the Moad in fron of bis
ground; but perceivxmg that he neglected toédomoDwas obliged to have tie.
road.repaired myself, and on leaving office on 12ew Year's Daysent a account
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of the expense of the work, but he only paid me after a prosecution had been
instituted against him; and it was immediately after having been thus compelled
to pay me, that the said prosecution was commenced against me for my road.

The deponent, having declared himself unable to write, lias made his usual
mark.

his
(Signed,) JACQUES m DION.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 30th day of March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

C HARLOTTE GAUVIN, wife of Jacques Edouard Pageot, of the Parish of
Old Lorette, Cultivator, formerly Mayor of the Municipality of Old Lorette,

being duly sworn, doth depose and say:-About the month of August, one
thousand eight hundred and forty, I was on the public highway of the said
Parish, returning from town in a velicle, when .Mr. Dufresne, also driving,
joined me: h.e contended with me for a long time, and finally passed me and
put his vehicle across the road, in front of my own, and began to strike my hoise
with a large whip. He also struck my little boy, who was sitting behind nie in
my cart. I had not provoked him in any way, and I do not know the cause of
his conduct, except that lie was under the influence of liquor. After having
struck my horse and boy, he continued his journey to his own house; and I
found myself obliged to go in at a neighbour's, to stop there until he got home,
thinking there was yet danger of his coming back to me.

[Cross-examined.]

Mr. Dufresue blocked up the way to nie, by placing his vehicle across the
road, and lie stopped me and prevented me from going on. His vehicle caused
my horse, which is not accustomed to the whip, to draw back, and I was in
danger of being upset into the ditches.

The deponent declares that she is unable to write.

her
(Signed,) CHARLOTTE . PAGEOT.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 30th day of March, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. Cocmn& ,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

JACQUES EDOTJARD PAGEOT, of the Parish of Old. Lorette, formerly
Mayor of the Municipalityof 'Old Lorette,-being duly sworn, doth depose

and say :-I was Majyor of the said.Municipality in the month.of August, 1846.
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At that time there was a petition before the Municipal Council for widening the
road before the lands of Mr. Laberge (the COré) and of Mr. Vohli, and others, in
the concession of St. Jean Baptiste, and another petition against the widening.
The petitioners for the widening of the road pretended that there existed a
proces verbal for this purpose ; the others pretended that this procèg verbal wras
for a road in a quite different direction.

On tlie thirteenth ot July, one thousand eight hundred and forty-four, there
was held a meeting of the inhabitants of the said Parish for the election of
Municipal Councillors. Mr. Dufresne presided, thougli lie had refnsed to call
the meetino after having been requested to do so. Mr. Dufresne is the senior
Justice of the Peace in the Parish.

At this meeting, Mr. Dufresne suggested the names of many persons as Coun-
cillors, and amnong others lie proposed himself. Those present told him tliat it
was for them to elect the Councillors. Mr. Dufresne was apparently angry ;
many persons replied to hin a little sharply, and there was rather a noisy dis-
cussion: I saw Mr. Dufresne seize a man and put him ont at the window,, this
person was doing nothing at the tine, but arguing against Mr. Dufresne. It
was after the voting was commenced that this dîfficulty took place: Mr.,Dufresne
then declared that he closed the election-roll, carried off his papers and went
away; but we continued the election.

(Signed,) J. ED. PAGEOT.
Sworn before me,

the 30th day of March, 1848.
(Signed,) A. W. CocHRAN,

Commissioner.

[Translation.]

CHARLES ROBITAILLE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being
d uly sworn, doth depose and say :-While returnin g frqm .town nearly' two

vears ago, at about ten at niglit, in a caiiole with another person, I saw Mr.
bufresne, who was coming after us, also driving: lie followed us for a long time
so close that the head of his horse almost touched my cariole, so that the person
with me was alarmed. Irequesfed him several times to pass on, but he did not,
do so. Once lie said " Marche," but excepting this I could not understand what
lie said. On arriving at the road which led to bis house, in place ôf turning off
there, lie continued driving towards the mill, and in passing my cariole he sai-d
"I shall see what is the matter." On coming near:the niil hectured lis horse,
and placed his cariole across the road, so that mine could not pass. I then got
out; and on his recognizing me, he addressedý me in, an offensive and insulting
manner,%and continued to insult me for soMie time. On turning round to go
home, le exclaimed, "Clear the way," and pa.ssed so close to my cariolethat my,
horse was obliged to plunge in the snow. As I lad not insulted him -in any way,
I was not aware at the time, nor am I aware at present, of any other cause of his
conduct, than the influence of intoxicating liquor.

(Signed,) CHARIES ROBITAILLE.
Sworn before me,

the 30th day of March, 1848.
(Signed,) A. W. CoCnAN,

Commissioner.

Enquête continued to Monday, &d April.
(Signed,) W. COCHRAN

Commissioner,
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f(Translation.]
Enquete continued.

MONDAY, 3RD APRIL.

Present:

TUE CoMIssIoNER.
Mr. B. Vorm.
L. F. DUFREsNE, Esquire.

TOSEPH JOBIN, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly sworn,
doth depose and say :-The deposition made by'Mr. Jacques Edouard Pageot

in this Enquête, on the 30th day of March last, having been read to me, I confirm
all the facts therein averred, of the conduct of Mr. Dufresne at the election of
Municipal Councillors, excepting thatI arn not certain whether it was on the
13th July that these occurrences took place; but it was in the year one thousand
eight hundred and forty-five and not forty-four, as Mr. Pageot lias stated by
mistake.

In the month of June or July, one thousand eight hundred and forty, it was
required by the School Act that a notice should be given for a meeting to be
held in the said Parish agreeably to the said Act, for the election of School
Comnissioners. Mr. Dufresne, being the Senior Justice of the Peace in the
Parish, was requested by some of the inhabitants, in my presence, at the church-
door, to preside at this meeting ; but lie refused, saying that lie did not wish
Commissioners to be appointe? because by doing so the people would be taxed.
The inhabitants said that the laws must be obeyed. Mr. Dufresne answered that
when the laws were in our favor lie had them carried out, but, if they were not,
he trod them under foot.

(Signed,) JOSEPH JOBIN.
Sworn before me,

the 3rd day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRnAN
Comamissione r.

(Translation.]

EAN ROBITAILLE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, wheelWright, bein aüly
sworn, doth depose and say :-In the Moth of August, one thousan eig ht

hundred and forty, being Sub-Inspector of Roads in the said Parish, I was prose-
cuted before Mr. Dufresne, by Michel Girard, Road Inspector, for having negleet-
ed to keep in repair a road leading to the churclh. Girard had notified me to
have the road widened, but not to touch the land on either side. Thus, I could
not perforni the work, though I had got people fôrý the job. Girard then prose-
cuted me before Mr. Dufresne, and I. was sentenced to a fine of five shillings *ith
fourteen shillings costs. Subsequently, Girard again. notifiëd me to' have dhe
same work done, and I again got people tôgethie toWòrknd weùt t the'spot
with them. Mr. Dufresne went there also and the Inspector; he direëtêd the
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Inspector to have the work begun. The proprietor of the land on one side of the
road, a certain Drolet, forbade us to touch his land, and Mr. Dufresne went
towards him and seized him. From the conduct of Mr. Dufresne in this affair,
he appeared to me to have some special interest in it. He came there imnmedi-
ately after we did, though I am not aware that he was sent for. There was no
difficulty and no one disturbed the peace, either before or after his arrival. The
road was in effect widened a little, but not so much as had been required.

The deponent, not being able to write, made his mark.

his
(Signed,) JEAN m ROBITAILLE.

mark.

Sworn before me,
this 3rd day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

(Translation.]

JEAN ROBITAILLE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly
sworn, doth depose and say:-In the month of Novembei, one thousand

eight hundred and thirty-eight, 1 was prosecuted before Mr. Dufreshe, on a com-
plaint brought against me by Mlle. Augèle Fortier, for having sold li uor during
divine service. I was sentenced to pay a fine, with the costs. paid Mr.
Dufresne ten dollars in all, and got from him a receipt, which is now exhibited
(marked A 2); filed before the Commissioner. I paid only eight dollars in
money-I worked out the rest.

(Signed,) JEAN I OBITAILLE.

Sworn before me,
the 3rd day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHEAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

PIERRE JOBIN, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, .being duly sworn,
doth depose and say :-I was prosècuted before Mr. Dufresne, int one th6p-

sandeilght hundred and forty,'on a complaint brought against me by Louis
Bureau; and my brother Jacques was prosecuted at the saine time before Mr.
Dufresne ty Joseph Bedard. We were both prosecuted for a fine, for -having
passed over the land of the plaintiffs while going to mass. We were both sen-
tenced on our confession of e fact. We had also *4een prosécuted the preced-
ing year, before Mr. iDufresne on similar complaints,,bronght by the saie
persons, andýwe were sentenced. For the fines aid costs I pàid for myself aud
brother ten dolla Aand four shillings for both titidéà paid this to Mr.
IDufresne. -- -

4857.
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The deponent declaring himself unable to write, made bis ordinary mark.

his
(Signed,) PIERRE x JOBIN.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 3rd day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enqute continued to Wednesday, 5th April.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHR AN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued.

WEDNESDAY, 5T APRIL, 1848.

Present:

TiE CoMMISSIONER.
Mr. B. VOHL.
L. F. DUFREsNE, Esquire.

JO-IN CUTTER, of the Little River, near Quebec, labourer, being duly sworn,.
deposeth and saith:-My stepfather, Charles Molloy, inhabited a wooden

house, built by him on the land of one Kelly about two years ago: Mr. Dufresne
came to the bouse one day in the winter, about that time. I was the only person
in the house. He told me to clear out, as he was going to level the house; he
set fire to some straw in the house, and burned it down, and everything in it was
burned, except a pig, and two fowls, and a small box. My father was then in
o.aol and my mother was absent, but she came back before the bouse was quite
ilestroyed.

[Cross-examined.]

There was a hole made under the floor, where the pig went in and out; the
bouse was built of logs and boards, and had a door, but no windows. It was a
little shanty.

Deponent, not being able to write, made his mark.
his

(Signed,) JOHN w ,U(TIER
mark.

Sworn before me,
this 5th day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.
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M ARGARET IIERRON, of the Little River, near Quebec, wife'of Charles
Molloy, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith:-I was away from home

at the time our house was burned, as stated by the last witness, whose dep osition
bas been read to me. I came back just as the bouse was nearly burned down.
Mr. Dufresne was then there, throwing in the burning logs into the fire with a
stick, and lie had an axe in his hand. When I began to:cry he threatened to
strike me with the axe if I did not hold my ton gue. A.wooden chest of mine,
with some of ny clothes in it, was burned in the house.

Deponent declares that she cannot write, and makes her mark.

her
(Signed,) MARGARET x HERRON.

mark.
Sworn before me,

this 5th day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

PIERRE CHAUVEAU, Esquire, of the City of Quebec, Advocate, Member
of the Legislative Assembly of this Province, being duly sworn, doth

depose and say :-I was employed as Advocate and Counsel of the Reverend
Joseph Laberge, Curé of the Parish of Old Lorette, in a prosecution brought
against Mr. faberge before Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, Justice of the
Peace, on a complaint filed against Mr. Laberge having reference to the repair-
ing the public highway before his land. After Mr. Laberge was sentenced by
Mr. Dufresne to pay a fine, I made application to the Court of Queen's Bench
for this District for a writ of certiorari, for the purpose of obtaining a revision of
Mr. Dufresne's judgnent; and myself filed an affidavit in support of a rule to set
aside the return of Mr. Dufresne to the writ2 of certiorari.. This affidavit con-
tains the fact, in relation to a recusation which I offered against Mr. Dufresne in
the said prosecution before him, but which lie refused to receive. The said
recusation is annexed to the said affidavit, with the affidavits of Benjamin Vohl,
François Mailly and Joseph. Bedard, in support of the said recusation, which
had remained in my possession, Mr. Dufresne having refused to receive them.

To the best of my knowledge, one or two of the witnesses examined before
Mr. Dufresne, stated in their evidence that they had seen Mr. Dufresne pull down
the fence mentioned in the cause, and throw the posts or bars into the road. I
think it was François -Mailly who gave this testimony.

IDuring the whole time of the proceedings before Mr. Dufresne, there were
continual altercations between Mr. Dufresne, Mr. Vohi, and the other persons
present. In one of these altercations, before proceeding to proof, Mr. Dufresne
said that Mr. Laberge was a delinquent as any other delinquent, and that he
would be-punished, orsimilar expressions. While the proof was being proceed-
ed with, Mr. Dufresne also spoke of the Criminal Court, and I think he said that
he would have Mr Laberge.prosecuted at this court, but I do not quite recollect
his expressions.. I always understood by all these: expressions, that liehad
decided on condemning my client.

Mr. Dufresne, while taking notes of the evidenue said that hel w'o'uld 'make
other notes. I asked him if he intended tOôMakïesveral editions of the evidence.
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He replied that lie had a right to mnake as many kinds of. notes as he pleased.
3By the tone and manner in which this was said at the time, I was led to think
that Mr. Dufresne intended to report the evidence in his own manner. Having
since seen that lie had reported the evidence in his return to the writ of certiorari
by reciting the evidence in the conviction, in place of annexing the original
notes, I have thought it was possible that Mr. Dufresne, by using these expres-
sions, wished to aliude to this manner of making a return.

Mr. Dufresno examined the witnesses for the prosecution himself, and inter-
ru pted one of the witnesses by saying to hin, " State then that the fence was in
- the road," or similar expressions, referring to the fence alluded to in the prose-
cution. It appeared to me that Mr. Dufresne wished thereby to suggest to the
witness the answer which he was to make.

In the altercations to which I have alluded, which took place during these
proceedings, Mr. Dufresne appeared to me much irritated, and carried away by
passion in his expressions more than became his situation.

[Cross-examined.]

Being now asked by Mr. Dufresne what was the cause of his irritation, I must
answer that in the first place, it appeared to me to proceed from his being ill-
disposed towards my client, and, secondly, from the unpleasant things said to
hin by different persons present, with whom he entered into discussion. These
persons were Mr. iRoy, Advocate (my associate), Mr. Vohli, and IMr. Mailly.
Perhaps I myself had some unpleasant discussions with him: I think, however,
that I kept my temper.

Sworn before me, (Signed,) P. O. CHAUVEAU.

this 5th day of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocHRÂN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued to Saturday, Sth April.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Engute continued.

STURDAY, 8TH Ara 1848.

Present :

THrE ComHssioxE.
Mr. B. Vom.
L. F. DUFEEsi, Esquire.

TOSEPH FRANÇOIS 'PERRAULT, of the City of Quebec, Esquire, loint
-Clerk of the, Peace, together with Doucet, Esquire,,. being duly
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sworn, deposeth and saith :-Mr. Dufresne has never, to imy knowledge, paid any
money into the hands of the Clerks of the Peace for fines imposed by hlim as a
Magistrate. If snch payments had been made I should have known it, as I have
always had charge of that brandh of the business.

(Signed,) J. F. PERRAULT, C.P.
Sworn before me,

this 8th day of April, 1848.
(Signed,) A. W. CorÂN,

Commissioner.

Enquete continued to Tuesday, the 11th April.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enguête continued.

TUESDAY, l1Ta Ararn, 1848.

Present :
THE CoMMIssIoNEE.
Mr. B. VOHL.

L. F. DuPREsNE, Esquire.

[Tran8lation.]

T HE REVEREND PIERRE HUOT, Curé, of the Parish of St. Foy, being
duly sworn, doth depose and say:-In the month of July or August, 1845,

Mr. Dnfresne came to my house at St. Foy, to ask me for a burial extract. As
soon as he came into my room I remarked that lie was half intoxicated. I
invited him to sit down in my hall, bnt .in place of remaining there, he came
suddenly into my study, and there, without any provocation, he conducted him-
self in so rude a manner, and used such insulting expressions, that I found it
necessary to call in my servant, to put hin out. My servant did not come
immediately, and Mr. Dufresne continued the same insulting. and provoking
conduct for five or ten minutes. I requested him several times to go out, but he
refused; and it was not till I-had' been compelled repeatedly to threaten him, that
he went out. When outside the door, he spent at least a quarter of an hour in
vociferating all imaginable insults and outrages against myself and my relatives,
in a manner so shocking to two of'nmy sisters whâ happened to be in the house,
that it was necessary to close the shutters and lock the doors ; at length ho went
away. Al this.took place to the knowledge of my neighbors.

I did not see him afterwards till the month of November last, when hearing
cries, oaths and imprecations in the public highway opposite to my 'house and to
those of myneighbours. rI opened a window torseè what was the natei ndi
recognised Mr. Da&esne, who again passed ten or. fifteen minutes iný heaping on



20 Victoria. Appendix (No. 39.) 1857.

myself and my relatives the same insults and outrages, speaking in a loud voice
towards the house.

It was then beginning to grow dark, and I do not kmow whether he saw me.
All that lie said was necessarily overheard by the neighbors.

[Cross-examined.]

It is true thatI refused to give the burial extracts to Mr. Dufresne, but it was
not till after he had commenced his prosecutions and insults that I said to him
that I would give him the extract when he came to ask for it in a more civil
manner. I do not recollect having said to him that he was a drunkard, but it is
probable that I did. It is also probable that I used other strong expressions
with reference to him, but it was in consequence of his provocations. I do not
recollect having insulted him in any way.

(Signed,) P. HUOT, Ptre,
Curé of St. Foy.

Sworn before me,
the 11th of April, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued generally.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued.

WEDNESDAY, 24a MAY, 1848.

Present:

Tmr ComiissIoxER.
Mr. B. VoJiL.

gENJAMIN VOHL, of the City of Quebec, optician, being duly sworn,
J-.p deposeth and saith:-The procès verbal establishing the road of the Con-
cession of St. Jean Baptiste, on which the lands owned by Mr. Dufresne, myself,
and others, are bounded, was made many years ago, but-the road had never
been of the breadth required by the proc s- verbal. Mr. Dufresne, before the
action was brouglit against Mr. Laberge, went with the Sous- Voyer and directed
him in chaining the line of the road according to its proper breadth. Mr.
Dufresne's land is on the north side of the road, and Mr. Laberge's lots, on which
the fences were to be removed, are- on both sides of the road., Mr. Dufresne
insisted that the, enlargement of the road shouldbe entirely ýon the south, side, ,by
which means his land would not be touched. The prosecution against Mr.
Laberge was for the purpose of compelling him to move his fence back as far as
was necessary to enlarge the road to its full breadth,,on, the south side only.,
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After Mr. Dufresne had directed the Road Officer to mark out the line of the
road to be widened, I have seen him, in passing alông the road, remove the
poles and rails of Mr. Laberge's fence and throw them into the middle of the road.

On the day when the prosecution against Mr. Laberge came on for trial before
MIr. Dufresne, while myself and otbers were waiting before Mr. Dufresne's door
for Mr. Chauveau's arrival, I heard Mr. Dufresne, who was standing in his door-
way, say to some persons there that lie would condemn Mr. Laberge; and when
some person said that the latter would appeal, Mr. Dufresne answered that he
would not do that, as it would cost too much.

(Signed,) B. VOHL.
Sworn before me,

this 24th day of June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocHRAN,
Commissioner.

nqu te continued generally.

A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued.-For the Defence.

TUESDAY, 14TI JUNE, 1848.

Present:
THE CommUssioNE.
Mr. B. VoL.
L. F. DUFREsNE, Esquire.

[Translation.]

ACQUES PLAMONDON, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being
duly sworn, doth depose and say :-I was Sub-Inspector of Roads in the said

Parish, i the year 1842 or 1843. ,Mr. IDufresne directed tùeto widen théroad
of the Concession St. Jean Baptiste, according,to theprocès verbal on the soufh
side, threatening to prosecute me.in town, if I did not do so. .I laid the procès
verbal before Mr. Belleau, the advocate, for his advice. Ie told me, after having
examined it, that I should proceed to the widening of the road, ibut that lie could
not judge on which side the widening should be made, from the terms of the
procs verbal. The Municipal Conci, sbse uently decided, that the road was
to be widened on the south side only.

it was to the advantage of Mr. Dufresne that this widening should be made
on that side, because by this means lie would not be obliged to give part of his
land. The fences of Mr. Laberge and Mr. Vohl were quite recently -taken out
of the road. It would have been for the advantage of myself and many others
as weIl, that the road should be enlarged ýon ,thës outh side.
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Cross-examined.

When I went to chain the road, to widen it, it was in consequence of the order
of Mr. Dufresne, and lie was with me, as well as several others.

The deponent not being able to write has made his usual mark.
his

JACQUES x PLAMONDON
mark.

Sworn before me,
the 14th of June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocmeN,
Commissioner.

(Translation.]

JEAN BAPTISTE JOBIN, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being
duly sworn, doth depose and say :-I was myself present at the meeting of

the thirteenth July, 1844, for the election of Municipal Councillors. Some
persons disturbed Mr. Dufresne, who presided, by opposing the election of certain
Councillors and talking loudly and noisily. Mr. Dutresne told them that if they
were not more quiet lie should be obliged to retire. He told Jean Plamondon
that if lie was not silent, lie would turn him out. Mr. Dufresne rose as he said
this, and Planondon jumped out of the window, which was open.

I was not present during the whole time that the meeting was held, but when
I was there Idid not sec Mr. Dufresne seize or touch any one; and, as far as I
know, lie conducted the meeting with becoming decorum so long as he -was not
disturbed.

The deponent, not being able to write, made his usual mark.
his

(Signed,) JEAN BAPTISTE x JOBIN.
mark.

Sworn before me,
this 14th day of June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocEMN,
Commissioner.

(T'ranslation.]

ANTOINE PANET, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly
sworn, doth depose and say:--I was p resent during the whole time of the

meeting of the thirteenth of July, of which the last witness has spoken. There
was dispating and noise, but I did not see Mr. Dufresne seize or touc any one.
He might have done so without my knowledge.

The deponent, being unable to write, made his usual mark.
his

(Signed ÀNTOTE PANET
mark.

Sworn before me,
the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. Cocmex,
Commissioner.
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[Translation.]

MICHEL DROLET, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, doth depose and
say:-I was present during the whole time of the meeting of the thirteenth

July, held for the election of municipal councillors: Mr. Dufresne presided.
There was some disputing and noise of persons talking. I did not see Mr.
Dufresne seize or touch any one, and he could not have done so without my
knowledge.

[Cross-examined.]

I have a license as tavern-keeper in this parish, and Mr. Dufresne is the Senior
Justice of the Peace.

The deponent being unable to write, riade his usual mark.
his

(Signed,) MICHEL >< DROLET.
mark.

Sworn before me,
the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CooHRAN,
Commissioner.

(Translation.]

JEAN MARIE ROBITAILLE, of the Parish of Old Lorette, Major of Militia,
doth depose and say :-After having heard the depositions of Jean Baptiste

Jobin, and Michel Drolet, taken to-day before the Commissioner, read over to
me, I declare that I was present at the said meeting, and that I confirm all the
facts mentioned therein in reference to the conduct of Mr. Dufresne at thiis
meeting.

The deponent being unable to sign his name, made his usual mark.
his

(Signed,) JEAN MARIE m ROBITAILLE.
mark.

Sworn before me,
the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocmAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

ENJýMIN CHRnTÍET, 'of thelParish of OW dLrette, Bailiff, behli duÍy
sworn, doth depose.and say :-- was aware the quarrel

between Mr. Dufresne and Jean Robitaille .with" reference to a tree whicli thé.
said Robitaille was cutting, and which Mr. Dufresne pretended was on his groui"d
Robitaille told me the day after that the tree was on the line, and belongeddf
much to him as to Mr. Dufresne, but that he was wiHng t a him the'l'ue of
it, after havit considered that it.was not on his ground.

(Signed,) BENJAMIN CHRÉTIEN
Sworn before me,

the 14th June, 1848.
(Signed,) A. W. CooHEAN

Comuussioner.

1857.
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[Translation]

M ICHEL GIRARD, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, doth depose and
say:--I am acquainted with the facts of which Jean Robitaille, of the

said parish, wheelwright, has made mention in his deposition before the coin-
nissioner, on the 3rd day of April last. I was Road Inspector at the time, and I
mnyself requested Mr. Dufresne to go witlh me on that occasion to explain the
procès verbal to the Sub-Inspectors and others whom I had got together to work
on the road in question; it was for this purpose that lie went there. Drolet, the
proprietor of the land by the side of the road opposed the work. I heard Mr.
Dufresne tell him to withdraw and not trouble the people at their work, but I
did not see him touc or seize him. I was busy working at the moment. Drolet
came towards me to stop me when Mr. Dufresne told hin to withdraw.

(Signed,) MICHEL GIRARD.

Sworn before me,
the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocnRAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

A NTOINE HAMEL, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly
sworn, doth depose and say:-I have often heard Mr. Dufresne speak at

the church door on our public affairs, and particularly on the School Law. But
I have never heard him say that when the laws were in his favor he would put
then in force, but when they were not he would trample them under foot. On
the contrary, lie has always recommended obedience to the laws, when they
were in question.

The deponent, not being able to write, has made his usual mark.

his
(Signed,) ANTOINE N IIAMEL.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CooHRAN,
Commissioner.

PIERRE HAMEL, of the Parish of Old Lorette, cultivator, being duly
sworn, doth depose and say:-After baving heard the deposition of th

last witness, Antoine Hamel, read over, I confiri' it througIout, in every.
particular.
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The deponent having declared himself unable to write, has made his usual
mark.

his
(Signed,) PIERRE m HAMEL.

mark.
Sworn before me,

the 14th June, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CoondAN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued generally.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

Enquête continued.

FRIDAY, 24 Tn JUNE, 1848.

Present :

TiE Comumss1o0mm.
Mr. B. Voux.
L. F. DumsNE, Esquire.

JAMES KELLY, of Quebec, inkeeper, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith:-
About four or five years ago I engaged a man named Molloy to cut sone

hardwood for me on a piece of land which I owned on the road from Lorette
to Val Cartier. After lie had been so employed sone time, I went out to bring
in to Quebec the wood he had cut, and I found that lie had built a kind of hut
or shed, of round logs, about ten feet square and had made a cellar under it, in
which cellar hë and his family were living, together with their pig. The pipe of
their stove passed through the floor of the upper part, which served as a roof to
the cellar. I asked him what right he had to build this hut on my land, and ie an-
swered that he thought I would allow him to do so tliat he miglht be near his work.
Some time after that Mr. iDufresne came to me and said tiat the people were
crying out against me for putting Molloy there ; that lie was cutting down their
wood and selling it, and that they were afraid to pass that way in- consequence
of his violence and threats. I told Mr. Dufresne that I had only sent Molloy
there to cut my wood, and that he had built the hut without my leave. iMr.
Dufresne told me that Molloy liad then been arrested, under a Warrant, for
threatening some of the inhabitants; and lie asked me if I would allow the hut
to be destroyed. I told him lie miglit do it if he pleased. I know no more
about it, except that Mollof's wife told me afterwards tliat the hut was burned
and some of her .lotlies in it. I told lier I did not think she had any clothes in
it to burn, ad that I did not believe that Mr. Dufresne would let lier things be
destroyed.
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At the time I made the agreement with Molloy, lie said he was living on 'the
saie road, not far from my land.

Sworn before me,
this 24th day

(Signed,) JAMES KELLY.

of June, 1848.
(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,

Commissioner.

Enquête continued generally.
(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,

Commissioner.

Enquête continued.

SATURDAY, 12TH JULY, 1848.

Pre8ent:

THE CoMMIssIoNEiR.

PIERRE ANTOINE DOUCET, Esquire, Clerk of the Peace, for the District
of Quebec, jointl , with François Xavier Perrault, Esquire, being duly

sworn, doth depose an say :-I have examined the Registers and records of the
office of the Clerk of the Peace, and I find that Louis Fiavien Dufresne, Esquire,
one of the Justices of the Peace for the said District, made in the month of
October, 1839, a quarterly return of convictions had, and penalties levied before
him, and paid into the hand of the Clerk of the Peace. The Crown's share of the
said penalties, to wit, 2s. 6d. in the case of Daniel McDonald against Jeati
Baptiste Cloutier; 2s. 6d. in the case of Louis Bureau against Pierre Jobin, and
2s. 6d. in the case of Joseph Bedard against Jacques Jobin. And that lie also
made, according to law his four returns for the year 1840, in all of which he
states that froin the period of the three months preceding each of bis said returns
he had no prosecution for any offence of a public natjure, or for the recovery of
any penalty imposed for any such offence bronght before him. I have also ex-
amined the records for 1841, and I find that during that year Mr. Dufresne did
not make his quarterly returns.

Sworn before me, at Quebec,
this 12th day of July, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. CocHRÂN,
Commissione

Enquête

(Signed,) P. A. DOUCET.

r.

closed.
(Signed,) A. W. CoCHRAN

Commissioner.
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[Translation.]

Appendix A 2.

LORETTE, 2nd November, 1838.
Received of Jean Robitaille, the fine and costs in his cause, on the-prosecution

of Angèle Fortier; excepting the Bailiff's costs, whicli are payable to himself.

(Signed,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE.

[Translation.]
Appendix A 3.

OLP LORETTE, 28th July, 1840.

Sir,-You are hereby informed that I am directed to prosecute you imme-
diately for fine, for your neglect of duty in your quality of Road Inspector of the
said Parish, unless you cause the front road in the Concession, commonly called
St. Jean Baptiste, to be forthwith put in good order, according to law, and con-
formably to the procès verbal, duly honologated, which fixes and regulates tho
said road.

Your Servant,

(Signed,) LOUIS F. IUFRESNE, J.P.

Mr. JOSEPH BEDARD,
Road Inspector, Old Lorette.

[Translation.]
Appendix A 4.

LoRrrE, 17th August, 184.

Sir,-As you persist in ùot conforming tô the judgmnent rendered against you
on the 7th instanit, at the suit of the Queen, for usurpation and encroachment on
the public highway, you are in consequence inforned that I have positive
instructions to prosecute you criminlly at *th& Court of Queen's Bench, at
Quebec, for public nuisance on the Queen's highway, and that immediately. ,I
give you, theiefore, forty-eight hours more to'recover yourself, and conform to
the law, so as tô avoid a prosecution so unpleasant tô yourself.

Your Servant,

(Signed,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE.

JosEPr LABERGE
Priest, Curé, and Cultivatôr,

Present.
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[Translation.]
Appendix A 0.

OLD LORETTE, llth June, 1847.

Sir,-You are hereby informed that the public complain of you in your divi-
sion, in your quality of Road Inspector, and particularly of the road coimonly
called " Route de la Pomenacle," as well as the Queen's highway in front, in the
Concession of St. Jean Baptiste. That this latter road is obstructed by an old
fence which is in the middle of the said road, so as to cause daily accidents to those
who are passing and repassing, and is very dangerous at night. It appertains to
you, therefore, to put an end to those complaints in 24 hours, otherwise I shall
be under the painful necessity of prosecuting you inmediately for fne, according
to law.

Your Servant,

(Signed,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE.

Mr. Jos.Er BEDARD,
Road Inspector,

Old Lorette.

[Translation.]

Appendix A 6.

Costs in the case of the QUEEN and MICHEL GIRARD, qui tam,

For the Prosecution.

JEAN ROBITAILLE,

Defendant.

O rder........... ............................... ....... £ 0 1 0
Copy .................................... ............... 0 0 6
O iginal Subpena ................................. ...... 0 1 0
3 Copies ......................... 0 1 6
Services of Subpœna ......................... ............ 0 5 0

do Order ........................................ 0 1 6
W itnesses ............................................... 0 2 6
Entry of Judgment.................................. 0 1 0

£0 14 0
Fine . .................................... 0 5 0

Total...............................£ 0 19 0

(Signed,) PHILIP DUFRESNE,
Glerk.
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APPENDIX No. 4.

Amount of monies mentioned in depositions, as having been paid Mr. Dufresne,
in his quality of Justice of the Peace.

By the extracts from the " Register of Louis Flavien Dufresne, Esquire, J.P"
at the end of the present remarks, it will appear that the monies mentionied in
the depositions given in the Inquiry, as having been paid to Mr. Dufresne as
fines, were not so paid, with the exception of in three cases, viz.: those of John
O'Hearn vs. Joseph B edard, John O'Hearn vs. Jacques Dion, andjAngèle Fortier
vs. Jean Robitaille. The judgments in three or four cases against the Jobins,
awarded damages for trespass, imposed under the authority of 6 Will. 4, cap.
56, secs. 2, 3, 4 & 5, of which no portion is required by law to be paid to the
croWn.

In the two first cases of Bedard and Dion, Mr. Dufresne should have returned
5s., viz.: 2s. 6d. in each case, or half the fines, but by mistake he did not, paying
instead 7s. 6d., being balf the damages awarded in the cases of the Jobiný and
Cloutier. But this mistake, instead of bein- gagainst the Crown, made'it'a gainer•
of 2s. 6d., which Mr'r. Dufresne has overpai. In the cases of Bedard and Dion,
each individual deposes to have paid as fines and costs, 16s. or 18s. Mr. Dufresne
conceives it would be irrelevant to the inquiry instituted to make up bills of
costs-the inquiry only regarding the monies paid him as fines, in which the
Crown participates.

In the remaining case, Angèle Fortier vs. Jean Robitaille, it will appear by
the entry on the original summons, certified :by Mr: Dufresne's initials at the
time (copy of which, as well as copies of al other documents referred to, are
hereunto annexed), that only the. sum of 25s. was paid by Robitaille (and no
more was ever received from him in any way), and not 50s., as pretended by
him, in money and labour.

That his entry made upon the summons, as before mentioned, is sufficient to
establish the true amount received by him, Mr. Dufresne assumes will be admitted
as conclusive, notwithstanding Rôbitaille's deposition, and- therefore proceeds to
show how that amount was applied, which was in liquidating the costs incurred
in the case, which'were as follows:

To the Clerk for summons ................................. £01· '
To the Clerk for copy of summons..... ................... O 6
To the Bailiff (see return on subpæena) for service and transport.. 0 2 9
To the Clerk for one original subpæna............ .... O 1 O
To the Clerk for seven copies. .................. 6
To the Bailiff for signification of ditto, serving subpœnas........ 0 7 9
To the Clerk for entry of judgiment .. O.. .. .... 0 3
To Captain Fluet, Jacques Dion, and Josephi Parent, 'witneses for

prosecution, 4s. each .......... ................. 0 12 Ø

Amounting to .......................... £1 9 9

or 4s. 9d. more than the sum received, consequently there was no return to be
made to the Clerk of the Peace of money received as penalty in the case.

By the above simple statement of facts and figures, Mr. Dufresne shows he is
not a defaulter of one.farthing, but, on the contrary, has over paid 2s. 6d.

In applying the money received by him in the liquidation of the costs incurred
in. the-action, instead of handing it-,to.the Government as.a portion of.the penalty

1857.
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imposed, he considered himself justifiable, in law, but if mistaken in his judg-
ment, it is a mistake which is probably participated in by every Magistrate in
the Province. If Magistrates were not justifiable in such an application, their
ministry woulc, it is submitted, become in many cases a nullity, for neither
clerks nor bailiffs wourld be found to risk the loss of their tine and labour upon
80 great an uncertainty as recovering the whole amount of fine ad costs, which
is so seldoin done. If however, the law does not justify 1im in such application,
it does not folloQv that the charge made against him, viz: that he applied-the
fine to his own use, is in any way niade out, but, on the contrary, that he impro-
perly applied it through error of judgnent.

In concluding the subject, it niay not be out of placè to remark, that notwith-
standing any effort of vindictive individuals to establish the heavy charge they
have sounded throughout the Province, " That Mr. Dufresne had in his quality
"of a Justice of the Peace, received heavy (fortes) sums of rmnèy in the shape
"of fines, which he had imposed, and which he never gave any account of to

the competent. authorities, but appropriated the saie to his own use,"-it haé,
as well as the assertion that ho never accounted for any monies received by him,
been fully, completely, and satisfactorily refuted. And that during the periòU
of fifteen years lie has acted in the capacity of a Justice of the Peace, the whoie
amount of the " heavy (fortes) sums" they have attempted to prove as received
by him as fines, and costs together, amount to but £4 2s. Od. ; a fact alone; it is
submitted, suflicient to stamp those who got up and fostered the present perse-
cution, as individuals who would ne. hesitate at the most atrocions acts in orider
to satisfy their vindictive malice.

It is conceived that nothing more is necessary to be said on this head. Should
however, any part of the fQi-egoing statements require further elucidation, Mr.
Dufresne will be ready, as he is anxious to answer any questions which may be
referred to him.

[Translation.]

Extracts from the Register of L. F. DUFREsNE, Esquire, J.P.

5th January, 1841. John O'Hearn vs. Joseph- Bedard, Sub-Jnspêétor.
"Evidence having been considered ; Defendant sentenced to 5s. and costs.

"12th July, 1839. The Queen, on information of Louis Bureau, Prosecutor
"vs. Pierre Yobin, Defendant. For Trespass. The evidence having been con-
" sidered. Defendant sentenced to. 5s. damages, and costs."

"The same vs. Jacques Jobin. Saie judgement."
"12th July, 1839. Joseph Bedard, Plaintiff vs. Pierre Jobi n Defendant.

"For Trespass. Judgment for 5s. damageà and- costs.
" The same 'vs. Jacques Jobin. The same judgrment."
"lSth June, 1839. Daniel McDonald,. Plaintiff vs. Jean Baptiste Cloutier,

"Defendant. For Trespass. Judgment for 5s. damages and the costs.'l
"15th October, 1838. Angèle Fortier vs. Jean Robitaille, for having sold in-

"toxicating liquors on Sunday. Judgment for 50s. and costa."

(Signed,) THOMAS PLACE,

Agent for L. F. DUFRESNE, Esquire.
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The foregoing are correct Extracts, froin the Register of L. F. Dufresne,
Esquire, .P., which is now exhibited to me.

(Signied,) A. W. COCHRAN,
QCommissioner.

QUE,-BE,: 19t Jul 184:8.

APPENDIX No. 5.

DISTRCOT RE information and complaint of Angèle Fortier, of the Parish
OF QUEBEC. of L'Ancienne Lorette, in the County of Quebec,. in the
District of Quebec, Spinster, who, as such, for our Sovereign Lady the Queen,
for herself in this behalf prosecutes, made before me L. F. ufresne, one of ier
Majesty's Justices of the. Peace in andi for the District of Qiebec, (wherein the
offence hereinafter mentioned, was committed,) and one of, Her Majesty's Justices
of the Peace nearest to the place where the offence hereinafter mentioned was
committed, the fourteenth day of October, in the year of Our Lord one thousand
eight hundred and thirty-eight,,who, as well for our Sovereign Lady the Queen
as for herself, giveth me, the said Justice to understand and be informed, That
heretofore, to wit: on the fourteenth day of October, in the year of Our Lord
one thousand eight hundred and thirty eight, one Jean Robitaille, of the said
Parish of Ancienne Lorette, was a Tavern-keeper in the said P rish of Ancienne
Lorette. (The remainder is in the ordinary printed rfomf similar nfoi-
mations.)

Taken, this 15th day of October, 1838,
before me,

(Signed,) Louis F. DUFREsNE, [L.s.]
J.P.

On the- back of the above information is the ordinary summons, dated "5th
day ofOctober, 1838.

S(Sgned,) LOUIS F. DUFRESNE, J.P.

On the back of the same is also the Bailiff's return, as follows :-

THE undersigned, Bailiff certify by these presents, under my oath of offié;
to have signified to the Defendant, the orderi and declarationin _thiîcase,

by delivering to him then and there a true copy at his domicile, at Old Lorette,speaking to himself, on the 16th day of October, instant

(Signed,) JACQUES- E. -PAGEOT,
Bailif.

OLD LoRErrE, 16th October, 1838.

Service ....... ......... £0 3
Carrage...... ....... .. 1 6

Total ............ £0 2 9
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The following is the endorsation upon the same:
"Dated 15th day of October, 1838.-The Queen on information of Angèle

" Fortier, qui tam, Prosecutor, vs. Jean Robitaille, Defendant."
"Information on the Provincial Statute 45 Geo. 3, cap. 10. Original."

Judgment for £2 10s. Od.
(Signed,) L. F. DUFRESNE.

Received 25s.
(Signed,) L. F. DUFRESNE.

The foregoing are true Extracts from the original, exhibited to me at Quebec,
this 19th July, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

[Translation.]

PROVINCE oF LowER CANADA, V ICTORIA, by the Grace of GO of e
DISTRICT OF .QUEBEC. United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Ireland, Queen Defender of the Faith.
To Jacques Dion, Charles Fluet, George Parent alias Joseph Allard, Ca ptain

Jacques Fluet, Joseph Falardeau, Henri Plamondon, all of the Parish of Old Lô-
rette,

GREETING:1

You are hereby commanded that laying aside all business and excuses,
you and each of you do, be and appear in person before Louis F. Dufresne,
Esquire, one of our Justices of the Peace for the District of Quebec, at his resi-
dence, on the 18th day of the month of October, instant, at nine o'clock in the
morning, to give evidence and. disclose the truth upon all which you may know
in a certain suit between us and Jean Robitaille, of Old Lorette, tavern-
keeper, defendant.

Herein, you or either of you, fail not under the penalties of the law..

(Signed,) LOUIS F.. DUFRESNE, PJ..

OÙ LoRETTE, 15th October, 1838.

(On the Margin.)
Taxed:

JacquesDion........£0 4 0
George Parent......... 4 0
Captain Fluet.......... 0 4 O

(Signed,) L. F. D.
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[Translation.,]

On the back is the following Bailiff's return:
"I, the undersigned, Bailiff, do hereby certify, under my oath of office,

"to have served the present original subpæena upon Joseph Falardeau, Jacques
"Dion, Charles Fluet, Henry Plamondon, George Parent, alias Joseph Allard,
"by then and there delivering to each of then a true copy of the said subpœena
"at their domiciles, at Old Lorette, sp eaking to the said Falardeau, Dion,
"Plamondon, and George Parent alias Joseph Allard, and for the said Charles
"Fluet speaking to a grown person of his family, on the 16th day of October,
"instant.

(Signed,) JACQUES ED. PAGEOT,
Bailîif.

OLD LoRETr, 16th October, 1838.

Service.................£0 6 3
Travelling expenses........... 0 1 6

£0 7 9

The foregoing is a correct copy of the original Subpæna exhibited to me, this
19th July, 1848.

(Signed,) A. W. COCHRAN,
Commissioner.

APPENDIX B.

1857.



20 Victoria. Appenhdix (No. 39.) 1857.

h C'C

.osrT,: sino:rIj

c,52c, -Dur

*Uqo -ogul
O.U.JAln aqimy ~ -

~O~dSflOnI ~ _

Moio
-vUqn uuJ9tnltw

4-a= -
ci~qogO2~g U3~0_4

JO z lpuqoa upý!durj

.u~qof .ce


