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Tae CoxdTTEE to whom was referred the Returns to Addressess to His Excel-
lency the Governor General, of the 23rd January last, praying for Statements of
the Income derived by the Sheriff of the District of Montreal, and by the Crier, and
Tipstaff of the Court of Queen’s Bench for the said District, for the last five years ;—

have agreed to make this their First REPORT :—

Coxonrrres Rooa,
17th April, 1849.

Your Committee, submitting herewith the
evidence which they have taken, report herein
the points which appear to them the most wor-
thy of the attention of Your Honourable House.

It behoves Your Committee, in the first
place, to report that Mr. Sheriff Coffin was
the first witness examined, and that at his re-
quest, preferred during his examination, Your
Committee permitted him to take communica-
tion of all the evidence. On the seventh in-
stant it was accordingly placed in his hands for
perusal, a fact which he has recorded in his
letter to the Chairman, received on the ninth,
at noon, hereunto annexed, (marked A.,) and
to which Your Committee refer. Mr. Mere-
dith, Queen’s Counsel, also spontaneously ap-
peared before Your Committee, not in a pro-
tessional capacity, as he himself cautiously
stated, but in the character of a mere friend,
on bebalf of Mr. Boston, who was stated to be
absent. Mr. Meredith further tendered some
testimony, of which he saw fit to transmit the
substance to the Chairman, in a letter dated
the seventh, but received on the ninth, at four
in the afternoon, also hereunto annexed, (and
marked B.) Mr. Boston himself, however,
called on the ninth instant, and took communi-
cation of the evidence. Mr. Coffin was desir-
ous of obtaining, firstly, a copy of the evidence,
and secondly, an indefinite delay; but Your
Committee could not accede to either request
without foregoing the hope of placing their la-
bours before Your Honourable House during
the present Session. The arrival in town of
Mr. Boston seems, too,to have removed the
ground upon which the application of Mr.

" Meredith was based, and Your Committee
are of opinion, that to bave admitted him under
the circumstances to give the evidence which
he' tendered would have been to introduce a
bad-precedent.

- ever, relieved of much of the difficulties incj-
dent to their position and duties, by the con-
viction that the Sheriffs have, from the first,

. been acquainted with the nature of their pro-

Your Committee are, how-

ceedings,—that the latter have been perfectly
open totheir inspection,—and that it was com-
petent to the Sheriffs, bad they seen fit, to have
Interposed either personally or by Attorney.
The Sheriffs of Montreal are by law the
Depositaries of large sums, the proceeds of
levies nade under writs of execution, by the
sale of chattels as well as of immovables.
For reasons to to be hereafter stated, the pre-
cise amount of these sums could not be ac-
curately ascertained, but they must be very
considerable. Inrelation to this subject, there
are two Statutory provisions.” The first, being
the Act 25 George 111, chap. 2, provides for
the compensation of the Sheriffs, and permits
them to retain, over and above ali their dis-
bursements, a sum of 2§ per cent. upon all
moneys which they may levy. This per cent-
age is the only profit that the law allows the
Sheriffs. But Your Committee bave ascer-
tained, and Mr. Coffin, one of the Sheriffs,
has admitted, that they make a large annual ad-
dition to their income in the shape of interest
upon the public funds. The original Sheriffs
Returns contained an admission of the faet,
and in his personal examination, Mr. Coffin
has spontaneously avowed it. On this head,
Your Committee are of opinion that such an
application of any part of the public funds to
the Sheriff’s use, was not contemplated by
law. If the funds levied be insufficient to
meet the demands of the creditors, it is evident
that it would be desirable, proper, and necessa-
ry, that any addition of which they are sus-
ceptible, any interest accruing upon the prin-
cipal during the pending of the proceedings,
should form a part of the debtor’s assets, and
>should be paid overto the creditors. If, on
the other hand, the levy be sufficient, the debtor
and his family should benefit by the interest
accruing upon the sum. produced by the sale
of his property. These funds are levied- by
execution upon unsuccessful litigants, upon
men involved in hopeless embarrassments, the
most unhappy of mankind. - And Your Com- .
mittee invite Your Honourable House to.pro-
nounce upon the claim of the Sheriffs, thus
to make a profit upon the proceeds of levies,




and to apply that profit to their own use, to
the prejudice of parties and creditors.

Secondly.—Mr. Sheriff Coffin has disclosed
a fact of an extraordinary nature. It seems
that while these gentlemen benefit in one way
by interest, they have actually invested a part
of the public funds in Bank Stock. They thus
purchased Bank Stock with the public funds,
and they receive the dividends thereon, but
they do not give the public credit for those
dividends. On the contrary, they apply those
dividends, like the interest, to their own use.
It is true that Mr. Coffin attempted to defend
that course by alleging that it was pursued
solely to ensure the safe keeping of the funds.
But surely if the Bank be the only safe cus-
todier, it must be possible to dispense with
the Sheriffs, to relieve them of all responsibil-
ity, and to place the public funds directly in
the keeping of the Banks. Among the advan-
tages of that system, it is manifest that the
profit, in the shape of interest and of divi-
dends, would be added to the principal. Thus
the creditor, or the debtor himself, as the case
might be, both of whom have sacred rights
preferable to the claim of the Sheriffs, and
which ought not to be lightly defeated, would
‘have'the benefit of that interest, and of those
dividends, as well as of the two and a half
per cent now taken by the Sheriffs. Admit-
ting that their opinion is unfavourable to the
claim of the Sheriffs, Your Committee respect-
fully invite Your Honourable House to decide
the question.  This, in the opinion of Your
Committee, is an objectionable practice, an
abuse, for which a remedy should be pro-
vided by law, and though Your Committee will
not enter into the details of the measure which
they would recommend, they deem it fitting to
add that they have given the subject some con-
sideration, and that such a measure would be
susceptible of no difficulty.

There is, however, another point; it is the
question of right set up by the Sheriff to deal
or trade with the public funds, in the manner
detailed in the evidence of Mr. Coftin. Itis
manifestly open to grave objections, and the
evidence justifies Your Committee in reporting
that the unwillingness of Mr. Coffin promptly
to satisfy the public creditors, and the illegal
and vexatious delays interposed by him, are
the result of the above described disposal of the
public funds. So long as they retain these
funds in their bands, a profit accrues to the
Sheriffs, and it is manifest that they had, and
have, an interest in disobeying the Orders of
the Court, and in resorting, as it is proved that
they did resort, to very unjustifiable means, to
use moneys which they had no right to receive
or hold, as well as to avoid making satisfac-
tion when regularly called upon.

The second Statute relating to the public
funds, is the Act6 Wm. IV., cap. 15. This Act
is intended for the public security, as also to
afford every individual a cheap ard easy mode
of ascertaining the precise amount in the hands
of Sheriffs. It provides that, “On the first

« juridical day in every Term of the Court of
¢ King’s Bench, the Sheriffs shall exhibit an
¢ accurate and detailed statement, and account
“upon oath, of all moneysin their hands, by
¢« them received as Sheriffs, when, and from
“ whom received, and of all Orders and Judg-
¢ ments directing any moneys to be paid, spe-
¢ cifying to whom the same are payable, and to
“whom paid, and of all moneys remaining
unpaid.” ‘

From the use of the word * Statement,” as
well as “ Account,” and the term * detailed,”
it is manifest that the law cannot be satisfied
by a mere arithmetical sketch. It requires
the fullest information, and as time is an im-
portant element in all computations, the Sheriffs
are bound to specify the period at which each
particular sum has come into their hands.
There being four Terms of the Court of King’s
Bench, this statement is to be repeated four
times every year.

Your Committee regret to be obliged to
report, however, that the Sheriffs have treated
these wise provisions of the law with marked
contempt. In one word, they have, (Your
Committee can scarcely suppose from igno-
rance,) disobeyed the law. In the first place,
itis true that in the year 1847, the Sheriffs
fyled four different statements, but those
statements are not in the form required by
law, and they positively convey no- available
information whatever.  Then, in the year
1848, the Sheriffs did not even prepare
the number of statements required hy the
Statute ; on the contrary, they fyled only
two instead of four, and those two are as in-
formal, irregular, and unavailable as those fyled
by them in the preceding year. Owing to
the jrregularities and insufliciencies affecting
these six Returns, all in the hand-writing of
Mr. Coffin, and attested by him, Your Com-
mittee have not extended their researches far-
ther.

¥.oir Committee have here to remark that
ir. Lowwer Canada, for civil purposes, the office
of Bk.riff is not only unnecessary, but positive-
ly mischievous. The Sheriffs themselves never
execute a writ, but they receive large fees,
while the Bailiffs, who do all the work, neces-
sarily also receive fees. The latter being mere
automatons, subject to the patronage of the
Sheriff, are not all as respectable, as intelli-
gent, as well informed, as they might be, and
Jasthey ought to be, andwould doubtless be, if
they were employed directly by the Bar, with-
out the intervention of the -Sheriff. That in-
tervention is founded upon reasons which may
at one time have existed, but which exist no
longer, and instead of the monopoly enjoyed
by the Sheriffs, suitors ought to bave the privi-
lege of choosing among numbers of competent
and worthy men, who would be found ready
to serve the public were an opportunity afford-
edthem. Stimulated by interest, and urged
by competition, to acquit themselves in a satis-
factory manner of their duties, those men
would contribute powerfully to the ends for
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which Courts of Justice are established. At
present the interposition of the Sheriffs is
injurious, not only because they have that
monopoly, but because, from their wealth, and
their station in life, they can never be expect-
ed to promote economy, or personally to ke
any pains promptly and effectually to satisfy
suitors. They are, 1o fact, above the details of
the business of their office. By a fiction some-
what reprehensible, they are daily made to
certify that they have themselves executed
writs, which is notoriously untrue : but unless
it be desirable to give those gentlemen a pre-
text for claiming the prodigious income which
they annually reccive, there is no cause for
resorting to any fiction whatever. On refer-
ence to Mr. Coffin’s evidence, it will be found
that every writ is entrusted toa Bailiff, every
service performed by a Bailiff, and that each of
these Bailiffs, having given good and sufficient
security, the Sheriffs are not exposed to any
danger, and have in factnever suffered any loss.
Now, it were surely practicable to make the
Bailiffs give security to the public,and to dis-
pense with the circuitous, cumbrous, and ex-
pensive course, andmachinery, out of which the
Sheriffs make so undue a profit.

Though every Defendant, condemned to
satisfy his Creditor, is allowed a delay of
filteen days after the date of Judgment, Your
Committee,are unanimously of opinion that the
Sheriffs, who are mere depositaries, have no
right to claim any delay whatever. It would
seem that but for the use to which they apply
the public funds, and the profit which they
thereby malke, they would have no reason for
refusing instant obedience to the Orders of the
Court. But whether they be or be not allowed
to use the public funds as their own, it is the
unanimous opinion ot Your Committee that
the Sheriffs are bound to satisfy, at sight, every
order or judgment of the Court enjoining them
to pay.

According to the evidence adduced before
them, the-duties devolving on the Sheriffs have
been negligently and il performed. Those
gentlemen do not reach their office in time;
they are both often absent duringoffice hours;
they withhold funds which they should pay ;
they put both Bar- and suitors to daily incon-
venience and loss. The division and internal
arrangements of .that office are represented to
be not only unusual, but offensive, and the
deportment of Mr. Coffin, who is stated to be
the acting and managing partner, is proved to
be habitually, and even intentionally, insulting.
There'is indeed evidently but too much reason
to complain, not merely of his unaccommoda-
ting and insolent conduct, but of his avidity,
verging upon, if it does not quite amount to,
extortion.

The enumeration of the duties devolving on
the Sheriffs, furnished by Mr. Coffin, is in-
genious, but it rests on no solid foundation.
In point of fact, excepting only their attend-
ance in Court, and the subscription of their
signatures, they themselves perform no single

act. The list furnished by Mr. Coffin is long,
but the details are all managed by mere Clerks
of ordinary -capacity and acquirements. Mr.
Coffin has made some parade of the title deeds
which he declares the Sheriffs to have been
engaged in signing. This is the naked fact,
but it is so worded us to imply much more, and
he has omitted 1o state, firstly, that they were
not indispensable; and secondly, that the
Sheriffs were well paid for so signing them,
Asit is the Law which grants thetitle, and not
the Sheriff, a copy of the Writ of Execution
and Sheriff’s Return, at a cost of five shil-
lings, would suffice; but the Sheriff’s charge
is, In some cases, twenty shillings, in some as
much as thirty shillings for a deed. Now, this
deed is a mere printed form, applicable toevery
case. It contains blanks for the name of the
cause, of the purchaser, of the description of
the property, of the price, and of the dates.
As these blanks can be filled, and are always
filled up by a mere Clerk, and as the Sheriffs
merely subscribe their names, it is quite clear
that Mr. Coffin was not justified in laying up-
on this act all the stress he has done. The
same remark would apply to all the official acts
enumerated by Mr. Coffin, and it cannot be
too often repeated, that the Sheriff’s functions,
in civil cases, are all much of the same char-
acter.

Their income certainly seems to be, even
on their own shewing, quite out of all propor-
tion to the services they render, as well as to
the circumstances of the country.. It is a fact,
which was brought by Petition under the no-
tice of the Court in the year 1839, but that
-Petition was followed by no results, and there
isreason to apprehend that, unless Your Hon-.
ourable House should be pleased to interfere,
that income will not be reduced.

Under these circumstances, Your Commit-
tee cannothesitate to conclude that the Sheriffs
do not deserve to retain so large an’income,
wrung, as it “is, from the scanty means of the
poor and the unfortunate. Your Committee
are prepared to maintain, too, that the mem-
bers of the Profession, the suitors, and the pub-
lic at large, have an undoubted right not only to
expect from every public officer a due degree
of readiness and zeal to discharge his.duties,
but the utmost courtesy. v

Your Committee are also of opinion, that

" the exorbitant and prodigious income of the

Crier and Tipstaff should be reduced, and
Your Committee are of opinion that £100 per
annum for the first, and £75 for the second,
would be amply sufficient.

Ifthe excessive emoluments of those parties,
as well as of the Sberiffs, were reduced, they
might be applied to the erection of a Court-
House with great and lasting advantage to the -
community.

Such are the points upon which Your Hon-
ourable- House is respectfully invited to de-
termine.- A

The whole, nevertheless, humbly submitted,

A. GUGY, Chairman,



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

TUESDAY, 13th Aarch, 1849,

W. F. Cofin, Esquire, one of the Sheriffs for the
District of Moutreal, examined :—

1. When were you appointed Joint Sheriff 2—In
March, 1842, :

2. What is the amount of profits that you have
received for the year 18482—The total amount of
profits of our office for the year 1548, is £1609
12s. 8d. ; that is to say, official emoluments £1165
17s. 4d., amount of salary £111, and amount of in-
terest, &ec., £332 15s, 4d.

3. Please to say what et cetera signifies ?-—Divi- ji

dends on bank stock, amount of interest on deposits,
amount of interest on notes which we have received
from partics, bearing interest,

4. Under what circumstances have you taken,
and do you take notes ?—These notes have heen
taken from purchasers of land sold at Sheriff’s sale, as
a matier of accommedation to such purchasers.

5. Assuming that yeu would not of course acco-
modate parties of whuse svlvency you entertain the
slightest dvubt, will you state whether you have
made it a rule to accommodate in the manner im-
plied in your last answer 2——Certainly not : the rule
has been the reverse since 1 have had the honour to
be associated in the Sherilf's Office.  From my first
entrance into the Sherifl’s Office, I have in principle
opposed the granting of such accommodativn, -al-
though the parties asking such accommodation have
often been some of the most responsible persons in
the Distriet ?

6. What is meant, in your third answer, by
the words, “Dividends on bank stork 2-—have
you so invested any portion of the public me-
ney? The public moneys are at our risk and at
our disposal, so atleast we humbly apprehend, and so
it has hitherto been understood. A small portion of
these public moneys have, for safe keeping, been in-
vested in bank stock.

7. In what bank ? and how much 2—In the Bank of
Montreal, and City Bank, T will bring a statement
to-morrow, showing how mueh Mr. Boston and my-
self had on the Ist January last, in these banks.

Moneys invested in bank stock, as follows :—

Mr. Boston, Montreal Bank Stock......£1343 15 0
Mr. Coflin, dov do do......£682 10 ©
Do City Bank ... 300 0 0
——£1152 10 0

£2526 5 0

I know of no law, or Ordinance, or custom, or
practice, which preseribes, or even suggests, to the
Sheriff, the course he ought to pursue in the disposal
of these moneys. The ouly obligation imposed by
law upon the Sheriff, is the obligation to pay over all
such moneys to the parties thereunto entitled, when
fawfully ordered to doso. Indeed, it appears to me
that responsibility would be incompatible with re-
striction.  If the Sheriff is to be answerable for the
forthcoming of all such moneys at proper place and
legal time, he must, as a consequence, be a frec agent
in disposing of them. If the law compels him to
adopt a specified course, it must necessarily relieve
him from any responsibility in the event that such
course should prove to be a bad one.

The same process of argument cxtends to the in~
terest or profit, in whatever shape it may accrue,

i

1
i

arising from the safe keeping of such moneys. He
may keep them in his chest il be chooses, and derive
no pecuniary benefit from their investment ; but if
the Court House borns, as has been the case, neither
the Sheriff nor his sureties conld plead such fire, or
any other accident as a release from their responsibi-
lities ; so in casc a bank should fail, the Sheriff must
supply the deficiency, or submit to the alternative,
go to gaol. If he accepts the peril, he takes the
profit with it. T add hereto a copy of a letter depo-
sited by us with the Cashier of the Montreal Bank,
relative to the above-mentioned bank stock :—

MoNTREAL, 23rd May, 1845,

Sir,~—~We hereby declare that twenty-five shares
of Montreal Bauk stock, paid up in full, ata premium
of seven and a half per cent per share, being equal
in value to a sum of thirteen hundred and forty-three
pounds fiftecn shillings currency, held in the name of
John Boston, Esquire; and twenty-two shares of like
Montreal Bank stock, also paid up in full at a pre-
miom of seven and a half per cent per share, being
equal in value to a sum of cleven hundred and cighty-
two pounds ten shillings currency, held in the name
of William F. Coffin, Esquire, are, to all intents and
purposes, public property, tu be accounted for by each
of us respectively, in the above proportions and
amounts, to the office of Sheriff of Montreal, and that

! we individually are only entitled to the interest or

dividends which may, from time to time, accrue
thercupon.

We have thes honour to be,
ir.
. Your most oblt. servants,

{Signed) JORN BOSTON,
WILLIAM F. COFFIN.
To the Cashier,
- Montreal Bank.

8. What amount of interest or profit do you get
on these deposits 2—Upon the amount invested in
hank stock, we get the dividends, whatever they may
be. Upon the amount deposited in the Bank of
British North America, in which we place our de-
posits, they allow us 8 per cent.  For our ewn secu-
rity, as well as for the security of our sureties and of
the public, we place our deposits as widely as is con~
sistent with convenience and safety, in the best mo-
nied institutions in this city.

9. Do you consider them safe where they are?—
I know of no safer investment or deposit. ~ We ge-
neraily pay public claims npon us, under judgments
or orders of the Court of Queen’s Beneh, and all other
demands wpon us in our capacity of Sherifls, by
cheeks upon the Bank of British North America.

10. Is the Committce to understand that this is a
profit which you derive npon the public moneys en-
trusted to you, over and above the 24 per cent allow-
ed you by law ?—Assuredly. .

11, Has any partof this money so derived by you,
in the shape of interest and dividends, been returned
50 as to he distributed among creditors, or part to a
plaintiff, or returned to a defendant 2—Certainly not.

12. s the disposal of public moneys based upon
any law or rule of practice of the Courts 2-~No: the
course adopted by us in the depositing of this money,
has been adopted for the purpose of protecting both

-purselves and the publie, and to secure profit to out-

selves consistent with safety.



13. What functions do you or your partuer per-
sonally perform as Sheriffs, and please to specily ex-
plicitly what acts you yourself perform ?—We are
compelied to attend day by day, and at all times
during’the Session of the Court of Quecn's Bench,
both on the Criminal and Civil side in Superior
Term. Within the last few years, we have, under
the special instructions of Mer Majesty’s Govern-
ment, heen compelled in like manner, day by day, and
at all times, during the Session of the Court, person-
ally to attend in the Court of Quarter Sessions, We
are officers of the Court of Bankruptey, and as sach,
are compelled to give our attendance when required ;
these duties impose the necessity of a constant, if
not an unintermitted attendance in our office.  One
of the two incumbents of the office, receives all moncys
which, day by day, andvat all times during the day,
are paid into the olfice of the Sheriff, and to make
the necessary entries of the same; to convey such
moneys to the Bunk, and take the usual receipts;
to pay all money’s ordered to be paid under arders
from the Court of Queen’s Bench or julgments;
to pay out all the ordinary and daily disbursements
of the office, and to sign all warrants, orders, com-
missions, or other documents, which the Sheriffs of the
District issue under their official-signature.

With reference to this question, I beg permission to
adi certain details to my original reply, which I trust
may more_fully inform the Committee as to the
nature and extent of our duties.  To effect this T will
endeavaur to detail the duties performed within the
last three months, say from the 15th December, 1843,
up to vesterday, the 15th March, 1849, as nearly as
possible,

On or about the 15th December, 1848, we com-9
menced the « detailed statement” presented to the
Court of Queen’s Bench on the first day. of Term,
i? th January, 1849,) under the provisions 6 William,

Y., cap. 13, sec. 18, to which section we respectfully
refer the Committee for the details of the same.  This
statemeut would of itself faraish occupation to one
person for a fortnight, the time which the law evi-
dently contemplates as necessary for its preparation,
as it involves the necessity of running through books
and examining judgments. Since .my appointment
to the office in 1842, up to the opening of the Civil
Term Court of Queen’s Bench; and during the same
(7th to 31st January,) our clerks prepared and we ex~
amined and signed about 240 returns. We beg
leave to observe, that careflul perusal and examina~
tion of such returns is indispensable, seeing that a
trifling clerical error may involve the Sheriff in the
cost and other Jegal consequences of previous pro-
ceedings. During this period also, we received
about £3,000 of public moneys, in sums varying
from 3s upwards, in silver, notes, and cheques, all of
which required counting, receipts to be given for the
same, to be entered upon our books, to be taken to
the bank by us personally, to be there counted and
veceipts taken for the same. From the 7th to the
31st January we attended personally the Court of
Queen’s Bench every day during the Session of the
Court, to receive the orders of the Court, surrender
of prisoners, & On the 10th January, 1849, com-
menced the Quarter Sessions, at which Court we

ave personal attendance day by day during the
gession to the 19th, this Conrt and the Civil Term
Queen’s Bench sitting simultaneously, having pre-
viously prepared the lists of Grand and Petty
Jurors, and issued summonses for the same, (for which
we receive no compensation) ; during the same period”
also, it was necessary to sign deeds of sale of Jands,
to examine and sigu bonds prepared before Notary,
to sign Commissions of Bankruptey, to examine
Bailills’ returns to the same,.and to-sign our own re-
turns to the same. On the first February com-
menced the Criminal Term sgf the Court of Queen’s

»

Bench, which continues for fifteen days. This Court
we attended also, personally, during the Session,
being called upon to furnish a separate panel for the
trial of every individual case, I should have stated
that we had also prepared the lists of Grand and
Petty Jurors, and issued summonses for the same,
without fee or compensation for such duty. During
this period of three months we have paid out of our
office a sum of £2539 15s 8d currency, in sums from
five shillings upwards upon judgments and orders for
the distribution of moneys, all of which had to be
examined and verified, the authoritics under which
parties claimed payments to be inquired into, re-
ceipts to be prepared and.cheques s'gned, Bailifts’

“accounts and printers accounts to be examined and

paid. During this period also, we have repeatedly
visited the Common Gaol of this District, going
through all the wards and inspecting the premises.

14. Referring to the tenour of the last question,
please to say whether most of the acts performed
nominally by you, are not in fact executed by
Bailiffls?>—The great proportion of them are exe-
cuted by Bailiffs. It would be impossible for the
Sheriff of such an immense District as Montreal, to
exccate personally all warrants technically execnted
by him ; practically, and so far as the public is con-
cerned they are executed by him, seeing that he and
his securitics are responsible for the acts of the
Bailiffs,

15 Are the Bailiffls allowed any fees for such
acts?—Yes, the -principal expense incurred in the
employment of Bailiffs is the cost of travel. If the
Sheriff conld execute personally the duties discharged
by the Builiffs, he would be entitled to similar costs
of travel.

16. Do you mean to say that the Bailiff gets no
fee?—Yes, he gets a small fee, but the chief ex-
pense is the cost of travel, depending of course upon
the distance. )

17. Is the Committee to understand in one word;
that the work is done by Bailiffs, and that in one
shape or other they receive remuncration thereivr?—
The work above referred to is done by Baililfs and
they are paid for it, the Sheriff being responsible for
the due and legal performance of such work.

18. Then the emolument alléwed you is for res-
ponsibility only?—I infer that part of such emolu-
ment has been allowed for work, and part for re-
sponsibility. I cannot, however, affirm the principle
upon which such emoluments have been accorded by
the Legislature, or by the rules of practice of Courts
of Justice. ‘

19. Did you ever personally execute a warrant or
writ of execution ?—~No, never, .

. 20. Do”you claim a delay of 15 days on the pre=
sentation to you of a judgment of distribution, or of
an order for the payment of money to a succBssful
litigant? We have claimed such delay,.but dv.not,
as the Montreal Bar can testify, punctiliously adhere
to that rule. The claim has been founded on a be-
lief, an unconfuted belief thus far, of its legality ; and
of the necessity which exists that the Sheriff should
be allowed sufficient time,-after the delivery of judg-
ment of distribution into-his hands, to examine and
compare the same, and to verify the accuracy of their
own calculations, We do not make any claim fo
delay in payment of orders -for the distribution. of
mouney, let the amount of the same be what they may,
the simplicity of the details of such orders enabling
us to dispenst with any such rule or claim for delay.

21. Can you direct the Committee to the law upon
which what you call your -unrefuted belief s
founded ?—The law is in the hands of the lawyers,
I presume that if we are wrong, .the lawyers .would
long since have refuted our hitherto unrefuted belief.

22, The Committee .is not satisfied with the Jore-

-going answer; please to state distinetly whether you



are guided in that particular by any known law, and
what it ix?>—I cannot, on the spur of the moment, cite
any law, but I know there is a rule of practice by
which no judgment hecomes executory until after a
lapse of 15 days, and I conceive that this rule of
practice applics as much to judgments of distribution
as to any other judgment.

23. Will you be pleased at your carlicst conve-
nicuce to produce and fyle a copy of that rule of
practice ?—I believe 1 can produce ity and to the best
of my ability. 1 will.

Inanswering the above question T was wrong as to
therule of practice, and right as to the law. The prac-
tice has always existed and required no confirmation
by rule or order of Court. Itis an incident of the
French law, in foree in this part of the Province of
Canada, that no judgnent becomes executory until
after the cxpiration of fifteen days.

But by theStatutelaw of this Province, Act 25 Geo.
I, cap. 2, sec. 29 introducingappeals, an interval of
fifteen days from the rendering of any judgment is
the limited period for fyling an appeal. Now an
appeal willlie as much from a judegment of dis-
tribution as from any other judgment, and should the
Sherifl divest himself of moneys adjudged under any
such judgment of distribution hefore the fifteen days
have expired, he would distribute moneys in antici-
pation and to the prejudice of any such appeliant, and
would beeome thereby personally responsible for the
reproduction and repayment of such moneys to the
appellant, should appellant succeed in his appeal ;
such at least is my view of the law,

24. Are not all the Bailiffs whom you employ
bound in bonds to youin good and suflicient sceurity
for the pertormance of their duties?—Every Sherifl’s
Bailiff is bound to the Sheriff in a bond with two
sureties, to the extent of £500. This sceurity is
ostensibly good and sufficient ; we take every pre-
caution to have it so, and yet it may be doubted
whether, withallpossible precaution, such security, if
unfortunately it came to be tested, would prove tobe
good and sufficient.

25. Who was the Bailiff in the cases citedin your
letter of the 5th February to Mr. Secretary Leslie,
and did you lose money in consequence of the em-
ploymeit of a Bailiff in any one of these cases?—
No, only in the case of Bowman against Dawson No,
1250. 1 cannot just now state facts with aceuracy.

26. Will you be pleased to make the necessary
inquiry, and to return hither prepared to state ail
the facts connected with the cases cited in your said
Tetter to Mr. Secretary Leslic?—I will.  The case
of Vaneps vs. Platt is one of those cases especially
referred to inour official letter to Mr. Secretary Leslic
of 5th February, 1849, as involving us in heavy res-
ponsibility, in taking bail under Capias ad respor-
dendum.

In this instance the defendant appeared in com-
pliance with one of the conditions of the bond. The
Court held his appearance to De insuflicient. The
case remained pending before the Court from the 15th
January, 1845, te the 31st of March, 1846, when
judgment was rendered against the defendant, who
had absconded in the interim, and thercupon the
Sheriff was ruled to pay the debt or stand committed
for contempt. 'We paid the debt, and have sued the
bail ; this action is still undecided. Before it is de-
cided the bail who, up to this time, bear all appear-
ance of being good, may prove to be bad; and it is
no disparagement to any bail of whatcver standing
or respeetability, to express an apprehension that in
times of commercial difficulty like the present, and
especially in Montreal, some doubt may he enter-
tained of their ultimate sufficiency.

Tao illustrate the process for the information of the
Committee, we will state a case. A defendant is

-arrested on Capias ad respondendun:, and tenders

bail for his appearapes on return of writ. If the
Sherifl refuses such bail, he is lable to_an action of
damages. The hest men are doubtful in doubtful
times, and yet the expression of a doubt is looked
upon as an insult. A strong case would be made
out against the public officer of having denicd lawfal
liberty to the subject, by refusing bail to all appear-
ance unimpeachable, and the case would most pro-
hably be tried by a Jury of the associates or friends,
or of persons of congenial pursuits both to the de-
fendant and bail.  Public sympathy would be with
the parties, and the chances sorely -againt the public
ofticer.

On the other hand, suppose the Sheriff takes bail
aparently good, and in reality solvent at the time, for
the appearance of the defendant on the return day,
say three months distant.  The Sheriff may feel
sure of the suflicicney of such bail for three months,
should their sufficiency be challenged within that
period ; but reasoning from the precarious cireum-
stances of a mercantile community, he-would be un-
willing to incur a more extensive or indefinite risk,
And yet if the defendant fails to appear, the Sheriff
is held responsible not only for the sufliciency of the
bail at {he time when defendant failed to appear,
but for the further sufficiency of the bail up to the
time when judgment is rendered against defendant ;
in the case above cited, Vaneps vs. Platt, aninterval
of fourteen months or thereabouts occurred, but which
may vary mere or less according to circumstances in
every case.  But the responsibility of the Sheriff does
not cease here; judgment being rendered against
defendant, instead of aceepting an assignment of
bail hond, as heretofore had been the practice, the
present practice is for the plaintiff to rule the Sheriff
to produce the body of defendant or pay the debt.
The debt having been paid by the Sheriff, that officer
may then proceed against the bail, upon the bail-
bond, for the recovery of the amount thereof, risking
the failure or insufficiency of the bail during the time
which may elapse in the process of a tedious litigation.
Thus having taken bail originally for a period “of
three months, the Sheriff, under the influence of cir-
cumstances over which he can exercise no control, is
compelled to be responsible for such bail remaining
good and solvent during a period of three years and
llp\\(‘i'll'ds, asinthe case of Vaneps vs. Platt, first above
cited.

This explanation, detailed as it is, and unavoidably
prolix, will perhaps spare me the necessity of occu-
pying the time of the Committee with the details of
the other two cases, adverted to in your return to
Mr. Sceretary Leslie, to wit, Try vs. Daily, and Tor-
rance vs. Scott, further than to say that the first is a
case in which we have lost the amount stated from
the insufficiency of the Bail, and the second a case
wherein the bail demurs to paying the amount of
the judgment, leaving thereby the responsibility on
the Sherifl.

The case of Durochers »s. Mount is a case of a dif-
ferent description. Dy the 15ih Sect. 41 Geo. 1,
chap. 7, a Plaintiff purchasing lands sold at his own
snit is authorized to retain in his hands so much of
the purchase money as may equal the amount of the
judgment upon which said lands were sold, giving
a bond to the Sherifl in licu of the price ~ In the
case above cited, through the inadvertence of a clerk,
the plaintiff was allowed to give bis bond for the
whole amount of purchase, which very much exceeded
the amount of his judgment, and the Sherifi®s return
to the Court was a return prejudicial to themselves
as well as erroncous, seeing that they returned that
they held moneys and not bond; as we could not
recede from our veturn we were compelled to pay the
moneys and fall back on the bond, which proved to be
valueless, :

1 would beg leave 4o observe, in conclusion, that



these cases have been cited by me, not so much to
show the amount of losses specially incurred, as to
particularize the class of cases to which our responsi-
bility extends, and to call attention to the fact, that
cases which have occurred onrce may and probably
will occur again.

PR

Moxpay, 19¢% March.

W. F. Coffn, Esq, again examined by the Com-
mittece.

27. In thecase of Bowman vs Dawson, No., 1250,
which you cite as an example, in which you paid
costs and charges to the extent of £32 8s 2d cur-
rency, have you no hope of recovering the amount ?
please to explain.—1 am very sure we have no
means of recovering the amount. The lands were
seized by one Enoch Holt, a Bailiff of the Comrt of
Queen's Bench, (but not one of ours) ; he seized the
lands of another person by mistake, and thus made
us responsible for that amount.

28. Can you inform the Comnmittee as to who em-
ploved Holt 2—I eannot ; we would not employ one
wheo is not hound to us, if we could find one who
is bound to us; and our practicc has heen to
allow the attorneys concerned to employ the
Bailiffs' themsclves, in remote parts of the “country.
In this particular case, T rather think that Holt was
employed by the attorney.

29. Can you in a day or two ascertain and state
to the Committec, who was the attorney, and who
cmployed Holt 2—I will endeavour to doso. The
attorneys of record in the case Bowman us. Daw-
son, were Messrs Fisher and Smith; Mr., Drummond
was attorney for the opposant, Buchanan ; Holt was
employed by Messrs, Fisher and Smith,

30 Are you now ready to answer in detail the
26th question ?—I will endeavour to do so on Wed-
nesday next.

——nos

Frioay, 23rd March.

W. F. Cofiin, Esquire, again examined by the
Comunittee.

31. Without reference: to prohahilities, please
to state whether you have suffered loss in any other
cases than those which you have just enumerated ?
—1 cannot at the moment recall facts.

32. Have you accounted in detail for all the cases
cited in your letter to Mr. Secretary Leslie 2—T
have. .

33. How were you cngaged hefore your appoint~
‘ment as Sheriff?—I am an Advocate by profession,
and at the time of my appointment to the office of
Sheriff, I held the office of Commissioner of Police
for the Province of Canada.

34. Will you favour the Committee with a copy
of that Commission ?—I will. (See Appendix C.)

35. How long had jou been called to the Bar
before your appointment as Sheriff 9—1I think I was
called to the Bar in 1836.

36. In how many cases were you engaged before
your appointment ?—Very few.

37. Had you six?—I was professionally asso-
ciated with C. R. Ogden, Esq., in the summer of
1838, who was then the Attorney General, zad as so
associated with him, I had several cases at -the Que-
bec Bar, and I had also several at-the Montreal Bar
prior to that,

38. Did it occur to you in the case of Durocher
‘against Mount, that the difficulty in which you were
placed, is the result of your own mistake 9—The

difficulty in which we were placed arose from the

mistake of a clerk, which occurred (if I err not)
during a pressure of public business. For this mis~
take we were liable, hence a portion of our responsi-
bilities.

39. Have you in fact lost any thing in the way
which you have alluded to ?—No, we have not, but
we have serious apprebension that we will.

Mr.. Coffin handed in the following two memoran-
dums :—

1st. The Committee having expressed its readiness
to receive any details as to the operation of law or
of forms of law which impose responsibility, and jus-
tify the claim to adequate compensation, I would
heg leave to call the attention of the Committee to
the risk which has been hitherto incurred from the
manner in which we have heen induced, I may say,
from force of circumstances, compelled to execute
writs of exccution de bonis. These writs are of
course exccutable throughout the whole extent of this
very extensive District.  The execution of them is
very often a mere preliminary, but indispensable, from
the return being frequently, if not for the most part
“ nulla bona,” nothing. Strictly speaking, we ought
to execute these writs through our Bailiffs, but as
in most cases the probability is, that the proceeds of
sale, if any, would not suffice to pay the expenses’of
a man sent from Montreal to an indefinite distance
into the country, we have, to mect the public con-
venience, and to obviate costs and charges to the
parties, been in the hahit of confiding cur warrant
in the writ *de bonis” to the Plaintiffs attorney,
allowing him to transmit it in the most economical
way to the residence of the defendant, and to cause
it to be there exccuted by any Bailiff of the Court of
Queen’s Bench, whether such Bailiff has given secur-
ity to the Sheriff or not. We in fact assume a heavy
responsibility to convenicnce the publie, for it does
occasionally occar that these writs de bonis are pro-
ductive of large sums of money, which the Bailiff,
from inexperience, or 2 hasty desire to perform a
duty he docs not cxactly understand, may pay over
o the wrong person, or which, being in no way
personally liable to the Sheriff, he may appropriate to
his own- purposcs, or which, from ignorance, he may
fail to levy and return in a proper and-legal form, in
all these cases making the Sheriff responsible and
liable for his errors or inadvertency. It is difficult
to assign a limit to our liability in this matter, as
cases of which we have long since lost sight may at
any time he brought up against us. In fact I look
upon the responsibility of the Sherif®s office, in these
as well as in other cases, to be, in'the words of one
of the ablest and most respected members of the
Montreal Bar “not so much that of which he knows
anything as that of which he does not.”” This gentle-
man would I am sure, if invited by the Committee,
give the benefit of his testimony”and of bis profes-
sional experience to this effect.

‘2nd. I wish to callthe attention of the Committee
to the dishursements which we are compelled to
make in the matter of printers charges, and to the
risks and responsibilities involved therein., In the
execrtion of writs de terrds, writs against lands, it has
been'the practice in the Sherifi’s office, from a period
antecedent to my association in it, when the scizure
has been made and the property so seized is so far
known as to be capable of description, 1o send such
description, in compliance with the law, to the Que-
bec Qfficial Gazette, for publication previous to sale.
The publications continue during a period of four
months, and the expense is charged against the office
of Sheriff. The printer of the Quebec Offcial
Gazette sends in bis bill for payment every three
months, and up to a late period, has been paid in full
upon a simple verification of . the fact that the publi-
cations charged had been made under our instruc.
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tions. We, however, can only be reimbursed our
disbursements after the land has been sold and the
price thercof realized.  The costs and charges of the
sale are deducted from the amount so realized.  But
it often occurs that the sale dues not take place, that
the plaintifl's attorney suspends the sale, or proceed-
ings are stopped by opposition, which in the not un-
usual process of tedivus litigntion may remain
undecided for years. In these cases, having made
the disbursements, we too must await the decision of
the Court before we can be reimbursed or reimburse
ourselves.  The effect of this practice has been, until
within the last few months, to make the public our
debtor to the extent of some £480 and npwards.
Within the last year or fiftcen months, we have
adopted a different course, and have declined paying
the printers except in cases wherein the sale has been
made and money realized, or wherein, in the case of
suspension, the costs have been paid to us. Thus
fur the printer of the Quebec Gazette has acquicsced
in this course, from an assurance, oran impression of
assurance, that the deduction of the unpaid cases is
only a delay, that the arrears, in the course of time,
will be puid to us and handed over to him, but if any
sudden change takes place in his office, as appears
just now to be centemplated by the Legislature, the
question may and possibly will be raised Ly him, or
his representatives, asto our immediate liability
towards lim, to an amount, I should say at this
moment, of at least £250 currency. I wishthe Com-
mittee to understand that I do not complain of these
responsibilities. As far as I am concerned, I assumed
them with the emoluments of the oflice; I only cite
themn to show that responsibilities do exist, and that
these responsibilities are conducive to the convenience
of the public.

SATURDAY, 31st March.

Réné Auguste Richard Hubert, Esq., Advocate, ex-
amined :—

40. Can you give to the Committee any informa-
tion on the subjecet referred to them?—I know that
when parties bave recovered judgment, and pre-
sented  themselves at the Sheriffs office  with
sheir rules of Court, ordering the said Sherifls to pay
them the amounts allowed them by the Court, they
Lave been put off by them to some later period.
This has very frequently happened,—it is a notorious
fact, that in all distributions the Sherifls invariably
insist on their right to a delay of fifteen days from
the parties collocated ; whether they come from a
distance or reside near, it matters not. Thesc
gentlemen have made arrangements with cach other,
in consequence of which Mr. Boston never pays;
he may be in the office, but it matters not, and if Mr.
Coftin is out of the way, onc must either wait or
return another time, for Mr. Coffin alone is the
cashier. It is certain that both these gentlemen are
very frequently absent from their office, nor do they
ever get there before eleven o'clock in the morning,
I have even known Mr. Boston to be absent at his
Seigniory, while Mr. Coffin was at Boston, in the
United States. This state of things has been a source
of great inconvenience to parties engaged in iaw-
suits, particularly those residing in the country;
there is not,however, the slightest chance of obtaining
justice from the Court, for this reason, amongst others,
that the distributions being made at the end of the
Term, can only be presented to the Sheriffs during
the Vacation ; now there is no means of applying to
the Court out of Term, and parties having to wait
during three months, are obliged to submit to the
Sheriffs. These gentlemen have aleo the means of
retaining in their hands, the funds of private indi-

viduals. It appears that the Sheriffs are even
interested in duing so, for they receive interest on
these funds as long as they retain them in this man-
ners 1 have not the slightest doubt that the Sheriffs
could advantageously be dispensed with in all civil
matters.  We have, it is true, two officers, but there
is really but one Sheriff, for Mr. Boston appears to be
completely under the control of Mr. Coffin, and inter-
feres very little in the business of the office.

Darid Rockon, Esq., Ad‘:ocate, examined.

41. Can you give the Committee any information
relative to the Sheriff's office >—I was employed in
the Sheriff’s office previous to the appointment of
Mr. Coffin, and continucd in that office until about
cightecen months ago. T cannot say that these gen-
tlemen were very punctual in their attendance at the
office. They were sometimes both absent during
office hours; they often came to the office at cleven
o'clock in the morning ; I think the public must some-
times have suffered from their absence. Mr. Boston,
however, canie earlier than Mr. Coffin.

According to the rules of practice, the office should
be kept open from 10 o'clock A. M., until 4 p. M. in
Vacation ; during Term it should be kept open from 8
A M., to 6 p. M. These gentlemen had made an
arrangement together, by which Mr. Cofiin alune had
the management of the moneys. Mr. Coffin's
absence from office was therefore more felt than Mr.,
Boston’s—for even when the latter was present, the
judgments of distribution could not be paid unless
Mr. Coffin was present. I have frequently beard
complaints made in my presence of the delay re-
quired by the Sherifls before satisfring the judg-
ments of distribution. The reason Mr. Colfin gave
was that e was obliged to examine the judgments
before he could pay the different sums allowed;
Jjudgments sometimes came in requiring very minute
examination, and I remember that, from not having
examined with sufficient care a judgment of distribu-
tion that came in, the Sheriff once paid a sum which
was not due. I do not recollect whether any com-
plaints were made against Mr. Boston, individually.
As to the Sheriff’s returns now before the Iouse, I
canuot say whether they are correct or not, except
that the amount of moneys mentioned in the account™
annexed to the return appears to me rather low; I
must, however, say, that if it is not correct, it must be
through an involuntary error on the part of the
Sheriff.

4. D. Dorval, Esq., examined.

42. Can you furnish this Committee with any in-
formation on the subject referred to them 2—I do not
believe that the duties of the Sheriff are correctly
fulfilled, and T will state a case, to prove how
much the public suffer. In the case of “ Beand
versus ‘Trudeau,” and four opposants, judgment of dis-
tribution was rendered in January 1847 ; as usual a
great deal of time was taken in preparing it at the Pro-
thouotary’s office, and the Sheriffs had had it several
days in their bands, when I sent for my clients the
four opposants, from the country, to reccive the
amounts for which they were respectively collocated.
We went to the Sheriffs office and I addressed my-
sell to Mr. Coftin in the name of the partics then
with me, and requested him to pay them the amounts
they were entitled to; Mr. Coffin told me plainly,
that he had not time to pay them then, and put
them off for cight days, the opposants are from St.
Sulpice, and they were obliged to go home and return
again. Itis a pity that Mr. Coftin’s manner and
tone, cannot be described on paper, they were very
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offensive and grossly insulting to me. My clients
were paid on their second journcy to town.

Charles Drolet, Esq., Advocate, called in, and
examined : -

43. Can you give fo the Committee any informa-
tion upon the subject of reference —These Sheriffs
do not appear to me to devole that attention to their
daties which the public has a right to expect from
them 5 they are often both absent at the same time

- during business hours. 1 have also repeatedly called
before eleven in the morning, and never found either
of them in their office, nor do I belicve that they
ever attend until after that hour. T would state also
that in that office the public arc not treated with
that courtesy to which they are entitled, nor has the
appointment of a second Sheriff been attended with
any of those advantages that might have been, and
perhaps were expected.  On the contrary, since that
appointment, both of them have been very lax in the
performance of their functions. It woald appear
indeed that Mr. Boston transacts in that office only
his own private business, and that Mr. Coffin is
exclusively charged with the public business. On
application to Mr. Boston upon any subject, however
simple, he has invariably referred me to Mr. Ceffin,
and in money matters Mr. Boston never interferes.
He scems entirely to submit to Mr. Coffin, and as to
that important branch of the SherifPs business, we
have in fact but one officer. This creates great in-
convenience to the public, for Mr. Coflin resides out
of town, and is scldom at his oflice in the morning
before cleven or twelve at noon, and very often not
at all. I have called with clients for money, and
been told Mr. Boston was out of town, and that Mr.
Coffin had not come in. I have repeatedly returned
during the day in the hopes of secing Mr. Coftin, but
in vain. I cite the case of Mr. Bonnean, of Laprai-
rie, as an example. In this case, as in many others,
I had called after the expiration of the filteen days
of defay which they unjustly claim before paying
deposits in their hands. A poor blind man from St.
Cesaire, led in Ly another, came to the Sheriffs
office for some three or four pounds for which he had
the order of the Court upon the Sherills, but both
the Sheriffs being absent this man could not Le paid.
Mr. Kurezyn, a clerk in the Sherifl’s office, wishing to
spare the man a detention over night in town, beg-
ged of Mr. Monk, one of the Prothonotarics, to lend
him the money, but unfortunately could not obtain
it. This man was not my client; it was only by
accident that T witnessed the fact. To exhibit the
spirit in which the Sheriffs act, 1shall cite the case
of Mrs. Langlois, who was my client. Being ill-
treated by her husband she obtained a separation,
and upon the sale of the husband’s effects the pro-
ceeds were to be paid to her, less the costs. fler
claim heing cstablished by the notary practician, she
bought in almost all, and under these circumstances
she did not pay the price in cash, but gave to the
Sherifls the most undoubted security to pay. 'This
was to cover the possibility of oppositions adverse
to her being fyled. However, none were fyled, and
the Court ordercd the proceeds to be paid to her.
When she presented her order to the Sheriffs to he
exchanged for the bail bond, Mr. Coffin affected to
consider that he had lent her money, and he charged
her (over and above all fees incident to the bond)
the sum of thirteen shillings and ninepence currency,
or thercabouts, for interest, as if he had lent her the
money, which he had not.  The Sheriff also, having
the patronage of the bailiffs (which the bar should
have), put the parties to great expence, which might
be saved upon executions. In some cases I have
known cnormous unnecessary expenses incurred by

the Sheriffs, as much as one-fourth of the proceeds of
the sale bas been thus absorbed. T can cite a case;
it is that of Titus and Layin, St. John’s. I have
been told that as much as seventy pounds of ex-
penses has been incarred for selling a piece of pro-
perty. This might be done much cheaper, if the
Sheriff did not interfere or could he dispensed with.

The kind of bar and box, with a sliding panuel,
behind which Mr. Cofin places himself in the She-
riff’'s office, is always ridiculous, and sometimes
offensive, .

It is my opinion that the crier and tipstaffs are most
unreasonably and exorbitantly paid. 1know from the
Iatter himsell that he has made in some years as much
asseven hundred pounds; whereasseventy-five pounds
would be enough for such a man in a purely menial
office, and at the utmost the crier might have a hun-
dred and twenty-five pounds to pay these salaries.

The public is taxed five shillings on cvery writ,
and large sums upon judgments of distribution for®
the payment of moneys ; they also get a shilling upon
every witness examined in Court. -

TuUESDAY, 8rd April, 1849.
J. Romuald Clerrier, Esq., examined :—

44, Can you give any information to this Commit-
tec respecting the Sherifls Office >—In the cause,
No. 122, of Jean Baptiste Cadieux dit St. Pierre, and
divers opposants, the Sherilf had sold three lots of
ground, and returned into Court, on the 17th October
last, a sum of £72 Gs. 6d. currency, as being the
amount derived from the sale of the Lots Nos, 2 and
3, and had made out a return of folle enchére against
one Ambroise Pelletier, who had bought the lot
No. 1, for the sum of £43 currency. I represented
three privileged creditors, opposants in the said cause,
and who, together, were to have the greatest portion
of the money returned, in part payment of the
amounts due them. My eclients, consequently, were
interested in there being only one judgment of distri-
bution in order to avoid costs. I fyled, on the 16th
October last, in the office of the Prothonetary of the
Court of Queen's Bench for this District, during the
sitting of the Court, a motion de droit, upon which a
rule of the said Court intervened the same day, au-
thorizing the Sheriff to withdraw his first return, and
to add thercto immediately a supplementary return
of the amount derived from the sale of the said lot
No. 1, which had beea paid, in the interval, by the
purchaser. T immediately took the said rule to the
Sheriff’s Office, and one of the Clerks thereupon pre-
pared the supplementary return in question, dated
16th October last, in conformity with the said rule,
but when it was presented to be signed, to William
Foster Coffin, Esquire, one of the Sheritfs, he went
off to the Prothonotary’s. Office, and reproached . -
them severely for having issued the said rnle on a
motion which had not been: directly made to the
Court. The Pronothotaries having replied to him that
the motion and rule were de droit, according to the
ordinary practice of the Court, the said W. F. Goflin,
Esquire, persisted in his refusal to conform thereto,
or to make a return as required. To please Mr.
Coffin, who had also attempted to reprimand me,
pretending that I was wrong in thus acting, and par-
ticularly in the hopes of obtaining the distribution of
the said moneys in the October term, I next worning
renewed the motion in petition before the said Court,
which was granted as de droit, and I hastened again
with the said order to the Sheriff’s Office, and begged
of him to sign his return, which was already prepared
as before mentioned, and to send it immediately to
the Prothonotary’s Office, as it was the last day, in
accordance with the Rules of Practice, for obtaining
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judgment of distribution in the sail October Term.
It was in vain that T renewed my entreatics with his
clerks during the whele of the day of the 17th last
October, intimating that the striet delay for posting
up the sail judgment of distributivn would expire on
that very day. The only answer T could obtain was
as follows = that Mr. Coffin had the papers before
him, and that he had said that there was no hurry,
and that he would make his return when he had
time.

tribution for that Term, or the Term following. 1
was not deceived in my apprehensions: the return
was made one day too late for me to obtain my

judgment of distribution in the October Term, that is |

to say, the 18th of Qctober, and the moneys remained
in the hands of the Sheriff without being distributed,
until the Iast January Term, when they were distribu-
ted principally tothe clients Irepresented. The money's
would have Dbeen distributed in the October Term if
the return in question had been made one day
sooner, a< T had justly demanded.  All these facts
can be verificd by the reeord in the cause 1 have just
cited.

" As to the tone of superiority, and even want of po-
liteness, with which the gentlemen of the bar and
other parties are often treated by Mr. Coffin, in the
exercise of his duties as Sheriffy T can say that,
besides the complaints T have heard made, I was
myself treated by him on the above accasion, in a
manner that I would not make use of myself towards
my cquals, nor even towards my inferiors, although
I only cxereised, for the interests of my clients, a
right which was afterwards sanctioned by the Court.
I must here, however, do justice to his colleague,
Mr. Boston, from whom, as yet, I have reccived every
politeness and attention.

As regards the question to determine how far the
office of Sheriff is indispensable in this part of the
Province, T must say that I am not competent to the
solution of this question, but there is one thing cer-
tain, and which no one will gainsay, that if, instead
of the system now in foree, another less expensive
and more cxpeditious could be substituted, more
particularly for the taking in execution of seized
debtors, both they and the public in general would
gain thereby, in my humble opinion, as far as regards
the management of property for the mutual benefit
of debtor and creditor. There exist in fact, great
abuses in the present system, and here is one which
is not the least among them. It is, that the Sheriffs
who are in reality but the proxies of the creditor,
receive annually for their own profit, independently
of the sufficiently high commission allowed to them
by law, the interest on considerable sums of money,
that which they levy and deposit in banks, in many
instances for years together. While the creditor is
there waiting for a distribution, which is often
retarded for several terms, through dilatoriness or
negligence on the part of the public officer, in mak-
ing his returns to the competent tribunals or through
other circumstances, by which the Sheriff at all
events, ought not to profit, to the prejudice of
the creditor ; and this, perhaps, is one of the motives
that may help to give us an explanation of the inter-
pretation which the Sheriff gives to judgments of
distribution, which he only commences to liquidate
a fortnight after they have been fyled in his office,
although therc is nothing in the tenor of the said
judgment of distribution which can give rise to such
an interpretation. In speaking of the case of the
opposants in question,—1 must say that I feel con-
vinced that Mr. Coffin had the intention of depriving
them of their judgment of distribution, as well as the
intention to insult me ; he cven intimated to me that
I ought to have asked him confidentially, and as a
favour, to make the return in question,

I therefore left, waiting till Mr. Coffin shonld i
be pleased to decide the fate of my judzment of dis- |

3

d

Thomas Judak, Esq., Advocate, examined :—

45. Can yougivethe Committee any information up-
on the subject referred to them ?—I have had during
several years daily opportunities of knowing how
the public business is transacted in the Sheriff’s
Office. These officers are very often both absent ;—
they always arrive Iate, and the conduct of one of
them, Mr. Coffin, is habitually,and, T think, inten-
tionally, offensive, and cven insulting. I under-
stand that by an arrangement made between them,

* Mr. Coflin has always been the exclusive manager.

T will give one instance out of a hundred: I had a
judgment against a Mr. Baby, brother-in-law to Mr.
Prothonotary Coffin, who is cousin to Mr. Sheriff
Coffin.  Mr. Baby made an opposition to a writ of
exccation, which opposition had been dismissed.
ITe subsequently made a second on the same grounds,
which was also dismissed. T must also remark that
a form of affidavit is in such cascs prescribed, and it
is so framed as to prevent frivolous oppositions.
But to prevent the sale of his effects, Mr. Baby
made a third opposition without the aflidavit pre-
scribed by the rules, and Mr. Sheriff Coffin evinced
a readiness to suspend the sale. I therefore called
at the office, with the Rules of Practice in my hand,
to show the particular rule to Mr. Coffin, but he
wou'd not look at it: he eut me short, though I
spoke most civilly, and slammed the deorin my face,
not only in a rude manner, but with the most marketi
intention to insnlt me. Eventually, the third oppo-
sition was dismissed with costs. As Mr. Baby was
insolvent, this was no consolation to my client, for
he not only had to wait for the money for which the
writ had issued, but had to pay costs. T obtained a
rule, it is true, against the Sheriff, founded on these
ficts, but, as usual, my rule was dismissed with
costs. The Sheriffs are proverbially great favourites
with the Court, and no one can succeed against tliem,
Each opposition cost my client about nine pounds
of costs. This was a consequence of Mr. Coffin’s
conduct; but what is worse, on each writ of execa-
tion he insisted on having his fees paid in advance,
so that he managed to get three sets of fees, when, if
he had done his daty, he would only have had one.
I mean to say, that the sccond opposition was dis-
missed beeanse of the insufficiency of the affidavit,
and the thirdoppositiom was fyled without any affidavit
whatever. IFf writs were addressed to bailills, T have
no doubt that justice, in such cases, would be impar-
tially administered. In the Sheriff*s Ofice there is
a sort of Dar, such as are seen in low taverns, and
Mr. Coffin has a sliding pannel, which he opens and
shuts at pleasure. The gentlemen of the profession
are thus kept waiting outside, mixed up with the
SherifP’s servants ; and the whole appearance of the
place, as well as the mode of transacting the busi-
ness, is very offensive to gentlemen who are Mr.
Coflin’s cquals, if not his superiors. I have often
called on official business when Mr. Coffin has been
inside engaged in conversing on topics interesting to
himself, as, for instance, upon railroads, Ihave had-
orders for money, and have had to wait, and to re-
turn, and have thus been'put to great inconvenience
and loss of time, because Mr. Coflin conld not be dis-
tarbed. . Mr. Coffin’s clerks stand in such dread of
him that not one would dare to interrupt him under
any circamstances. It is due to Mr. Boston to say
that he has always been personally mild and civil.
Referring to the affidavit which should have been
appended to Mr. Baby’s opposition, and which was
not ; I have to add, that the rule is so worded, that
according to its letfer, as well as according to its
spirit, the Sheriff should have proceeded to sell in
despite of Mr. Baby’s oppesition. It'is also worthy
of note, that my motion to dismiss the opposition
“was kept under consideration by the Judges during
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the whole Term. Tt was made on the first day, and
the oppesition was dismissed on the last 5 the Judges
thus taking the whole Term to determine a question
which’ should not have occapied them above five
minutes.

Alexis Giard, Esq., Advocate, examined :—

46. Can you give any information to this Com-
mittee on the subject referred to it 2—In the case of
Leste vs. Lorié, in which T acted for the plaintiff, I

placed a writ of exccution in the hands of the She- |

riffs; they did not seize under it beeause the defend-
ant paid without any sale taking place. On these
grounds, the Sheriffs ought not to have 2% per cent,
becaunse there was no sale ; they ought not either to
reccive the proceeds, nor still less to retain them in
their hands.  In this case the bhailiff who received the

money ought to have been sent with it to the plain- !

tiff to pay him. Nevertheless, the Sheriffs took. the
money, and paid themselves their 23 per cent. When
I went with the plaintiff to ask for the -money, Mr.

- Boston referred me to Mr. Coffin, who refused to

P

Pay,—he made his return in the Court, and made the
plaintiff wait about six weeks. I must add, that
about the same time he paid & sum of money W& a
similar circumstance 16 Mr. Dumas, a member of
your Committee, which induced me to think that Mr.
Coflin did not act through ignorance; this fact was
told me by Mr. Dumas himself.

The Clafrman gives the following statement to the
Commiittee :—

In August, 1839, I felt the fees and emoluments
of the Sheriff to be so oppressive, that for their re-
duction I presented to the Court a Petition, which I
submit herewith. The Court took not the least no-
tice of it ; the subject was not even mentioned by any
onc of the Judges, and the fees rémaining the same,
the income was eventually found to be too large for
one person. Some three or four years afterwards,
{as I heard and believe, because the income was too
large for one person,) Mr. Coffin, 2 gentleman who
Bad not been long at the bar, who cannot say that he
had even six causes’; and who, if I mistake not, had
not many more than two, was promoted over the
whole profession, and joined in the commission with
Mr. Boston. It appears to me that it would have
been better to have reduced the income one half, than
to have named a sccond Sheriff because the income
was too large for one. I wish-to 2dd, that it is ex-
tremely inconvenient and unpleasant to have any
business with the Sheriffs ; for my part I very sel-
dom can find them in their office, Mr. Boston being
very frequently at his_seigniory, and Mr. Coffin said
to be engaged at the Railroad office ; Thave also ve-
ry frequently witnessed their being called for in Court
without success. In that office, to my certain know-
ledge, as far as my observation extends, no attention
is paid to the wants of the sutitors; Mr. Coffin, who
scems to be the managing partner, either does not
know or choose to know anybody, and I' have known
him to refuse as bail for about £70, a man worth
two or three thousand pounds ; ke is not only unac-
commodating, but his deportment as a public officeris
very offensive. I do not enter into!the causes, but'I
venture to remark that it seems to me to be inexpe-
dient that a’'subordinate officer like the Sheriff should
go rapidly acquire wealth, as to be'in'that particular
immediately placed above the bar. That they pos-
sess great wealth, and that if has affceted Mr.
Coffin’s conduct is, I think, unquestionable. .

In all.those arrangéments too, incident to process
n rem. as' for instance a saisie. conseréatoire, on pre=
text of their responsibility, the; Steriffs will interfere,
but" they cannotstoop to take measares'to dothe

work prompily and cffectually, nor yet to promote
economy.- Dealing with the funds of others, they
can lose nothing, and they know it; but if the plain-
tiff were allowed to chose his own officer, the latter
would be responsible, would find it for his own inte-
rest to be efficient and to study economy, as it would
secure him a preference. The Sheriffs possess, in
fact, an odious monopoly, enjoying an immense in-
come, without any other labour than what is neces-
sary for the receipt and investment of it, and without
any rcal responsibility whatever. Most of their
duties are also very negligently performed, that of
preparing Jury lists’is one ; thus out of 24 vames in
one list, ninc had been absent or dead, some for a
length of time,—one man had been dead three years,
and a man well known to all the world was not sum~
moned because the Sheriff did not choose to know him,
or would not condescend to interfere. This occarred
in a case of my own, delay and costs followed, and T
could get no' satisfaction,.and the rule which I ob~
tained, to make the Sheriffs pay the costs of their own
negligence, was discharged.

In the forty-eight names composing a Jury list,
the same name would be sometimes found down twice
described in one place as his place of residence, an}i
in a second as his place of business. In another casé
in which I am concerned, this has been one of the
grounds for demanding a new trial.

The kind of bar behind which they sit in their of-
fice, coupled with other circumstances, is not pleasant,
and the wicket with a sliding pannel, which Mr. Cof-
fin draws or closes at pleasure, while the gentlemen
of the bar are kept standing, waiting his pleasure
ontside, certainly savours of indighity.

To the Honourable the Justices of Her Majesty’s
Court of King's Bench for the District of Montreal,

The Petition of Bartholemew Conrad Augustus
Gugy, Esquire,
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—

That in common with all Her Majesty’s subjécts;
and more particularly as a suitor before this Court,
Your Petitioner has an interest in the reduction of
such of the fécs of the officérs of the Court as may be
exorbitant. ) ) B

That for some years at least, those of the Sheriff
of this Distri¢t have been admitted, not only by the
community at large, but by the Legislative bodies,
and as Your Petitioner is informed and believes,
even by this Court, to be unreasonably high, and'that
Your Petitioner has greatly saffercd:if consequénce.

That they have been generally undérstood ‘to
amount to- upards of two' thousand pounds, asuir
not only much béyond the means of the country,and
out of all proportion with the incomes of proféssional
men of talent, learning, and industry, but unguestion=
ably four times more than a just compensation for
duties, most of which are purely mechanical, or per-
f(;rm;d-by the printer, or by officers of the lowest
clasd. . .

That during the suspension of thé constitution,
Your Petitioner submits, that it is'the duty of this
tribunal not only. to protect .the Queen’s faithfal
Hieges, but to exclude the possibility of a pretext for
coroplaint and’ disaffection, by redressing a grievance
which has been widely felt.

That Your Petitioner, relying not enly on your
sénse of justice and of sound- policy; but on a distinct
pledge, which this'Court is'understood: to'have long
since given, confidently appeals to"Your Honours for
the reduction-of "these extravagant fees, more parti-
calarly ay’ the' length-of the present vacation will
afford abundant leisure for the purpose. -

* And- Your Petitioner,.as in duty bound, will ever

" pray.
pray A. GUGY.




(Signed,)  RICHARD D. JACKSOXN.

PROVINCE oF )
Lowkr CaxaDa. §

Victoria, by the Grace of God, of the United
[L.8] Kingdom of Great Britain and Ircland,
Queen, Defender of the Faith.

To all to whoem these presents shall come, or whom
the same may concern,

GREETING : ¢

IEREAS in and by a certain O-dinance of the |
Governor of Qur said Provinee of Lower Ca- )
nada, and of the Special Council, for the affairs |
thereof, made and passed in the Session thereof held |
in the third and fourth years of Our Reign, and inti- -
tuled “ An Ordinance to repeal certain parts of
“ an Ordinance thercin mentioned, and to amend
 certain other parts of the said Ordinance, and ,
% to amend certain parts of another Grdinance there- |
% in mentioned, and to make further provision for |
¢ establishing and maintaining an efficient system of |
‘€ Police in the Cities of Quebec and Montreal, and |
“ the Town and Borough of Three Rivers,” it is |
among other things enacted, that it shall be lawful |
for the Governor of our said Province to nominate !
and appoint a fit and proper person to be Commis-
sioner of Pulice for the Province of Lower Canada, '
to have, hold, exercise, and discharge certain powers,
authority, and duties in the said Ordinance set forth,
expressed, and contained, and thereby vested in such |
Commissioner of Police. .

Now, know ye, that reposing full trust and confi-
dence in the lovalty, integrity, fitness, and capacity :
of William Foster Cuffin, of the City of Montreal, .
Esquire, We have nominated and appointed, and by
these Our Letters Patent do nominate and appoint |
the said William Foster Coffin to be Commissioner [
of Police for the Province of Lower Canada, and to
bave, hold, exercise, and discharge all and singular |
the powers, aunthority, and duties in the said Ordi-
nance expressed, contained, and set forth, and there-
by or by law vested in such Commissioner of Police
for the Province of Lower Canada.

To have and to hold unto him the said William
Foster Coffin, the said Office of Commissioner of ;
Police for the said Province of Lower Canada, with all |
and singular the rights, powers, authority, and emolu- ;
ments to the said office appertaining or in any wise |
belonging, under the said Ordinance or by law, for |
and during Our Royal pleasure, and the residence of |
the said William Foster Coflin within our said Pro-
vince ; subject always to all and every the condi-
tions, enactments, requirements, and provisions of the
said Ordinance, or of the law, touching or concerning
the said Office. :

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF we have caused these
Our Letters to he made patent, and the
Great Seal of Qur said Province of Lower
Canada to be hereunto affixed.

Wiryess Our trusty and well beloved SirRichard
Duwnes Jackson, Knight Commander of
the Most Honourable Military Order of the
Bath, Administrator of the Government of
Qur Province of Lower Canada, and Com-
mander of Qur Forces in British North
America, at Our Castle of St. Lewis, in Our
City of Quebee, in Our said Province of
Lower Canada, the eighth day of July, in
the year of Our Lord one thousand cight
hundred and forty, and in the fourth year of
Our Reign.

(Signed,) -

D. DALY,
Secretary.

SatorpAY NicoT,
Tth April, 1849.

S1r,—By permission of the Commitee appointed to
inquire into the returns of the Sheriff of Montreal, of
which you are Chairman, I perused in the Committee
Room the evidence which has been taken hy the
f(?ommittcc since I had last the honour to appear be-
ore it.

In requesting this permission from you personally,
in the lobby of the House this evening, I stated to
vou the facts, first, that my associate in office, Mr.
Boston, was not in Montreal, having heen sent upon
public business to the United States by Her Majes-
ty's Government ; and, secondly, thatin consequence
of his absence, my personal attendance in Conrt or
in my office during this weck, from 10 A. M. to 6,
P. M. in accordance with the Rules of Practice, had
precluded me from taking communicatign of this
cvidence during that time. ’

For the correctness of the Iatter part of this state-
ment, I can, with confidence, appral to yourself from

vour familiarity with the details and duties of the

office of Sheriff, and from the circumstance that your
own constant attendance in Court, during the week,
canuot but have brought mine under your notice.

I beg leave now to state that the evidence ahove
referred to, being that of five or six members of the
Montreal Bar, contains imputations affecting serious-
Iy the office T have the honour to hold, and myself
individually ; and I do not hesitate to express my
convietion that there is no part of such evidence, so
far at least as a cursory perusal has enabled me to

Judge of it, which with time and opportunity, I shall

not e able either to refute entirely or explain satis-
factorily.

I have, therefore, to request most respectfully that
the Committee will be pleased to' suspend further
action on the said evidence until I am furnished with
a transcript thereof, which I pray may be so ordered,
and until I have had an opportunity afforded me of
producing evidence in refutation of any charges
which may be preferred against me and my office,
and further that such postponement may be granted
as will admit of the return of Mr. Boston, and enable
him to meet any charge or imputations contained in
the said evidence which may affect him, either indi-
vidually or in conncction with his office.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,

WILLIAM F. COFFIN,
Joint Sheriff, Montreal.

Colonel Gugy,
Chaig?n’lan, &e.

MoxTREAL, Tth April, 1849.

Sir,~I now beg leave to inform you and the
other honourable gentlemen composing the Commit-
tee, before whom I deem it my duty to appear this
afternoon, that the evidence which Iam prepared to
give as to the manner in which the duties of the
office of Sheriff have been performed by Messrs.
Boston & Coffin is to the following effect : That so
far as T have had the means of judging, (and my
practice as an advocate of the Montreal Bar has for
some years past been very extensive, as I believe is
known to some of thermembers of the Committee),
Messrs. Boston & Coffin have faithfully and effi-
ciently performed the duties of their officé, from the
time they were appointed to it until the present
time, and more particularly that I have never known
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or heard of an instance of their improperly delaying
the payment of any sum of money, which they were
required to pay by any judgment or order of the
Court.

u .
Mr. Johnson, Q.C., Mr. Rose, Q.C., Mr. Andrews,
Mr. Andrew Robertson, Mr. Cross, and Mr. Bethune,
who, as advocates enjoying a highly respectable and
very extensive practice, have had ample opportuni-
ties of forming their opinions on this subject, author-
ize me to say, as I informed the Committee, that
they were ready to be examined before the Commit-
tee, if required; and I am now authorized by those
gentlemen to say that they are prepared to testify as
to the efficient manner in which Messrs. Boston &
Coflin have at all times perforased their official duties,
and especially as to the promptitude with which
they have invariably paid all orders or judgments,
distributing moneys in their hands. A number of
other advocates, holding a high rank in their profes-
sion, to whom I Lave since spoken on the subject,
arc prepared to give their cvidence to the same
effect. [ may mention the names of Mr. Griffin,
Mr. Bleakley, Mr. Mackay, and Mr. George Robert-
son. :
Although I very gratefully acknowledge the
courtesy which was extended towards me by you,
and the other gentlemen before whom I had the
honour of appearing to-day, yet I do not consider it
necessary to offer any apology for having so ap-
eared, or for the present letter. As a friend of Mr.
Eoston, I think it proper that the Committee should
be made aware that he is now absent from this Pro-
vince, on public business connected with his office,
and as a lover of justice, I deem it my duty to ap-
prise the Committee that a number of gentlemen,
competent to give evidence on the subject of the
inquiry mow being made by the Committec, are
ready to be examined if required.

T have the honour to be, .
Sir,
Your very obedt. servt,,

W. C. MEREDITH.

Col. Gugy, M.P.P.
s Chait"man.

April 9th—Since writing the above, I have
learned that Mr. Boston returned to this city yes-
terday.

. W.C.M

RETURN

To an Address from the Honourable the Legislative
Assembly to His Excellency the Governor General,
of the 23d January ultimo, praying- that His Ex-
cellency would be pleased to cause to b laid béfore
the Ilouse, a Statement in detail of the Income
derived by the Sheriff of the District of Montreal
in virtue of their office, distinguishing the several
sources thereof, and specifying the amount of Pub-
lic Moneys in their hands, together with profit, in
the shape of intesest or oti)erwise, derived by them

;- for the last five years; and accompanied by a copy-
in connection with the above,

of certain remarks,

by the Sheriff. -
By command, "
J. LESLIE,
o Secretary.
Secretary’s Office, . .

Montreal, 6th Fébruary, 1849.

D

Saerrrr's OFFICE,
Montreal, 5th February, 1849.

S1r,—1In obedience to the commands of His Excel-
lency the Governor General, we have the honour to
transmit, enclosed, a Statement, in detail, of the in-
come derived by us as Sheriff of Montreal, in virtue
of our office, distinguishing the several sources there-
of, and specifying the amount of Public Moneys in
our hands, together with the profit, in the shape of
interest or otherwise, derived by us for the last five
years.

This statement contains:

First, The total average amount of Public Moneys
in our hands, in each of the years above specified.

“Secondly, The amount of income derived by ‘us as
Sheriff of Montreal, in virtoe of our office.

Thirdly, The salary allowed annually to the Sheriff
of this District as a compensation for personal services
rendered the Government in superintending the go-
vernment of the Gaol, in summoning Grand and Pet-
ty Jurors for the Courts of Queen’s Bench and Quarter
Sessions, for* preparing Jury Lists of Grand, Petty,
and Special Jurors, making Registers of the same,
and for various other services involving expenses far
exceeding the amount of salary.

Fourthly, The amount of profit, in the shape of
interest or otherwise, which has arisen annually from
the dispositions made by us of the Public Moneys,
which the Jaw places in our safe keeping, and forthe
forthcoming of which, as commanded by the Court of
Queen’s Bench, we, and our sureties; are at all times
responsible.

There remains yet another source of income under-
the head of receipts under ¢ Mesne Process.” The
proceeds of fees under mesne process;have been de-
voted to defray the expenses of the Sheriff’s Office,
and have proved to be insufficient for that purpose. To
support the current expenses of the Sheriff's Office,
and as clerks’ salaries, registers, stationery, and print-
ing, we have dishursed a sum of £699 7s. 104d.,
over and above the proceeds under mesne process,
during these five years past, which sum of £699 7s.
104d., divided among these five years, and dedueted
from the annual return of net income in each; reduces
the annual-emoluments of the Sheriff's Oftice of the
District of Montreal, to the amount specified in the
return made for each year.

We may be permitted to remark that, by the 17th
Section of the Judicature Act, 7 Vict., c. 16, the ser-
vice of writs of summons, issuing from any Court of
Queen's_Bench; was taken from the office of Sheriff,.
and transferred to the hands of the Bailiffs of these
Courts; by this Act, the office of Sheriff was de-
prived of the service of writs, which, with little com-
parative responsibility, ensured a certain amount of
income, while it was, at the same time, and under the
same clause in the same Act, expressly charged with
the execution of all other writs; such as writs of
Capias  ad respondendum, Saisie arrét before
judgment, Saisie gagerie, and Saisie revendication,
which repay a very great amount of responsibility, by

a very trifling and inadequate remuneration ; the ab-.

straction of this source of income, without any compen-
sation, will account for the diminution of the proceeds
of our office, under the denomination of fees under
“ mesne process ;” as it is, they by no means meet
the annual expense of the office. )

1t would, however, be difficalt; in the time at our
disposal for pregaring these returns, and inconvenient
from length of detail, to give here a statement of daily
receipts and expenditures covering a space of five
years. Should, however, any more detailed statement
be desired; with sufficient time we are prepared to
furnish the same, ' R

With reference to these Returhs of the emoluments
of the office of Sheriff, we heg leave to bring under’

s
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the notice of is Excellency the Gevernor General,
the nature and extent of some of the responsibilities
of this office, and we submit respectfully to the consi-
deration of ITis Excelleney how far these emoluments,
divided between two incumbents, are or are not dis-
propertionate to the pecuniary responsibilities in-
volved in its tenure. :

We would, in the first place, call attention in ge-
neral terms to the fact, that the Sheriff of this exten-
sive district is held responsible for the acts of all Bai-
liffs tv whom the exccution of warrants must be ne-
cessarily confided.

These duties can only he performed through the in-
strumentality of agents who, remote from our imme-
diate dircetion, supervision, or control, and in despite
of all precaution, constantly fnvolve us in the conse-
gquences of their inadvertencies and omissions, as will
be more fully exemplified hereafter.

We do not attempt to question that the responsibi-
lity of the Sheriff should be, as it always has been,
an effectual protection to the public, but it should not
be forgotten how much, from the circumstances of
country and climate, from the remoteness and disper-
sion of settlements, and from the meagre choice of
men, the responsibilities of Sheriffs are increased in
Canada ; and with these considerations before it, we
are sure that the public, which prefits by the protec-
tion, will not refuse a fair compensation for the risk.

As Custodiers of the Montreal Gaol, not now, as
formerly, situated in close contiguity to the Court
House and our office, or under our eye and constant
obscrvation, we are responsible for the safe keeping
of all debtors, with the alternative of paying the debt
for which each party is confined, in the eventofescape,
nor are we responsible for our own acts alone, but for
the negligence or inattention or inadvertence of every
subordinate Officer-of the Gaol. Some idea may be
formed of the nature and extent of this responsibility,
when we state that we hold at this moment one party
under alleged liabilities, amounting to £5000, while
by a late judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench,
Mr. Boston was adjudged to pay asum-of upwards of
£200 currency, in the- case of McFarlane vs. Boston,
being a caseof escape, arising from one of those acts
of accidental, and almost unconscious carelessness on
the part of a subordinate, which no foresight can
guard against, and no precaution control.

But it is in cases of aresi under process of Capias
ad Respondendum, and in the taking of bail there-
upon, that the pressure of our tesponsibility proves
most onerous and most arbitrary. Dy the law as-it
operates practically, und as interpreted by our Courts,
the Sheriff is not only compelled to take bail, or to
be answerable for such hail heing good and solvent
when taken, but that officer is made responsible for
such bail remaining good for an indefinite period dur-
ing the time while one, perhaps two series of legal
proceedings, are in_protracted progress, to final deci-
sion. In the interim, the Sheriff is, by a summary
proceeding, leld to produce the body, or pay the
debt, or go to gaol.

Tt will he casily understood that in a large commer-
cial community, such as that of Montreal, bail which
might be unimpeachable, when taken, might bear a
very different aspeet in a few months or even weeks
after.

How aggravated, therefore, must be the nature of
the responsibility, which under such circumstances,
may extend toa period of years. The practical effect
of this anomaly will be still more intelligible, when
westate, that as far aswe are concerned, it has within
the Tast few months resulted in the payment of £129
3¢.3d. in the case No, Vaness vs. Platt,
of £76 10s. 4d. in the case No. 1643, Try vs. Daly,
and that in another case, No. 103, Torrance vs. Scott,
judgment against us for the sum of £260 has only

heen deferred from the Term now sitting to the next,
by the courtesy of Counsel.

Thus also, in the matter of bonds, which, under
the provisions of the 41 Geo. TII., chap. 7, scet. 15,
a plaintiff, when he becomes the purchaser of lands
sold at his suit, is authorised to give to the Sheriff,
in Heu of the purchase money pending adjudication
of such purchase money ; in one instance, the case
No. 2315, Durocher zs. Mount, we were compelled
to pay a sum of £216, having taken therein security,
which we could not refuse, which we could not com-
pel to justify (the law affording us no such remedy)
and which finally proved to be- insufficient.

So also in the case of an erroneous seizure, where
a Bailifl is sent to attach and sell real property some
200 miles up the Ottawa, and in the confusion of the
trackless forest seizes the land of another owner; in
cases such as these, the proceedings are of course
quashed at the expense of the Sheriff. In the case
No. 1250, Bowman vs. Dawson, for example, we paid
costs and charges to the extent of £32 Ss. 2d. cy.

We might easily multiply the instances of reépon—
sibility, to show that such responsibilitics ought not
to be imposed, without adeqnate compensation ; but
we refrain, first, from the belief that enough has been
said upon this head, and secondly from the necessity
we are under to extend this already protracted com-
munication, by praying the attention of His Excel-
lency to another feature in the uneqwal operation of
progressive legislation, so far atleast asit has affected
the office of Sheriff, within the last few years.

When the Legislature in its wisdom has thought
fit to transfer to others the lighter duties of our office
and the emoluments therefrem arising, it is not for
us to complain. 'We may have thought that we were
centitled to some compensation for the income taken
away ; looking to the onerous character of the dutics

_expressly retained, but we felt that it was our part

to submit cheerfully to a decision based, doubtlessly,
on public censiderations enly, and we did so. But
in carrying out the details of a subsequent legislation,
cases have arisen involving the Sheriff in new and
heavy responsibilities, undesigned, we feel convinced,
and unforescen by the Legislature, for which too,
from like reasons, no compensation has been provided
whatever.

Thus under the operation of the 37th Section of the
7th Vic., ¢. 16, a Bailill under aWrit of Saisie drrée,
before judgment issued out of a Circuit Court, may
seize a floating raft, precarious property, which the
Sheriff, under the provisions of 6th Wn. LV. cap. 15,
Sec. 22, could not be compelled to seize, (except un-
der secarity to hold him harmless from the conse-
quences), and on making his*return to the Sheriff,
impose thereby upon that officer the whole rcsponsi:
bility of the scizure, and the responsibility shich
might acerue in the interval, hetween the making of
such return to the Sheriff, and the taking into pos-
session by the Sheriff, of a raft of valuable timber,
lying, perhaps, in an insecure position at Aylmer,
on the Ottawa, or, as actually did occur, in the same
river opposite to Bytown, and, of course, all subse-
quent responsibility., TFor the same reason, doubt-
less, that the responsibility was unforeseen, no fee
or compensation is provided for this service.’

We would also call attention particularly to the
operation of the Bankrupt Act, 7th Vict. ¢.'10, and’
9th Vict. c. 30, which transferred from the Office of
Sheriff, to the charge of Assignees, all] the large es-
tates, movable, and immovabie, sold by Judicial sale,
since the passing 8 the same, deducting so much from
the two and a half per centage of the SherifPs Office,
while, at the same time, novel duties and heavy re-
sponsibilities were imposed upon the Sheriff, withount
any remuneration being provided by such Acts; and
it was only when the Commissioners in Bankruptcy
were anthorized to establish a Tariff that the Sheriff
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obtained, in a very modified per centage, some com-
pensation for the responsibilities incurred, and to be-
incurred. .

The nature of these responsibilities may be inferred
from the fact, that there impends over Mr, Boston in
his capacity of Sheriff sole, at this moment, a judg-
ment in appeal, involving & sum of at least £1000.
Case No. Fisher vs. Boston. |

We trust, therefore, that in making a return of the
income of our office, we shall be pardoned these de-
tails. It may be very necessary for the public pro-
tection to impase upon the public office the respon-
sibilities referred to. It may be within the letter of
the law to exact’ rigorously the penalty of such re- |
sponsibilities, but it can never have been in the con-
templation of the Legislature to reduce the average
of émoluments, below the average of respousibility,
nor could it have been intended, by any inadvertent

process, to aggravate the liabilities of office, without
the knowledge of the Incumbent, while, at the same
time, the income of the office, upon the faith of which
he accepted the original liabilities, is from time to
time reduced without his cognizance, and without
compensation. ' :

In the firm belief that the facts above related only
require to be known to ensure attention, justice, and
remedy, we submit the same to the consideration of
His Excellency the Governor General, with a renew-
al of the expression of our deep respect, and have
the honour to subscribe ourselves.

Sir,
Your most ob't serv’t,
(Signed,) BOSTON & COFFIN,
Sheriff.

1844,

StatexeNT of Income of Office

Average amount of Public Moneys in Sheriff’s hands.....

Amount of receipts on sales of movable and immovable properties......

Amount of receipts on Deeds 2nd Bonds..o.couerecrvansescnss

Amount expenses of Office, being Clerks’ salaries, Stationery, &c......

Deduct amount received on Mesne Process....ereiecssvisiscsssononnn

Amount of salaries as received fram Governmentie.ccciiciisniniassenses

Amount of Interest as received from Bauk on Deposits, &c....ce

of Sheriff, for the year 1844.
£ s 4 £ s d| £ s 4
crevsmnransemacfiensansassnsnssen resnnsensenensnn 11127 12 113
1035 15 43~
cevverennennns) 337 5 9|7 .
1373 1 13 .
581 10 8} i
52318 §
5712 3}
1315 8 10
o+ 111 0 0 .
...... 397 12 6

BOSTON & COFFIN,

Sheriff,
5th February, 1849. _
: 1845,
StaTEMENT of Income of Office of Sheriff, for the year 1845,
= = = e ——
£ s. d| £ s 4| £ 8 4
Average amouat of Public Moneysin Sheriff’s hands...ccereeiciiniieniakee cesnsernesisnreafornsensenresieens 16572 10 O
Amount of receipts on sale of movable and immovable property..ccesess.| 935 12 lq
Amount rcceipts on Deeds, Bonds, and in Bankruptey..oeeseeicesesneeees) 258 10 0
1194 210
Amount of the expenses of Office, being Clerks’ salaries, Stationery, &e.| 574 2 11
Deduct amount received on Mesne Process..oeesreccerncnisiiannsrnncnneed 321 1, 1
euets 3 253 1 93
941 1 03
Amount of salaries as received from Government..ceseersseesesicrenss ol 117 0 0 A
Amount of Interest as received from Bank on Deposits, &cuueeessesions] 608 18 8 |- -
BOSTON & COFFIN,
’ Sheriff.

5th February, 1849, -
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1%46.
SraTeMENT of Income of Office of Sheriff, for the year 1846.
£ 5 d|] £ s df £ 8 d.
Average amount of Public Moneys in Sheriff”s handSeee.eecesereresciocrslorscrecsececroraslioseesnnenens veee|11629 11 11
Amount receipts on sale of movable andimmovable property....ce..e... 604 4 1
Amount receipts on Deeds, Bonds, and in Bankruptcy..eeveeeeee vees an 271 § §
875 9 6
Amount of the expenses of Office, being Clerks’ Salaries, Stationery, &c.| 465_16 10
Deduct amount reccived on Mesne Process,...cciceeiieeiinsenneenisioaees 389 2 4
7614 6
798 15 0
Amount Salary as received from Government......evecreses eererrerneeas 111 0 0
Amount Interest, &c, as received from Bank on Deposits, &c.veeesees 650 1T 0
BOSTON & COFFIN,
Sheriff.
5th February, 1849.
184%.
STATEMENT of Income of Office of Sheriff, for the year, IS47.
£ s 4| £ s 4| £ s d
Average amount of Public Moneys in Sheriff’s bands...eeeuesverserrannseliesnniens [ S e 12,322 11 O
Amount receipts on sales of movable and immovable property..........| 888 1 0
Amount receipts on Deeds and Bonds, and in Bankruptey...oisverserse.| 648 8 0 .
. —— 1536 4 0
Amouni of the expenses of Office, being Clerks’ Salaries, Stationery, &c.f 413 11 1
Deduct amount received on Mesne Process.....ccceeevsuiveencesreensananens 389 16 8%
23 14 4}
1512 9 73
Amount of Salary as received from Government.....c.eeeereee Ceeenns e 111 0 O
Amount of Interest, &c., as received from Bank on Deposits..o.cieanenee 544 2 9

BOSTON & COFFIN,

Sheriff.
5th February, 1849.
1848,
StaTEMENT of Income of Office of Sheriff, for the year 1848.
£ s d] £ s dj £ s d
Average amount of Public Moneys in Sheriff’s hands.c.uveeeeiereeiinvcadennnnneeenns il revrrneerenses 5424 12 8%
Amount receipts on sales of movable and immovable property....ccie..e. 894 111
Amount receipts on Deeds and Bonds, and in Bankruptcy..eeieeeseieeee. 474 4 O
1368 &5 11-
Amount of the expenses of Office, being Clerks’ Salaries, Stationery, &e.| 767 15 ‘s
Deduct amount received on Mesne Process.eesescsrsssrseniernrierenrsssss 565 G 10
202 8 7
1165 17 4
Amount of Salary as received from Government..e..ceeeeresrereseiniennans) 111 0 0
Amount of Interest, &c., as received from Bank on Deposits, &ec.........| 332 15 4

5th February, 1849.

BOSTON & COFFIN

Sherit.
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STATEMENT and Account of all Moneys received and which are in the hands of John Boston
and William Foster Coffin, Esquires, Sheriff of Montreal, from the 27th day of Decem-
ber, 1846, and of the payments thereof since made, rendered according to the require-
ments of the Provincial Act, 6 Will. IV, cap. 15, intituled, *“ An Act for making
regulation respecting the Office of Sheriff.” ’

. Amount | Date of Order or Amount
) PARTIES’ NAMES. Whence| = To whom paid. Remarks.
& received. Judgment. paid. -
£1sd £ |sid. £ s d
12 Potbierc&Foucher.....................49053 of 8 {gg:ﬂ &g’;’]ls“f; Lends ...[8994(10/11 {Opposants et al.......| 58 ,9 4
17 iBadgley vs. BistodeaU vuveeesnrvenenne ] 721{13| 6 J20th October, 1842..| ¢ ..} 658| 9|11 |Plaintiff et al......... 6 3 7
39 |Beaupré vs. Dalpe 14213 2 [20th October, 1842..| * ...| 141| 2{ 8 |Opposants etal ..... 1 4 4
40 |Lionais vs. Duclos ... ceeevssessennanen 137} 1 8 “ «s |Plaintiffs’ Bond. '
42 [Bank of Montreal zs, Perrin av.rvve..] 248]17] 4 {20“1 April andd |, 229/14] 6 [Divers Opposants 19 210
ank of 5. Perrinececenes 20th June, 1843 o 22 pp
‘¢ |Christie vs. Lanoux...... -] 128] 4 2 Jzoth April, 1844 .....| ¢ .. 124|11{10 {Opposants etal. ...... 312 2
43 |Perkins vs. McCaﬂ'rfg' RO J o6 Goods ...
51 |Papineau zs, Boisve 84( 1} 2 h17th June, 1842......|Lands ...] 82| 5| 2 |Plaintiffs et al......... 216 0
54 |Paradis vs. Cartier .... 659{1711 Plaintiff’s Bond.
56 {Beaupré vs. Désilets 461 Goods ...| ’
60 |Ellice vs. Lepitre ... 19| 6| 8 [8th October, 1842 ...|Lands . .] 16| 4| 3 |Plaintiffs.... 235
64 |Lespérance vs. Dufr 173( 3| 2 |30th November, 1844] * ...] 170 8| 2 |Plaintiffs et al......... 215 0
82 |Meclntosh vs. Kurezyn.......... «...... 831117| 2 J20th February, 1843] « ...} 829( 7| 2 |Plaintiffs et al......... 210 0
87 |DeBartzch vs. Plamondon... IR 1 0 O O ST
98 |Bertrand zs, Masse ..cevevernnee 73| 9| 5 Jeoth February, 1843| ¢ ..] 70{19 1131Plaintiffs et al......... 2 9 6
106 |Torrance vs, Bolton... 260{13| 5 [ Plaintiff’s Bond,
107 |Crépaud vs. Lupierre. 3212 2 20th February, 1843] “ ...} 31| 7| 2 [Divers Opposants ... 1.5
108 [Dorion vs. Barcelo..... 112110] 2 L.eerriene vevnnveeenness] @ Leesoline] e Plaintiff’s Bond.
114 {Wurtele rs. Kurezyn.. 1711} 4 8 B30th May, 1846......] “ ...11633(14| 8 |Plaintiffs et al......... 7710 0
119 |Robert vs. Scheffre.... 133{14{10 f14th June, 1843......] “ ..J 12710 O IDivers Opposants ... 6 4 8
121 [Colvile £s, Bryson w.ceeeeesenraeeeeesns]  65(16| 2 12th April, 1843......] * ..] 61|12} O |Plaintiffs et al... 4 80
128 [Martin vs, Leduc -..eeeeecrrveninraennn] 211 OF O [20th February, 1844) « ..} 202{17| 5 iDivers Opposan 8 2 7
132 |Buchanan zs. Mackay ...cees oue 5 {31st May, 1844 ......] « ...| 86| 6| 2 {Opposants ....... Plaintiff's Bond.
162 [Cousinean us. Cloutier........ 0 [e0th July, 1843......; * ..] 23| 8/ 6 [Opposants. oo 210 0
166 [Keith vs Griffin . 0 [20th June, 1843......| * ...]1508/18] 6 [Plaintiffs... ccevreeens 722
169 |Frothingham vs, Nye...ooerer veenrenns 8| 2 14th June, 1844......] * ..} 26] 7| 9 |Plaintiffs et al......... 6 05
. June, 1843, and “
184 [Limoges vs. Delagrave ... «.....] 646| 6| 0 {Febmry' ) and Joghislo] L, . 370
191 [Deléry v, Joassim ......... 517 1 e ®o
192 |Desrividres vs. Blanchard. J 124 7| 4 R0th October, 1844 .| * ..} 11911} 6 |Divers Opposants ... 41510
205 |Robert vs. Scheffreveeeeeercrseersnees] 166] 4f 3 [20th October, 1843 .| ¢ ...] 157] 2| 6 |Divers Opposants ... 919
206 |Benoit vs. Chapdelei 52| 0} 8 [19th October, 1843..| % ..t 49)11; 8 [Plaintiffs et al......... 2 9 8
179] 2| 8 |October, 1843... w2 115(19( 5 |Plaintiffs et al... ..... 63 9 38
26/12] 8 L.cvverresiiienne ‘L
7| 7| 0 [October, 1843... “ . 2| 510 {Hubert, Advocite ... 51 2
218 |Valotte vs. Lanctot o weeceeccesesnsene] 92011 O |October, 1843.........] “ ..} 486! O} 6 [Divers Opposants ...| 434 4 6
219 |Scott vs. Schmoltz........ .} 29 4| 8 [October, 1843 ...|Goods ...J 26[15} 2 {Plaintiffs et al......... 2 9 4
222 Roy vs. Lemay... 31 7 8 |eeernnes JLands ...} od. seeresassenson | Plintif’s Bond.
223 |Duplessis vs. Viau.. 919} 13 Plaintiff’s Bond.
Vol.| IV. : .
3 |Globenski 5. Archambault. cod  OIAHOM iiieiiiiininearinnnes [GOOdS.
10 {Deléry vs. St. Amand.... 41118 3 |October, 1843.........|\Lands ...} 38{11] 2 |Plaintiff ......c0vueenen 311 1
16 |Théroux vs. Théroux ..... wol 71 20 6 ]... .o Plaintiff°s Bond.
17 {Primeau vs. Archambault «....c.oceeeed . 8[10]10 [October, 1843........./Goods ...] 4| 0j 0 |Opposant....cccerreere 4 6 9
19 {Rouville zs, L'Heurcnx ... | 25| 9| 8 YJanuary, 1846 ........{Lands ...} 21} 2{11 |Plaintiff ...... . 4 10 10 -
25 Larou vs. Marien ., 4 98 19l ] Plaintiff’s Bond.
37 |LaFontaine vs. Valiq eneeee] 348[15) 6 [October, 1844.........[ * ..} 344 5{10 |Divers Opposants ... 4 9 8
38 [0’Brien vs. Melancthon .oe.eeveuesreec] 100181 1 1April, 1844... |Goods ...]  8[12] 4 JOpPPOSANts ceevveerares 259
43 |Lantier vs. Giroux.... 481 7| 4 “ .[Lands ...} 48} 7| 4 [Opposants etal. ...... 5 3 4
46 |Bagg vs. Rousselle 109] 8| 8 @ revveseen ¢ L] 81017} 5 [Divers Opposants ...|Plaintiff’s Bond.
50 |Desautels vs. Wait -}4322(13] 0 [February, 1844 J o LLds2ILiL “ d 019 1
59 {Demers rs. Bautron eeie.. we] 10] Of11 iFebmary. 1844 ......|Goods ...] 9} 3| 4 |Terroux, Advocate.. 019 6
60 |DeBartzeh vs. Quellette voovvvrenneen] 3912] 4 “ weeens|LRAS s forenni]ienf e Jerreriiineniennsecensee.n | Plaintiff’s Bond.
64 {Rochelais vs. Marcotte.. 43] 3] 0 Lueeers ceviiians u“ seof vee Jooe .|Plaintiff’s Bond.
65 |Keyes vs. Reddington .. 14113{ 0 |. senssnens] O " .|Plaintiff’s Bond.
74 |Vallée vs, Régnier ... 127 6| 3 [20th September,1844} * ...] 12416/ 3 {Divers Opposants ... 210 0
77 |Lussier vs. Beauchamp T0] 4] 1 Frecereecenncinneronnnnnnad] % L
78 |Rossiter vs. Ryan...... 180| 3| 0 R N
| Wilkes vs, CaONEE wiveerererinicnnrenses] 181[12] O Luvrvrirererceirccinnnionad % +«..|Plaintiff’s Bond.
79 [Viger vs. Cousineault .. 255| 1|11 (20th April, 1844......] ¢ ..} 254 7| 2}|Plaintiffs et al......... 014 8
- 2169 o ieses|GrOOAS L]

90 (Guy vs. Gnriép{......

91 {Taylor ¢s. Smith....... 50{14] 6 |March, 1845 ..........[Lands ..} 32| 5| 6 |Plaintiffs et al......... 18 9 0
92 {Desjardins vs. Briefu...uce coveevsvenns] 15| 6| 3 May, 1844 14| 4} 8 {Plaintiffs . civrerernnenee 120
104 |Workman vs. Clarke...... July, 1844 39| 4| 8 [Opposants etal. ... .. 412 9
105 |Taylor vs. Clarke.......uee May, 1844 4 13| 1| 7 |Plaintiffs et al.. . 5 8 5
106 |Ellice vs. Archambault o . Lands ...} 208(19(10 |Plaintiffs et al.. 3°4 8.
108 |Tremblay vs. Tremblay.... 186{ 5| 6 |September, 1844......] “ ...} 184{11] 6 [Plaintiffs et al......... 114 0
112 {Froste vs Pucaud 170| 6| 8 o weensf @) 161] 0|10 |Divers Opposants ... 9 510
117 |Goodnow vs. Salls veerereel B4[1L 9 Lorvrninienne teeressvessenses| Plaintif’s Bond.
120 |Roy vs, Lemay...eeessoanee 27| 5/10 [Settled in full .

122 |Prevost vs. Leblanc ... , 27(18| 0 [September, 1844......[Goods ...} 23|14 2 IDivers Opposants ... 4 310
131 |Desrividres zs, Sax ... 175111/ 0 “ weena ] 174[194 4 |Opposants etal. ...... 011 8
134 |Molson vs. Townsend .eeveerercsineee] 13| 511 [September, 1844 .....| * ..} 8[12[11 |Plaintiffs et al......... 413 @
135 (Hamilton 8. Castonguay w...eeewenens] 142[12] 9 Loeeriiicciniiiiinnnnnnena.|Lands o] 139[13] 9 fiovvrcrerneeces sornnnnnes 219 ©
138 |Lespérance vs. Geoffrion. 368} 6] 6 feerereer o i Plaintifi"s Bond,
141 |Conolly vs. Langaedoc w.ovvrreunes 56111 7 Loeennene I - Plaintiffs Bond,
142 |Turcot vs. Demers..ee. .. 91110, 4 [November, NN ivers Opposants ..] ~ 1° 8 ©
144 (Pigeon vs. Castonguay. 55 71 0 {September, 1844......] * ..] 80| 1{10 {Opposants et dl. ...... 2 2 8
149 |{Languedoc vs. Prevoste...oe... 59| 2 GI “ weenl %L 56(19)10 Opposantsetal._,.._... 25 5 2

N
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and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Con;'z'nued.

STATEMENT
A Amount Date of Order or} Amount
£ PARTIES NAMES. ) Whence,| To whom paid. Remarks.
& received. | Judgment. paid.
£1s)d. £]sid]" £ s d
39; 5| O |September, 1844|Lands .| 37| O 1}|Plaintiff .......... 2 5 8
58:19|11 s w .| 43| 9 0 {Opposunts et al.. ceanes 15 10 11
108! 7110 INovember, 1844] ...} 495]17]10 [Opposants ...ccceruienricveneans 210 0
163 lwlwh ee. Little coeevnnneinnnnene 373 6 43 s « .} 34712)11 [Prothonotaryand Opposants| 2513 5
Vol V.
a [Froste vs, Tait ... v ’Otlinn 1845../Goods ...} 68/11] O IDivers parties.ceovvererennees 1317 7
5 |Egan us. Ditt.. 0 Lands cofe ceefeee] soe forreecnnnannnas vevesrsnrarersrarenss| El0intiff’s Bond.
M \[ull"cn’l]a vs. Carding 2 @ el e . Plaintiff’s Bond.
s [Mathewson rs, Gauthier 23.. Goods ...
16 |Chef rs. Blotecwoe.en 9 \lun.h, 1845 ....|Lands ...] 188}15 9 1 00
18 {Durion vs. Berthelot ..... 11 . 1Guods...] 9j12[11 |Divers parties.. . 018 7
19 [Plante vs. Viau....... 6 - o Lands ...} 180! 7| 4 [Plaintiff et al.vveereeriannaees 016 8
21 [Kidston &s, Cormuck 3 [September, 1844 ¢ ...}4876] 7| SHPlaintiff el alocieeeiieienene 5112 9o}
24 |Christie vs. Boisverd | S U FOUOCUURPRRU L S
23 |McCallum vs. Yinsonneault . [ 3 FUPPUURIORN I P
29 [Mathewson 3. Spence..ceecren. 12416 2 [March, 1845....] « ..} 120113] 7 [Phintiffooeiininiieiens 3 2 7
39 |Papineau vs. Cherrier ........... 1817 2 foreeerrennitonnenn| % ]rernestons)une Plaintiff’s Bond.
41 [Christie vs. Lewi 214; 2} 0 [May, 1845 e L H1m3 a1 40 14 11
32 [Mathewson vs. Hebert...... 12210 6 B w ) 120 O] 53 . 210 0
43 {Dewar vs. Williams... 10 0] 4 Lveerenenneenrenenned & wufesenicfenct oo .| Phintiff’s Bond.
44 {DeBartzeh cs. Burgault. 202118 1 R e R Plaintiff’s Bond
45 |Potit 5. PHMOAU cvveenrnvmrorsrserreon] 11| 7| 2 PMay, 1845, o] 7]13) 4 913 10
47 |Christie vs. Leslie e 71N} T2 ] L 291 311 48 7 8}
50 |Weir vs. Armour. 26} 1} 2 LN Goods ...} 1414 3 11 611
51 |McKenzie vs. Tait....... 1451| 8| 6 |January, 1846.[Lands ...JL444 3;11 619 11
53 |Christie vs. \ILDou"ull.. eve 10013 O [July, 1845.......] « .. 2011 2 2 2 0
54 BabuXeooooeereennnee] 34 8 6 L
65 |Beauchamp 5. Corbertivereruerennd 41] 21 2 “ Jdo ) 891412 1 310
66 |Bailey zx. Tate 2208 51 2 luly, 1845.......|Goods ...} 219:15)5 09 9
Lemoine ¢5. Tateoovorieversnne [ . o L] 5157 2 1 310
68 |Baby vs. Reaume.. 0 [July, 1845 ......|Lands ...] 1410] 4 41 0 74
69 |[Seminary of\(ontrcal vs. GlobensL) 199 6| 9 [30th Sept.. 1845 .. 197} 4 9 2 20
75 |Frost vs. Tate 13888119} 3 L.ecivrierirennnnnnns LR
77 |Ross s, Brayton ......... 52 9| 3 beptembcr, 18450 ¢ .. 507 7| 7 [Plaintiff e 2 18
81 |Massue vs. Chartrand.........e.ees 900 2 8 [vvreesrrerirmnennes] 6 wnilererestins reveesserseiressniseeseensorneesase| DIBINA’S Bond.
¢ |Christie vs. Gironx....... 3 \I.m.h, 1846 ] o 320130
§3 [Chef rs. Goyer..... 1t .lGoods ...} 43 1} 23ilrothonotary and Dlaintiff 011 7%
92 boulplc ws. Tuit 3 |November, 1845] « ..] 251 O} 8 “ “o 6 0 7
93 |Bailey rs. Tute... . 4 - 10} 5 s L 11411
Dupuis rs. \I"cr eveeresnrereresassions 0 T4 * "o, 011 8
a6 |DeBartzch vs Gaudreati,.....ooere} 10{14] 83
McGillis vs. Tait ......... 132174
97 |The Queen es. Babv vvorananes 1j 311
100 {Priienu vs. Trembluv 16/ 0| 6 s creseersnsssensseiserersnens| El0iNtifFs Bond.
102 |Dewar vs, Williams... 1210 6 JuIy 1846.end % o 121216 Piaintiff et al... 0 80
108 {Derocher £5. Mossier wusmereer » 13| 9}10% ‘Invcmber, 1845/Goods ...} 12] 4] 9 jAttorney........ 15 1§
112 |Savage vs. Tamblinson . 7L 1] 5 foereeseenirennennana] 2 e
116 |Colvile vs. Drysdale..... 15 1110 o lLands o eereefonef e frreseesieeans reerieseeraesssniees| BONC.
117 [McNider es. Ln]hn"lum 78|14 9 In.num"), 1846 ..|Goode ...] 78,11} 5 |Prothonotary e Alovinieiiirnns 0 3 4%
120 [Franchére zs. Lebeau .. 15 5 “iLands ...] 61| 5/10 {Prothonotaryand Opposants 21 9 0
124 [Yule zs. Scheffre............ 14} 2 [March, 1846 ....] * ...] 102111} 6 Prothonotary and Llaintiff. 8 2 8
128 |Barcelo vs. Lamare... 5 u 1w b o6t oj11 [Plaintiff et ali.iicereiiennnes 23 4 6
129 {Mondelet vs. Ekenberg .. 9
139 |Temple zs. Tait....... 7 “ _.|Goods ...} 166{10| 8 |Divers parties.....cceiseeens 96 14 11
133 |Larocque vs. Martel,, o |March, 1846 ....[Lands ...} 58]12] 4 |Crothonotary nndOpposnnts 313 8
134 {Builey vs. Tait.... 6 g o Gouds...] 77|10 9 JDivers parties ... e 1913 9
185 |Bleury es. Brysor 6 |.oereerreninenn.|Lands L. . Plaintifi’s Bond
136 {Lubbé vs. Murray..... 11 “ ...|Goods .. 89] 7} 5 Divers POrties coeeinieceneee. 17
138 {Malo vs. Lacaille.... 4 {Tuly, 1846.......] ...} 21}16} 6 Plaintiffs et al o, 19 7
140 |[Jussaume »s. Dupuis 0 [0ctober, 1846 ..|Lands ...J 114/11] 6 {Prothonotary et al. 1 8 6
142 |Lewis vs. Chalifoux ..ecueveenses 11 [March, 1846....] * ..] 47 011 Plaintiffs et al ...... 210 0
143 {Drolet vs. Peloguin ....... 3916 0
145 |Dunn zs. Catling ... 5171 0
146 “ Geers.. 9i12] 0
o Winchester 82114 6
147 |Rellogg vs. Leishman ... ceeesn | 2170107 8
149 Pinsonneault ©s. Bro;senu 218 0f 6 [January, 1847 ..|Lands ... 215(10] 6 rposnnts elal.. 210 0
150 {Delvecchio ts. Gauvreau.... 209(12| 2 {May, 1846..c0ea] e 2051110 {Plaintiff et al... 4 0 4
152 |Henry vs. Cilley ...... 11 Mnrch, 1345....Goods ...} 361911 |Prothonotary et al, 050
161 [Stevens vs. Smith.. ] 6 Jissssnrenennennnenes
163 |LaFontaine vs. Robert.. 2 v
164 |Rouville vs. Kiershaw ..., 1 Tuly 1846 .o 154(19] 5 [Plaintiff e al.. . 015 8
167 |Masson vs. Belange 6 “ ol van foeren evessranine .|Plaintiff’s Bond,
173 {Roy ws. Ciu_\'ncr 6 0 |Plaintiff ef @lovvicerienrvaennn. 21 2 6
174 |Moffatt vs, Porteous... 2.
175 |Black vs. Watson., 4\ 5 |Plaintiff et al..vioviviriiienes 4118 11
178 |Adams vs. Peddic.. 0 8 [Plaintiff et al.viierriiveerennns 2 8 4
179 |Rabertson #s. Drolet .. 8 5 |Prothonotary et @l...ecovevese 39 3
183 |Alison zs. Hill vucvivvrererereesessunees] 10 6] 9 October, 1546... Goods.. 915} 1 |Schiller Opposant 011 8
184 {Gerrard vs. Timmins .. 4 JSUTURSIRU L P oY I .| Plaintiff’s Bond.
185 |Hamilton vs. Curtis. 9 Octnber, 1846... Good>.. 29 21 9 .. 913 0
Rolland vs. Hurton .. 6 71{14{103]2laintiff et al.. . 31 3 7%
187 {Parker vs Lyman. 9 [July, 1846 ...... Lands ...f 235)19] 9 {Plaintiff .. .|Settled in full.
189 [Christie vs. Carlton... 3 o . 700 11 7 Plaintiﬂ"ctal.. 1 038
190 |McCulloch vs. Turner.... ....| 62{10] 9 |October, 1846‘.. Lands ..} 58] 2| 0 |Plaintiff and Prothonotary. 4.8 9
191 {Bernard vs. Guertin.... A 7217 4 L ] e <
193 |Gillespie vs. Connor.. o] 148] 4] 4 o |Goods ...§ 148! 4{ 4 {Divers pnrties.................Sel:ﬂed in fullt
195 {Masson vs. Rainaud.... 92| 6| 0 LaUAS odhoreeslooch ce feoesrerenssaressaresssasacsesaenerest Plaintifi’s Bond.
195 |Stephens vs. Smith...... 44 74 .|Goods ...] 43|17 4 Divers oppoennts 010 O
196 |Gilbert vs. Gould.. 35|14 3 w ] 34177 Prov.honoturyctal. 016 8
197 [Rolland 5 FACY srevrsreseesrasveensend 721 21 9 B . Lands .. 67(10} 1 |Plaintiffs et alwicniisencenns 412 8
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StaTEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of 'Montreal, &c.— Continued.

s Amount |Date of Order, Amount :
& PARTIES’ NAMES. . or Whence,| . To whom paid. Remarks.
& received. | Judgment. paid.
, £ |s|d. d.
198 [Quebec Bank vs. Downes g 29 2} 4
199 [Mallet vs. Booth.... o 45 18 8 {Prothonotary and Opposants|Settled in full.
Beauary vs. Tradea 118|18f 6 8 [Erothonotary et al, . 419 10
201 |Latham vs. Robb ...... 103/17| 6 6 [Plaintiff et al. . 10 0 0
203 [McIntosh vs. Shepherd.. 16 9/ 0 0 [Plaintiff...... ..[Settled in full.
Marcoux vs. Leroux .. 86| 7| 2 2 IDivers partics.... ..{Settled in full.
204 |Harwood vs. Hodgson... 1717 7 4 tMeredith & Bethune........., 12 8 3
Commercial Bank vs. Kelly .. 24 4] 8 ‘8 0pp |1 T Settled in full.
205 |Besupré vs. Laverdure .. 811 7 7 [Plaintiff .ooooveivinnnisirnerennns Settled in full.
Joliette vs. Dalpheons 41] 9! 3 3 |Plintiff Settled in full.
206 [Armstrong vs. Bondy 371} 8/ 6 |. ool voe Jeue Plaintif’s Bond.,
209 |Brunet vs. Lagive...... 40119} 6 «..|Plenitif’s Bond.
{McLaughlin vs. Tucker 900(18; 0 [January, 1847 3 [Board of Ordinance..........| 829 12 9
210 |Beaupre vs. Cadieux .. 36/19 93# « Goods ...] 36|19| 93)Plsintiff et al...... ..|Settled in full.
Chef vs. McDermott . 6 4110 “ “ L0 418 2{Plaintiff...... . 1
211 |Lamothe vs, Cormack ... 2 91 “ * L] 2 9| 1 |Plaindff ..... Settled in full
212 {Boudreau vs. Boudreau. 23| 3|10 ¢ “ .. 221710 [Plaintiff ef a 0
213 |Desjordins vs. Claude 30| 2| 8 “ “ .| 30| 2| 3 [Pluintiff et a Settled in ful).
Leduc vs. Spenard . 55(14] 5 “ Lands ...} 55|14| 5 [Plaintiff et al... Settled in full
214 [Grant vs. Clifford... .} 403]18| 2 o “ ..]349) 2| 4 [Opp ts etal, 54 15 10
215 |Chisholm us. D’Aou .| 112{13] 0 “ « .0 112)13] o [Plaintiff et ol.. weeeo{Settled in full.
Delisle vs. Nichols ....... 30 7 3{;# w Goods ...] 30! 7| 34{Plaintiff et al.. verveereiSettled in fuil.
Vol| VI
1 |St. Louis vs. Schmeltz veivereressceenss 12| 9| 2 |January, 1847|Goods ...§ 11| 9| 2 [Prothonotary etal....cuueer.. 1 00
2 |Cleland vs. Tirains . 19] 6] 4 B « ..} 19| 6| 4 [Meredith & Bethune. .|Settled in full.
Platt vs. Allison ....... 9|17} 6 “ “« .f 917l 6 [Prothonotary et al.... ..|Settled in full.
3 |Turboyne vs. Grantham... 19] 6/ 6 “ “ ] 196 6 Orposnnr.s etal.,.. «|Settled in full.
Jones vs, Compstock .... J 529] 8 3 o Lands ...} 529( 8| 3 JPlaintiff .....cccoererererereenee|Settled in full.
4 |Cartwright vs. Monk covervresranrnane 6052117} 6 Foovicirisarioannd  * L
Ordnance Board and 8. Gerrard..... 500|,0| 0 [January, 1847 Lands ...} 500 0] 0 IS. Gerrard........eeervveennnns|Settled in full.
5 |Seminary of Montreal vs. Globenskif 156]11] 6 [....cecoeeeicnanns . ’
McLaughlin vs. Tucker 59 91 6 “.
6 |Ferrier zs. McGill..... . 2|0 “ “ ..] 113} 2! O JPlaintiff........ resennsnesenses|Settled in full.
Larocque vs. Pion ... 5 8 * “ -
7 |Mailhot vs. Berthizume 17| 6
Gillespie »s. Hester 3| 9] 13 ..|Settled in full.
8 gye vs. Tayllo;nl-l. 27 16 g .{Settled in full.
ingham vs. Bellanger . 4|15 IPlainti R
9 |McNider vs. Bellingham... .. J1562(16| 2 ff's Bond
Gauthier vs. Martin 43| 9] 7
10 |Dorion vs, Antrobus...... . 5/14| 3 |. O
Molson vs. Weatherly.., ] 5 1 5]. .|Goods ..., i
11 {Bezudon zs. Hamilton e o (Susp.) feersefonf ve S ded Case.
Robert vs. Meanier coe.edvuerveeceses 117 5H..eene ..|Goods ... -

We certify that the above written Statement is correct, and corresponds with the returns made by
us to the Court of Queen’s Bench of the District of Montreal, to the several Writs to us addressed as Sheriff
of this said District, up to this 16th day of March, 1847, inclusive.

(Signed,) . BOSTON & COFFIN,
Sheriff,

Sworn before me at Montreal, this 1st day of April,
1847, by William Foster Coffin, Esquire.
(Signed,)  Cmas. D. Day, J. B. R.

We, the Joint Prothonotary of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench for the District of Montreal, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true Copy of the Statement and Account of Moneys received and paid
by the Sheriff, for the District of Montreal, from the 27th day of December, 1846, to the 16th day of March,
1847; the original wheréof was deposited by the said Sheriff in our Office, on the first day of April, one
thousand eight bundred and forty-seven. )

Given at Montreal, this 14th day of April, 1849.

MONK, COFFIN & PAPINEAT,
Prothonotary. .

~
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StateyENT and Account of all Moneys received and which are in the hands of John Boston
and William Foster Coffin, Esquires, Sheriff of Montreal, from the 16th day of March,
1847, and of the payment thereof since made, rendered according to the requirements
of the Provincial Act, 6 Will. IV, cap. 15, intituled, * An Act for making regulation
respecting the Office of Sheriff.”

Amount | Date of Order or Amount

S PARTIES' NAMES. . Whence, To whom paid. Remarks.
fe received. Judgment, paid.

=

£is)d £s|d £ s 4
o .

12 [Pothier £s. FOuther vu..vveumeseennns...]9053| 0] 8 {383]‘ 6‘3‘"‘&;‘;‘5’} Lands ...)s0931011 fopposants et al......! 58 9 4
17 {Badgley es. Bistodeau ....ouuevereer| 721118] 6 120th October, 1842..[ * ... 658 9,11 {Pluintiffs et al ..... 63 3 7
39 |Beaupr¢ vs. Dalpé ... . 2 {20th October, 1842,..] * .| 141} 2! 8 Orposnntsel al...... 1 5 4
40 {Lionais vs. Duclos 8 “ “ Wl e s JPlaintitty” Bond.

42 [Bank of Montreal vs. Dertin ........ 24s(17| 4 {gg:{; ﬁ:‘lg:gf “ } 220{14| 6 [Divers Opposants ...| 19 210
* [Christic vs. Lanoux........... 128] 4| 2 [20th April, 1844 .| “ ...l 124{11{10 {Opposants et al. ...... 312 2
43 (Perkins vs. McCaffrey.. O[11] 6 foervorerunrurenrrrevennnns[GOODS oo,

51 |Papineau vs. Boisverd..... 84| 1| 2 {t7th June, 1842......|Lands ... 82| 5| 2 [Phintiffs et al. ...... 216 0
54 |Paradis rs. Curtier ........ 65001THY cvervirriiversnenrennens * wnbiiifod v b [ Plaintiffs Bond.
56 {Beaupré vs. Désilets, 4] 6] 1 foverrrennninnnensnienennn[GoOds ...

60 [Ellice vs. Lepitre ...... 19] 6| 8 [8th October, 1842 ...[Lands ...| 16[ 4] 3 [Phintiffs ... 2 35
64 {Lespérence vs. Dufresn 173| 3| 2 |30th November, 1844[ ¢« ..| 170] 8} 2 [Pluintiffs et al. "...... 215 0°
82 Mclntosh vs. Kurezyn..... 831117} 2 [20th February, 1843 * ... 829 7| 2 |Plaintiffs etal. ..... 210 0
27 {DeBartzeh rs. Plamondun A4 U L ¢ -

48 Bertrand vs. Massé ......ovuens 73| 9} 5 {20th February, 1843 ¢ .| 70[19]113]Plaintiffs et al. ...... 29
106 |Torrance vs. Bolton... 260|13] 5 Fooveerervrnrrnmvrnvenne] * eininied v Lo v Plaintift’s Bond.
107 [Crepaud vs. Lapierre 32(12] 6 f20th February, 1843 « .| 31| 7| 6 JDivers Opposants ... 50
108 {Dorion »s. Barcelo ..... . 1720 00 0 Boevenecvereccrcenienn] 7 widieinfe v b Plaintiffs Bond,
114 {Wurtele rs. Kurezyn .o.vvvvereeennen J1711] 41 8 §30th May, 1846 ......] *  ..[1711] 4| 8 [Plaintiffs et al .|Settled in full.
119 {Robert vs. Scheffre ... 133[14]10 f14th June, 1843 ...... “ ...} 127{10{ O Divers Opposants ... 6 4 8
121t {Colville rs. Bryson 65(16] 2 f12ch April, 1843......; ..} 61(12| O fPlaintifts et al. ...... 4 8 0
128 [Martin vs. Leduc ........... 211} 0] 0 {20th Febrnary, 1844/ * ...} 202{17] 5 [Divers Opposants ... 8 2 7
132 |Buchanan ¢s. Muckay . 845012] 5 |s1st May, 1844 ......0 * *.J 86| 6| 2 I0Opposants ............|Plaintiff’s Bond.
162 {Cousinegu zs. Cloutier....coveennnnen. ] 25(17) 0 f20th July, 1843 ......0 * ..| 23| 8| 6 JOpposants . . 2 10 0
166 |Keith vs. Griffin ... TTCTTRTN 8| 0 Roth June, 1843......; * ...[1508[18] 6 |Pluintids., . 7 22
169 |Frothingham 2s. Nye ...ocovvvenneeod  32] 81 2 fl4th June, 1844.....f o 26] 7] 9 gPluintiffs etal. ... 6 0 6

. . § June, 1843, and “ “

184 |Limoges rs, Delagrave ...............} 616} 6] 0 {Fcbruury, 1844.} 612/19| 0 370

191 {Deléry vs. Joassim ...........
192 |Desrividres vs. Blanchard
205 |Robert vs. Schefire ........
206 |Benoit vs. Chapdeleine ...
210 [Roiveau vs. Roiveat..c..uiiens,
213 |Brunesu vs. Parent ..
215 |Morehouse vs. Benoit ..
218 |Valotte »s. Lanctot ..
219 {Scott vs, Schmetz  .......
222 |Roy vs. Lemay veeeerenecerennnes
293 |Duplessis vs. Kair ooooovvvereviinnnenn.
3 |Globenski vs. Archambault ........| o{14

teisesseesrnrerarsrinianans

20th October, 1844...] * ..] 11911 6

20th October, 1843...] ** ..} 157 2/ 6

19th October, 1843, . * ...} 49(11] 8 JPlaintiffs et al.

October, 1843...uee..| oo 11519 5 [Pluintiffs et al. . 63 9 3

{30th June, 1847 « ) 2612] 8 [Opposants & Atty ...|Settled in full.
0 51 2
6
2

Divers Opposants ...[Scttled in full,
“ 9 1 9

. 2 9 8

=

October, 1843.,. Hubert Advocate ...
October, 1843... Divers Opposants ...| 434 4 6
« a Plaintiffs et al, ...... 2 9 4
«voo|Plaintiff’s Bond.
vereeenseenes 1ot Plaintiff’s Boud.

Goods ...] 26113
.{Lands ...}, .
[

rro gevreran

.Goods

arres

€3O = D 0D O TGO AL A
o

10 |{Deléry »s. St. Amand ....... 41118 JALands ...| 38{11] 2 |Plaintiffs...ceeeininnnn. 311 1
16 |Théroux vs. Théroux .. 71} 2] 6 1S DO SRR PO RO N . Plaintiff’s Bond.
17 |Primeau vs. Archambault . ...t 8loj10 reennnelGoods ...l 4} 0| 0 {Opposants . 4 6 9
19 |Rouville vs. L'Heureux ...iovreeene] 25| 9] 8 {Tanuary, 1846 ......[Lands ...} 21| 2|11 |Pluintiffs... 410 10
25 |Larou vs. Marien ............. [:J8 FFUUURTOOIIPUIRTRRURS IR INUN NRRDE POVl DO (PP PPPPRT N +«eo|Plaintiff's Bond.
37 |LaFontaine s, Valiquette . 6 |October, 1844.........] ¢ ...] 344| 5{10 |Divers Opposants ... 4 9 8
38 [0'Brien vs. Melancon ...... . 1 |April, 1844...... AGonds ..}  s12] 4 [Opposants ......uu... 2 509
43 |Lantier ¢5. GirouX ....oovevveneennen.] 481 71 4 [February, 1844 ......|Lunds...] 53{10} 6 [Opposants ef al. ..... 5 3 4
46 |Bagg vs. Rousselle .. 100} 8! 8 jApril, 1844....c.el L] 81017 5 favers Opposonts ...|Ptf’s Bond for bal.
50 |Desautels vs, Wait ,.... 4322(13{ 0 [February, 1844 1 “ v 019 1
59 {Demers zs. Bautron..... 10| oj11 @ Tw 4 [Terroux, ddvoeate . 019 6
60 |DeBartzch . Ouellette . 4 “ “ .|Plaintiff's Bond.
64 |Rochelais vs. Marcotte 0 “ou «|Plaintiff’s Bond.
65 |{Keyes vs, Reddington .......... 0 .|Plaintiff’s Bond.
74 |Vallée vs Regnier ....... 3 44 210 0
77 |Lussier zs. Beauchamp ......... 4

78 |Rossiter vs. Ryan.. 1)

« | Wilkes vs. Caonet........., [L) RSP LN (SRR IO (P P [ETTIOR TTTTeN ..\Plaintiff"s Bond.
79 |Viger vs, Cousineauls ..., 255| 1|11 |20th April, 1844......] ¢ ..| 254] 7| 24fPlaintitfs et al......... 014 8
90 |Guy zs. Gariépy ... “2| 6] 9 fovenen ererenneniiiinn|Goods L. i

91 {Taylor vs. Smith ..., . 501141 6 fMarch, 1845 ........ 32| 5| 6 |Pluintiffs et al.........|Settled in full,
92 |Desjardins vs. Brien ......... 15 6| 3 [Muy, 1844 ... 14] 4] 8 [Plaintiffs..occoeneee, 1t 20
104 |Workman vs, Clarke . 4317 5 [July, 1844 | ¢ L] 39] 4] 8 [Opposants et al 412 9
105 [Taylor vs, Clarke.... .... 18] 4[10 [May, 1844 .. o 13| 1] 7 |Plaintif¥s et ul........ 5 35
106 {Ellice s, Archambault ............... 6 B . .|Lands ...| 208}19]10 [Plaintitfs et al......... 3 48
108 |Tremblay us. Tremblay ............... 6 [September, 1844......0 * ...| 184]11] 6 {Plnintiffs et al......... 114 0
112 (Froste rs. Pacaud..... . 8 |September, 1844...... ¢ ..} 161 o[t0 Divers Opposants ... 9 510
117 |Goodnow vs. Salls . 9 L] ] e e, Plaintiff’s Bond.
122 |Prevost vs. Leblane . 8l 0 “ oo ..|Goods ...[ 23{14] 2 IDivers Opposants .., 4+ 310
131 |Desrividres vs. Sax .. 5/11] 0 [September, 1844......0 ¢ 174{19] 4 {Opposants et al....... 011 8
134 |Molson vs. Townsend | e 131 511 e g ] 2sf14) 2 [Plaintifts et al, . 413 0
135 |[Tamilton vs. Custongue ..., 142(12{ 9 o i veeenfLands ...| 139{13] 9 o Y ereean 219 0
138 {Lespérance vs. Geoffrion.... J368) 6] 6 foore verviinninnnnininnn] ¢ il i L . ..|Plaintiff’s Bond.
141 [Connolly rs. Languedoc.... dB6[I] T Lervnnreiicnnnnnncn ol v e A Plaintits Bond.
142 {Turcot vs, Demers ...covveevvurreens 91l10{ 4 « .. 90} 2f 4 {Divers Opposants ... 180
144 |DPigeon vs. Castonguay.... 550 7| 0 “ .| 30} 1]10 {Opposants et ul. ...... 25 5 2
149 |Languedoc vs, Prevost.... 591 2/ 6 “ L) sehigjro ] e Ll 2 28




L 91

StaTeMeNT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.— Continued.

. Amount [Date of Order or Amount

% PARTIES' NAMES. Whence. To whom paid. Remarks.

= Received. | Judgment. paid.

£ |8l d . £ [s]d £ o5 d

150 |[Johnson 8. Leishman...eeeerernnennd 39 5| 9 [Soptember, 1844(Lands ...} 37| O MEPIInGf ovvervinirnnvesniennns 25 8
151 |Binghamn vs. Séguin . 58[19/11 woou w .. 43| 9] 0 [Oppusantset al., .oovvvererene] 15 10 11
155 |Mills zs. Thompson c.eeecvvernereeeenne] 498[ 7{10 [November, 1844 * ...} 495/17|10 [OPPOSANLS wevurerserssnnsonese 210 0
163 |Freligh vs. Little veeenrennrenenneenn ] 373| 6} 43 “woow % ..} 347[12{11 Prothonotaryand Opposants] 25 13 5
Vol V.

2 [Froste ts. Tait cevverers verven . os2i 8| 7 Jeath Jun., 1845./Goods ...] '68[11] O [Divers partics .....ceeernnn] 18317 7

5 |Egunvs. Pitt........... RIRRI7010] 02 FOUUURRRPRPRRING ) 71111 CINUNN FOPN O0% IS, AP OPPpR .{Plaintiff’s Bond,
* {Mangenait s, Cardinal 481110 v e el e e [ Pluintifs Bond,
8 |Mathewson vy, Gauthier..... 4[19] 24.iiiiiininen. jGoods Lo .

16 [Chufus. Blot wocviennnees 97 March, 1845 ...[Lands ...} 188{15| 85:iLlnintiffs ez al, 100
18 |Dorion vs. Berthelot ... “ o« |Goods ..] 91211 [Divers parties —enr 018 7
19 [Plamé ws. Knireoooe. 6 « o« ALands ..} 130] 7| 4 {Plaimiffs etal. woiiiiienie. 016 8
21 [Kidston vs. Cormack ........ 3 ISeptember, 1844 ¢« ...14876| 7| 5§ Plaintiffs et al. ......ccneennl| 5112 0}
24 [Christie vs. Boisverd RI0 0 BN RPN . )

28 {McCullum us. Pinsonncuult 9 Loverierinnens oo

29 |Muthewson s, Spence, 2 |Murch, 1845 ,..| ¢ 13 . 32 17
39 |Papinean vs. Chevrier ... 21 RSN B e e .[Plaintiff's Bond.
41 |Chiristie v, Lewts .., 2] 0 [May, 1845......] . 7 40 14 11
42 |Mathewson vs. Hebert 1961 » o L . 0 . 210 0
43 04| « K L0 ROURY O IS .- { Plaintiff's Bond.
44 18] 1 &« C e s e e e DlRintiEPs Bond.
45 |Petit vs. Primenu. 7] 2 [May, 184 J o« ..b 7(13] 4 |Prothonotary and Attorney 9 13 10
47 |Christic vs, Loslie. R e L) e ) 29) Bt “ “ 48 7 8}
50 |Weir vs, Armour... 112) « » ..|Goods..] 14{14] 3 “ “ 11 6 11
51 [MeKenzie vs, Tait ... 3| 6 [fanuary, 1846...|Lands ...[1444] 3|11 [Phintiffetal. ....coveuree. 619 N
53 [Christie vs. McDougall 13| 0 [Tuly, 1845 .....| ** ..} 20111 2-IDivers purties ..cerirnnenn] 20 2 0
54 Babux ..... 81 6 forerevrnnes o] ¢

65 |Benuchnmp #v. Corbenu ooeeinenann] 411 20 2] ¢ o o Ly 390141 2 1 310
66 (Bailey vs. Late. 2201 5( 2 July, 1845 .......[Goods ...] 219(15] 5 09 9

“ [Lemoine v THIC toveensiennaes o] 516[11 0 ) ¢ .o, “ .| 515 71 2 1 310
68 |Buby vs Renume wvevemeoveororeeroened] 551111 0 July, 1845 ......iLands ...] 1410} 4fPlaintiff ..........0. 41 0 7%
69 |Seminary of Muntreal ¢s. Globensky| 1991 6| 9 [30th Sept., 1845 « ...] 197] 4} 9 [Plaintifferal. ......... 2 20
75 |Froste vs. Tate...., [ 1 FOURROR: B . )

77 |Ross vs. Brayton .., 9| 3 |September, 1845}..cveveven.] 50| 7] 7 [Plaintiff ..

81 [Massuc ¢es Chartrand 2 8 o “ JOTPRRTPRN IV PN PO RTPPOURTI

* IChristie vs. Giroux .. 10; 3 {Mareh, 1846 ...} * ...] 32 11 O |!'laintiff et al.

83 [Chef vs. Goyet.... 12l ) o« s L |Gonds ...| 43| 1| 2};Prothonotary an

92 |Semnple vs. Tait 1} 3 |November, 1845] ** ...} 251} O] 8 “

93 [Builey »a. Thit.... 5 4 “ B « L] 197110] 5 “

¢ Dupuy vs. Vigor ...coeeen 19| 0 “ oo Lands ...| 155 7| 4 “

96 |DeBartzch vs. Gandreau.. 14] 8} @ Goods |

AMeGillis vs,_Tait ..., 74 “ooou Lands | - L . L -
97 {The Queen vs. Buby . 3 . .3Goods R
100 {Primean vs Tremblay... veerereren | EANES L Feen|oref s Lorerenniaes v | Plaingiffs Bond.
102 |Dewar vs. Williams... Tuly, 1846 ... * .| 12f 2| 6 |Pluintiff et al . 08 0
108 ]Derocher vs. Messier ... $|November, 1845|Goods ...} 12} 4} 9 JAttorneys .... . 1 5 1)
112 [Savage vs. Tamblinson April, 1847...... Goods ...} 7| 1} 5 JAttorneys ...... Settlod in filll,
116 [Colvile vs. Drysdale... [ A . JLands o] e b, ond, -
17 [MeNider vs. Bellingham... i{Tanuary, Joe 5 [Prothonotary etal. ........l - 0-3 4}
120 {Franchére vs. Lebeau ., woow “ ...] 61} 510 |Prothonotaryand Opposants| 21 9 0
124 {Yule vs. Scheffre ...... March, 1846 ...|. “ ...| 102/11} 6 {ProthonotaryandOpposants| - 8 2 3
128 |Barsulous vs Lamaire w o w261 011 [Plaintitf et @l oives e 23 46

129 |\ondelet »s. Ekenberg resserecsnsennne
130 jSemple vs. Tait .......ee
133 |Laroeque vs. Martel....,

134 |Bailey s Tait ......

58!12| 4 IProthonotaryand Oppusants) = 3 13 8

135 |Bleury vs. Berger RPPRRURRRRIRNY | 471,11 E RN Plaintiff’s Bond.
136 |Labbé vs. Mureay ..., 1 W Goods ...} 89] 7| 5 [Divers parties 17 68
138 {Vlulo vs. Lacnille .ooveenes CMTuly, 1846 ... ¢ L] 21]16] 6 [Phintiffs et al. ...............[Settled in<full,
140 |Jussaume zs. Dupuis weesenee] 116 0 0 JOctober, 1846...|Lands ...} 11411} 6 Prothonotary et al. 1 8 6

"

142 [Lewis ps. Chalifuux
143 |Drolet v, Peloguin
145 [Dunn es, Catlinga...

Murch, 1846 ... ...} 47) 0j11 [Plaintiffs et al, 210 O
; ’ . ..{Plaintiff’s Bond,

e voefimraactone] sos hioers cereaan

v

146 vs. Geers ... 9(12| 0 o .
" vs. Winchester 82114 ve raness "
147 [Kellogy vs. Leishman .. 217{19] 8 |30th May, 1846] ¢ ...J 212[17} 6-1. Donegani ...oecvernrneene,

3 2 2
.iSettled in full.
e 4 0 4
Prothonatary et al. ......... 0 50
[Plaintiffs et al. ...............|Settled in'full.

5
H
9
5
2
5
9
1
]
9
6
1
LY
0
1
0
0
]
[}
8 6
149 |Pinsonneault rs, Brosseau 6 Munuary, 1847..] « 7] 218| 0l 6 |Opposants etal. ...
150 [Delvocchio ve. Gauvrean.. 209112} ¢ | Vay, 1846 ...) ¢ ...) 2051110 |Plaintiff et ol ...
152 |Henry es. Cilley o oveieinnnes 1 1
161 [Chipman ¥ Smith .., 8 8
163 |LuKuntaine rs Robert.. 0
164 [Rouville vs. Kiershaw ... 1
167 | Musson vy, Belangor .. [
173 [Roy vs. Chenier ... [
174 |Moffatt vs, Porteous a
4
0
8
9
4
9
6
3
9
4
0
4
3
9

March, 1846 ...{Goods ...} -361 9|1
oo Lands ...} 109] 6
[

ek

TP TR TITLITI T

Tuly, 1846 ......| ¢ ...| 154119) 5 [Plaintiffs et el ..c.oonninns, 015 8
0% ARG JOUUOS FUS DO OOy .| Plaintiff’siBond.
“ L) 43)°8] 6 [Plaintiffs eral .............../Settled inifulll.

seereens

July, 1846

175 |Black vs. Watson.., 209{19| 4 |Tuly, 1846 ......|Goods ...} 168] 0! 5 |Plaintifetal, .. 41 18111
178.[Adams va. Peddie ..., 191 . oo« LJd1e[12] 0| Plaintiffetal. ... 2 8 4
179 {Robertson ve. Drolet ... ‘4312 e LiLands ...] 40] 85 fProthonotary et al. 3 9 2
183 [Alison vs. Hill ....... ‘10| 6 October, 1846...(Goods ...{  9]15] 1 [Schiller Opposants... 011 8
184 |Gerrard vs. Timmins 7 " o] Lands ...} 7731 11.4 IDefendant ......covees Settled in'fall.
185 | [Tamilton »s. Curtis.iooieerns 138)15 w wo e ) oog] 21’9 [Plaintiff et ak 918 0
« Rolland vs. Hurton ... J.102]18 “ “ « ) '7114] 103 Plaintiffs et al. 31 3 7%
189 |Christie »g. Carlton 71 2 wooon wo L) 70 107 (Plaintiffs et al, ..., 108

Plaintiff and Prothonotur. 489

190 [McCulloch vy, Turner.. oow “ g 158

191 |Buisverd vs. Guertin ..

GO 42 =
-
=

“{21st April, 18477+ ) 72 Divers parties ..o ooeens

195 |Vasson »s. Ruinaud, 92| 6] 0 feerees PO BTN SR N iaeeens st Plaintiff’s:Bond.

«  |Stephens vs. Smith 44| 7 October, 1847...|Goods .| +43117] 4’ [Divers Opposants ............ 2010 0

106 |Gilbert vs. Gould... 35(14 w ow “« o .34|17 7. |Prothonotary et al. . 016 8 ,
18 72] 2l 9 buvevrccirereeinnend] @ L1 168110] O [Plaintiff et alireiiiinnieeennd 4712 8

)
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StateMEST and Account of all Moneys reccived by the Sheriff of Montreal;, &c.—Continued.

R Amount |Date of Order or! Amount N
& PARTIES® NAMES. Whenee,| ] To whom paid. Remarks.
= Received. |  Judgment. paid.
d £ =) d £ s 4
198 |Quebec Bank s Downes weeeevereed 4 |October, 1847...[Lands
199 |Beandry rs. Trudeau ... 6 [Jannary,1847.../Lands ...} 116{19] 6 |Prothonotary et al. coerenn. 119 0
901 |Latharn 5. Robb weeeveeas vevueemarercns 6 “ - « ) 93117] 6 [Plintiffs et @l eeeeeeeceeeened] 10 oo
204 {Uarwood #s. Hodgson ... ooee 7 “ o= “ L 1TE) T |Plaintiffs et @l ceeeeennnno e Settied in full.
206 |Armstrong rv. Bondy 71 8] 6 |ecvrrererreenne we el ¢ L Lnieafen] ee Plaintifs Bond.
209 {Brunet rs. Lague w...... 40{19] 6 “ o] o Plaintiifs Bond.
o {\cLaughlin vs. Tucker ... 900]18] 0 “ - « .. 71} 3] 3 |Board of Order ceeveemneveee..] 82912 9
212 {Boudreau rs. B«mxlrenu . 23} 3,10 “ “ “ ) 22017110 [Phintiffs et ol o........... - 06 0
214 [Grant vs. Clifford 318 2 . oom * ) 349] 2| 4 |Opposants et al. 54 15 10
vol.{ VIL
1 {5t Louis o, Schmeliz. eeuanne. 12 9} 2 LYanuary,1847...[Goods ...} 11} 9} 2 IProthonotary etal. ... 1 00
4 {Cartwright rs. Monk .oeeooveeneen[6032[17] 6 LFuly, 1847 ... Lands ...J1783]16] 5 |Plaintiffs etal. ..... .| 4269 1 1
5 |Seminary of Montreal vs. Globenskil 156{11] 6 JApril, 184‘ ...... L] 154) 1] 6 |Phintiffs et al. ...veeeenenee. 210 ©
« McLaughlin es. Tucker ... 96 « " .
6 {Larocque rs, Pion.......... SlEf o w ¢ L1071 518 HPlaintiffs et al ...veeserrenenSettled in full,
7 |Malhiot ev. Berthisume ... 71 6 January, 1847..) « .l 5[19] 2 JAttorney's coceeeeevecseionnen. 618 4
& |Bingham vs. Bolanger. ... 23]15] 6 o v [P Plaintitf’s Bund.
9 |\eNider os. Bollmnhnm....‘.....-. 41562]16] 2 “
ot {Gauthier z. Martin...... 431 9] 7 JApril, 1847, Goods ...} 43. 9] 7 [I'laintiffs «|Settled in full
10 [Dorion rs. Antrobus 5i14] 3 I24th July, 1847|Gouds ...} 514! 3 |Plaintiffs Settled in full.
Molson rs. Weatherly..... 5] 1] 5 Joth Apnf 1471 ¢ ] 501 7 JPlainiffs Settled in full.
11 {Robert v«. Meunier .. 417 537tk Apnl 1844 “ ) T SHPLintiffs  seveeens ceerenenann[Seettled in full.
12 (St Julien rs, Séguin 35;10| 5 ¢ ] 35110) 5 jPhintiffs  ..eeevereeeneinn]Settled in full,
« [Clarke rs. R_vdcr ..... 23113 5 “oow ¢ ..] 2313] 5 |Plaintiffs .|Settled in full
13 [1.aurin zs. Cousineault 187]12] 3} w o rands ) 187012] 3YPlaints et al .. oo oo Setiled in full.
« |Fortier os. Denaglt o.eonaneiinne, 2{18] 0 .ueereeereveneeensn-|Goods
14 [{Bro Rienton . 62) 6/11 f21st April, 18471Lands ...] 62| 6111 |Divers parties ...cceernitoeo|Settled in full,
« (Varin vs. Jones ... 70|10} 6 oo “ ] 56) 6] O JPhintiffs et al cvvevcrieneee] 14 4 6
15 |Fruaser vs. Derouin 9]13|10 “ " « b 913110 JOpposants . ..{Settled in full
Musson vs, Brodeur 126] 4| 1 {July, 1847 o) 381 9] 6 JDivers parties ..o 87 14 7
16 {Lemuinc 5. Burelle.. 79115) 4 JApril, 1847, ¢ Ld 71] 9f Sifilintifs et ol ... 8 510}
fTutchins ve Mazurette 241 3L} ¢« L Goeds .. 24l 3.1 i Settled in full,
17 {Hiluire vs. Lambert.. Blaps ] o« e L] 345 fSettled in full,
Poirier rs. Morin . 139[16) 8 | « ¢ elLands .. 139016 8 Settled in full.
18 {Kierzkowski rs. Lospnrxu‘-ce . 91114] B} “ Goods .| sshal s 36 1 5%
Junes vs. Compstock . 514 4]10 ceenseenLands oo, Plaintif’s Bond.
19 |{Waticr vs Demers v 151 6] 9| « Goods ...| 15) 6] 9 |Plaintiff Settled in full.
Hall zs. Harnois .. 119 3§ + o w1 9] offPlaintiffs.. ...... eeveens[Settled in full,
20 (Lacaille vs. Lacaille.. 143 7| 3| « weeeeo|Lands ..| 128] 6|11 |Phintiffsetal. .... ........] 20 0 4
11 {Brazeau zs_Major .. 47) 81 93] ¢ ¢ . Goods ..f 4213111 [Ulaintifs et @l cvervrrennn] 414 5
Tartre rs. Frenay........ 30i11] 3l..ccierneriernnenna.|Lands
22 {Bonneau vs Brosseau .. .} 65] %] 6]July, 1847 * ] 63] 7| 6 Plaintiffs et al. .. ............;Scttled in full,
Fontaine vs. Dalpé ..c.oeveeeevnnenen.. . 100{14)10 April, 1847, ¢ L] 86i18] 6 [Plaintiffs ef ). aueuevireenen. 1318 4
23 |Fitzpatrick vs. Bourret . ..... 11} 8} 4 23rd April, 1847\Gonds .| 11{ S| 4 JOpp etal... Settled in full.
Brien es. Fair .« coveivieenens 26) 1 3{ “ “ “ L) 2601 3% Plaintiffs...... ~eten Settled in full.
24 |{Brunet vs. Lague........ 6| 0| 21 “ “ o 6l 0} 2 Att.ornc\'s . .Settled in full,
Viger vs. Lacombe ..... HEICE B “ “o. HEINE reneenenrensnstSettled in fulL
4 155 8j 0 " “ |Lands ..} 148| 9] 5 [’lmntxﬂ'sclal. vt sererssesnas 618
Berthelet ¢s Pepin ., .......... g 59111 6 “ “ ] 59)11] 6 |Plaintiffs. Settled in full
Cuthbert es. Lavoire .. 157}10] 3 B “ “ L] 119) 3011 Divers parties ... ... 38 6 4
Lefebre vs. Charpentier .., ... 29113 4 “ " C L 24 9] 2 IPlaintiffs et @l .....nueevaenen 5 4 2
27 [LeBlane vs. McKenazic....... 4 “ " “ L 205 41 4 JPlaintiffs et al. ....eerseneon.Settled in foll
Marchand vs, Bisset.. 6 i " L] 1H16) 6 JPlaintiffs et all ...eveeenee.nSettled in full,
28 [Johnson Proulx ceeceeane. HE:] “ " L 71 7 8 IPlaintiff oeinienen. .|Settled in full,
Globensky »s. Gagnier . 4 21 4l10 “ “ “ 21} 4]10 Plaintiffs....... .[Settled in full.
29 “ rs, Felion .... 21} 4i10 “ " . 21} 4/10 {Pluintiffs et al. e veee) Settled in full
“ 5. Normand.... -] 211 410 “ “opoe w21 4110 [Phaintiffs et gl ..oeveneene...[Settled in full,
30 {Marchand vs. Brosseau .... 513] 2] 6 “ “ « .1 513] 2] 6 IDivers parties ... veenns|Settled in full,
31 |Larocque ws. Meunier ....... 139114) O “ “ « .. 136] 0] 3 JPlrintiffs et al. ... . 313 9
Bradbury vs. Cutler.......... 23| 9| 4 B “ |Goods ..] 23| 9! 4 |Plaintiffs............ .{Settled in full.
32 |tloward vs. Boudreau ... 832}11{10 Lands ...} 125/17] 6 [Divers parties... cereenees] 706 14 4
« |Lamothe vs. Kenworthy ............. .] 606]13] o % ..) 606113) 9 IPlnintiffs et al. ........eee.. {Sottled in full.
33 {Merizzi vs. Boulé ..... g 1507} 7Y Goods ...} 15] 7] 74fPlaintiffs....... eorerenenanse oe[Settled in full,
35 [Giraldé vs. Lacoste 176| 7] 9 Lands ...} 176] 71 97|Divers parties ..... .|Settled in full.
« |Roy s, Lamarric 53[10} 6 “ . 53[10 6 [Plaintiffs...uceiieinnen. .|Settled in full.
36 [Compt zs. Smith ........... 3| 8j10 wof 31 8(10 JPlaintiffs.ciucuiiceneniinnenen... ISettled in full,
« llobson vs. Radiger ........ 9|1 4§ « v ... ) 911 4 IPlaintiffs Settled in full.
7 {Smith vs. Fournier ....... 0/13] 93
38 |Campbell vs. Bun"crford tone 23] of 0 23| 0| 0 |Plaintiffs.... Settled in full,
« (Fraser vs. Snmmerb) 90{18| 0 . 731 3] 6 Divors parties ... 1614 4
39 {Marchand rs. Brosseau 332(11] 0 weens %] 332111 0 . . Settled in full,
Armstrong vs. Godin .. 200130 0g e L1« ) 20{18] 0 lentlif Settled in full,
40 |Elliott vs, Elliott ...... oj1sl 0] « “ el ] 0[14] O |Plaintiffs.. 1Settled in full,
41 |Beaudry va. Turcot ... 274 6] 4Yeeriiiirnniniannnd
Armout vs. Gunnerman ............ .| 57] 9f 6] « « 57| 9} 6 |Opposants Settled in full,
42 [0strout vs, Jones ......uu.. 92) 7 5] 4 o« Bond.
Kay zs. Evans ....eneee 46120 6 « 46) 21 6 veene]Settled in full.
43 {Mackay vs. Pickle .. 6/12| 6 “ L] o eigle veeees|Setiled in full,
Renaud vs. Franchére,....... 5{17| 2 “
44 [Mackay vs. Green ......coueeee. 11410} 6 “ ..l 11110} 6 Plaintiffs.............c...........|Settled in full
Ermatinger vs. Gmnlhmn . 41l10} 3 1... “
45 [Footner vs. Guerin ....vveuueee..., 1j10] 1 “ .} 110) 1 JPlaintiffs....... .[Settled in full.
Lefebre bs. Byers ...... 35| 8] 2 ol 35] 8] 2 |Plaintiffs........eoeiiereennenaSettled in full
46 |Bingham vs. Goderd 46] 3110 Luvvveriecicranens Lfmds
Lafleur vs, Theroux 5319134 « ¢« ... ] 53] 9] 3 [Pluintiffs....eneerniinenneene..[Settled in foll,
47 |Freligh vs. Baker., | 86118) 3 [eeceerireaennennn, Lxmds
Scott vs, Globenski e 75]18100 July. 184: ..|Goods ...} 75)18]10 JDivers pm-ucs corsnnceensaes|Settled in full.
48 |Cheff vs. McDermott 5 weereojLands ...l 41]19(11 [Plaintiffy et al. ceeed] 10212 6
49 {Delery vs. Darveau ...... I BT 5412] 1 {Plaintiff ....... .oe...oeoeennnSettled in full,
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StaresENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

S Amount |Date of Orderor] Amount -
& PARTIES’ NAMES. Whence. To whom paid. Remarks.
B Received, ]| Judgment. paid.
£]s)d L £]s|d £ 8 d
Delery zs. Daout 21{14| 1 Muly, 1847.......[Lands .| 21{14] 1 [PlRintiffsen...cveereeeecren. -.{Settled in fall.
50 |Vallee ts. Drolet 12444| 3| 3| « o« L..] 4« ,.|2444] 3| 3 |Divers partics.eeereesereesves{Settled in full
Jones vs. Whitney 2821 0f 0 |... «creruerenrenssd “
51 |Pigeon os. Brock ... 20 5/06] « < .« ..l 295 0]Defendant Settled in full.
Beaupré vs. Cadicux . ....... 2921 30| ¢ ....f ¢ .| 292] 3] 0 |Divers parties .....ceeeeee...[Settled in full.
52 |Darche rs. Gregorie ... 15/14] 83« o« L]« | 15[14] 8HOPPOSANS ..cvereneeeesesne.n.|Settled in fall.
54 |Belanger vs. Leduc ..... 35{14] 8] <« ....[Goods..| 3514] 8 |Plaintiffs..ccccere cereonvenee..o|Settled in full
O°Neill rs. Anderson 56/17| 0 Lands
55 |Watkins z8. Glen.....vee 18/18| 4] « 4 ... s 2818 4 |Plaintiff.ceeeeseeecicreneseoans Settled in full
Cyr rs. Rocbrune.... 70013/ 6] « « .. « ... 7013] 6 |laintiffs et Gl wereren-.....] Settled in fall
56 [Christic vs. Shedden .. .| 49(13] 8 “
Roy vs. Sarrazin .... ] 150 21 34 o« ...lGoods..] 15| 2] 33 O&eosnnt and Attorney ...|Settled in fall.
57 {Vennor s, Fraser . W ST 3O e L e L 57] 3] 0 |Plaintiffs....ecieeencisiereseeens|Settled in full.
Deléry os. Marcellin eveveervaannnnne. 236/16j10 | «  « _....Lands
58 |Bx 3. Boire 62[10] 6 LU FOUIEN DU IS Bond.
Papincaa vs. Buch 675/15] 0 [verers sreemaenn]
59 |Armstrong rs. Chenevert .......... -1 ol1l0 “
60 |:.aporte vs. Coiton ... 32| 8f 2 Lo veveennes bemens “
Eager vs, Douglass . 198] 9| ¢ “
61 [Christic zs. Denault... 13(17] 8 “
B rs. Gibeau 271 6] 6 L cecrrnvenerernnns ol
62 |Montmarquet rs. Gibson..... 120] 4] 0 Los secvreronrenneedd 9 feee aloe] oee TClaintiff’s Bond.
Sauvageau vs. Laberge.... 52|17] 4 “
65 |Laframboise os. Viau . 140{ 5[ 6 “
66 |Christie »s. Gamache . 10| 7} 0 “
Masson ts. ROy ceeeireances 54| 0; 8 “
67 |Beauharnois vs. Daigneau .. 62{16} 0 “
Deléry vs. McDonald ... ...... 411 7 “
68 |Deléry vs. Fontaine..... 414| 7 “
69 vs. Neven.... sreveenes] 5| O] 8 “
. |Teta vs. Langellier ...ceeveeeenrenvnaee. 116{18! 6 “

We certify that the above written Statement is correct, and corresponds with the returns made by us
to the Court of Queen’s Bench of the District of Montreal, to the several Writs to us addresssed as Sheriff,

up to this 20th day of September, 1847.
(Signed,) BOSTON & COFFISN, .
Shesiff,

1847, by William Foster Coffin, Esquire.
(Signed,) Caas. D. Day, J. B. R.

We, the Joint Prothonotary of Her-Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench for the District of Montreal, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true Copy of the Statement and Account of Moneys received and paid
by the Sheriff, for the District of Montreal, from the 16th day of March, 1847, to the 20th day of September,
1847 ; the original whereof was deposited by the said Sheriff intour Office, on the 1st day of October, one

Sworn hefore me at Montreal, this 29th day of September,}

thousand eight hundred and forty-seven.

Given at Montreal, this 14th day of April, 1849.

MONK, COFFIN & PAPINEAU,
Prothonotary.



Srareyest and Account of all Moneys received and which are in the hands of John Boston
and William Foster Coffin, Esquires, Sherift of Montreal, from the 20th day of Septem-
ber, 1847, and of the payments thereof since made, rendered according to the require-
ments of the Provincial Act, 6 Will. IV, cap. 15, intituled, “ An Act for making
regulation respecting the Office of Sheriff.”

Amonnt }Date cof Order o Awmount Remarks,
g PARTIES” NAMES. Wherce To whom paid.
B received. Judgment. paid. Balances, Bonds.
=
£ s} d £ s d. £ s 4
20th Aprilz
12|Pothier os. Foucher. ....... rereeneeresfJ033} O B g Oand 20th & {Lands ...[8994[10.11 [Opposunts et al...... ...u...n. 58 9 &
) ct., 1843,
17|Badgley #s. Bistadeau,..... 721[13] 6 f20tk Oct, 1842 * ..} 658 9,11 [P’laintifls et al... eereoas 63 3 7
38|Beaupré . Dalpée +everen 112[13 2 [ooch Oct, 1542} « ..} 141] 2| 8 Jopy ¢t al 1 4 4
40| Lionais vs. Duclos, coeeeveeennn. J137) 1} 8 - - “ woo {PLaintifly’ Bond o0 seerirveeens
20th April
42|Bank of Montreal rs. Perrin,.........] 24817| 4 g and 20th “ .. 22914} 6 IDivers opposants ........ .... 19 210
Jurne, 1843,
« (Christie zs. Lanoux....... 128) 4| 2 f20th April, 1844.) ¢  ...] 124{11/10 [Opposants et al........ areres 312 2
43{Perkins rs McCaffray, .. 4 o6 Gonds ...
51| Papi s, Boisverd, 84} 1§ 2 [17th June, 1842, Lands ...} 82| 5! 2 [Claintiffs et al....... . 216 0
54{Paradis rs. Carticr, evvvvveennerenenasen] 6591TITE e .. Plaintiffs Bond.
56/Beaupré vs. Desilets, 461 LcceniiiiiineenndGoods L
60|Elice rs. Lepitre. e...... 19| 6| § ISth Qct., 1842..|Lands ...} 16| 4| 3 |Plaintiffs. 2 385
64|’ E~pernnee vs. Dufresne, 173| 3} 2 j30th Nov,, 1844.| * ...} 170[ 8} 2 {Pluintiffs et al.. 210 ©
87[DeBartzch rs. Plamondon. 43 1111 .
08/Bertrand vs. MassGueeenvenevereneeneene] 73] 91 5 P20th Feb, 18431 ¢ L} 70i19{113 Plaintiff e aleciciceercearanas 2 9 6
106/ Torrance rs. Bolton, 13| 5 . - Plaintiff"s Bond.
107|Crepeand vs. Lepire, 12; 2 [20th Feb., 1843.f *« ..} 31| 7| 2 lDivers opposants.............. 1 50
108{Dorinn vs. Barcelo, .. 72| 6{ 0 |.... e S Phintiff"s Bond.
119{Robert vs. Scheffre, 133(14 10 J14th June, 1843, « ..} 127]10] O [Divers opposants......e.e.e.. 6 4 8
121{Colvile rs. Bryson, 65/16] 2 J12th April, 1843, ¢ ..} 61[12] 0 |Plaintiffs et al.......... . 4 80
128| Martin rs. Ledne, 211} 0] 0 [20th Feb, 1844 ¢ ...} 202(17] 5 |Vivers opposants...... 8 2.7
132|Buchanan vs. Mackay,.. 8451121 5 3tst Muy, 1844 ..} 86| 6 2 |Opposants., Plaintiff's Bond.
162{Cousineau vs. Cloutier, 2517 0 §20th July, 18430 = ..} 23/ 8/ 6 “ oo 210 0
166]Keith re. Griffin, ..... 8] 0 J20th June,1833. ¢ ...}1508)18| 6 |Plaintifis.. 722
169|Frothingham zs. Nye, .. 8 2 Nath June, 1844, ¢ ...] 26| 7| 9 |laintiffs et al.. 6 0 6
June, 1843, .
184|Limoges vs. Delagrave, .eocecvcnnen. G16{ 6 0 3 and Fcb.,g LN I 1) {1 1) “ LR eereannens 3 70
1844......
191|Deléry vs. Joassim, eeveevvveiereennen] 517 1L .o reese soness| Vlaintiff’s Bond.
205{Robert vs. Schetire, 166) 4! 3 J20th Oct, 1843 *  ...J 157 2 6 |Divers opposants...... 9 19
206! Benoit zs. Chapdeleine, ... 521 0] 8 N19th Oct., 1843 ..} 49|11 & [Plaintiffs et al.......... 2 9 8
210 Roiveau ee. Roiveau, .. 179 2| 8 JOctober, 1843...0 ¢ ...} 115[19] 5 [Plaintiffs et al....... 63 9 3
215 Morchouse rs. Benoit,..... 7| 7] 0 JOctober, 1843... ¢ ..k 2[ 5110 JHubert, Advocate.............|Plintitf’s Bond.
218( Valotte vs. Lanctoty...niveien 920111] 0 JOctober, 1843...] * ...} 486] 0! 6 [Divers opposants .c.cceveeeee| 434 4 6
219]Seott vs, Schmetz, . veerssnnenies] 201 4| 8§ v .Goulds f 260150 2 [Flaintiff et al...oveasenenees 2 9 4
229/ Roy vs. Lemny. 3178 Leeeee L o] wee Leee v e Phintiff’s Bond.
228/ Duplessis 75 Viat, wecveenne 9119) 14].. Plaintiff's Bond.
Vol.JIV.
3iGlobenski vs. Archambault, .........]  0f14j10 . |Goods ...
10| Deléry s, $t. Amand, 41018] 3 Lands ...t 3sh11] 2 {Plaintiffs....cceeenne . 311 1
16/ Theroux vs. Theroux...... TH 26 I [ PN .|Plaintitf’s Bond.
7{Primean »s. Archumbault, ... J o 810i10 [October, 1843.../Goods ...} 4] 0] 0 [Oppoasant w.eeevereiens 4 6
19|Rouville vs. L'Heureu, ..oovveeeeene | 23] 91 8 Liunuary, 1846...|Lands .8 21] 2111 |Plaintiffs.. 41010
25|Larou vs. Marien. ..vceennne 9819 L O FU JN T FOSpeRrTI .| Plaintiff"s Bond.
7|LaFontaine vs. Valiquette,. 348(15] 6 JOctober, 1844...] * ...} 344| 510 |Divers opposants........ 4 9 &
38/{0"Brien vs. Melancon, .. 1013 1 fApril, 1844......|Guods ... §{12] 4 [Opposants coueeviervivranececns 2 59
43| Lantier vs. Giroux, 48] 7! 4 [February, 1844./Lunds ...} 53[10] 6 {Opposants etal. . ...... 5 3 4
46|Bage 5. Rousselle, 109] 8] 8 fApril, 1844......] * ...) 8117 5 [Divers opposants...... {Plaintiff's Bond.
50{Desnutels rs. Wait, .. 4322113] 0 fFcbruary, 1844, ..04321 11411 [Divers opposants ... 019 1
59{Demers vs. Bautron, 10] 0'11 “ « [Goods ...} 9 8] 4 JTerroux, Advocate . 019 6
60| DeBartzeh vv Ouellette, vovannnn. 39(12{ 4 “ o |Lands ..t L] veen..| Pluintiff™s Bond.
74{ Vuliée vs. Regnier, ..... 127] 6] 3 J20th Sept., 1844, ** ...} 124]16] 3 [Divers (pposants... ......... 210
77|Lussier vv. Beaucharp, 1110} 4 |... v een [ .
78{Rossiter vs. Ryan, 180 3| 0 veene] M e
«1Wilkes rs. Cuonet, ....... 18112 0 Loreens T oS PO [P Plaintiff’s Bond.
79| Viger vs. Cousinesult,..... 255 1|11 f20th April, 1844, % ...} 254 7| 24{Plaintiffs et al....... 014 8
90|Guy vs. Gariepy, ceeeeees RINGHETI EOOROTURoo Guads ... :
92{Jesjardins vs. Brien, ceeeeees] 15] 61 3 [May, 1834 .l o 14f 4] 3 [PInintifs i, 1 20
104) Workman vs. Clarke, e A30T] 4 Huly, 1844 L ¢ o] 59| 4] 8 [Opposants et al 412 9
105{Taylor vs. Clurke, ... e oo} 18[ 4ft0 Poay, 1844 L] ¢ L 13 1] 7 [Plaintiff et al... 5 3 5
106\ Eifice vs. Archambault, .......... 46 o L.....|Lands ...] 208[19110 jPlaintiff et al. 3 4 8
108 Trembluy va. Trembluy, covenne.s 5! G [September,1844 | ** ... 184{11| 6 |Plaintiff et al.. 114 0
112|Froste rs. Pacaud, . 6l 8 - . ¢ L.] 161] 0j10 |Divers opposants ... 9 510
117|Goodnow ws. Salls, [R1IEUIE SO Plaintiff’s Bond.
122/ Prevost vs Leblane, 71181 0 B s |Goods ...} 23l14] 2 |Divers opposunts ............. 4 310
131{Desrivieres vs. Sax, 51114 0 i i w3 174)19] 4 [Opposants etal.... 011 8
134{ Molson rs. Townsend, 3] 511 “ “ “ L. l’Exinliﬂ'x etal....... 413 0
135{HIumilton vs. Castonguez, . ..... 12/ 9 s « |Lands ... 219 0
138; Lesperance s, Geoffrion, .. 368| 6| 6 . o «o] Plaintifi’s Bond.
141[Connolly s, Langueduc,.. a6/t 7 |... o - .. [Plaintiff”’s Bond.
142| Turcot rs. Demers, ........ 91{10{ 4 November, 1844, * Divers opposants .... 1 80
144/ Pigeon v¢ Castonguay, 55| 7| 0 |September,1844.[ ¢ Pr s et al. 2 5 2
149{Languedoe 7o, Prevost, ] 59] 21 6 o “ “ . " .o 2 2 8
150{Johnson vy. Leishinan,..ovnieeann] 89| 5/ 9 . “ “ .. 37 0 13{Plintiff......... 2 5 8
151|Bingham »s. Séguin, weee] 581911 " " « ) 43 9 0'fOpposants et al ............... 15 10 11
155/ Mills vs. Thomy 4981 7110 [November,1844.] *  ..] 49517110 [Opposants cecoveiririnreninnnes 210 0
163 Freligh vs. Little,eeeveerviinerinneenaens 373} 6| 44 " “ “ ..] 84717111 [Prothonotary and Opposants 2513 5
Vol.|V.
9| Froste vs, Taity...... ceeeese] 820 8] 7 [29th Jan,, 1845./Goods ...J 68]11f 0 [Divers parties....eceerenreies] + 13 17 7
5 Egan vs, Pitt, ... recevenensd 225010] 0 Joeecrieeriniennne...|Lands ..|Plaintiff"s Bond.

.



StaTEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

s N Amount |Date cf Order or| Amount
& PARTIES® NAMES. Whence.! To whom paid. Remarks.
= received. | Judgment. paid.
£ {std £ |sfd.
Mongenait vs. Cardinal, ........ 48{11{10 Lands . Plaintiff’s Bond.
8{Mathewson ve. Gauthier,owveercereen]  4[19] 28] ceveereeivernerenn|Goodls ..
16{Chef va. Blot, weeeeecerennee. 18915] 97} March, 1845 ...|Lands ...} 188{15] 8 |Plaintiff et al....een ........... 100
18|Durion vs. Berthelot, . 912j11 “ “  _.|Goods..] 8[12]{11 IDivers parties...... SRR | 018 7
19 li].ume €8 Vil ceveereeemrarnececrmesee] 131] 2] 6 [ «  _.|Cands .. 130] 7| 4 [Plaintiff e¢ al........ . 016 8
21{Kidston rs. Cormack, .... 928! 0] 3 [Se ber,1844.] *  ...[4928 0! 3 |Plaintiff ¢t al......ouveee.....|Settled in full.
24(Christic zs. Boisverd, waeesoeeceemeene 11211 |.... “ o
28|McCallum ve. Pinsonneault, .........] 1/ 0] 9 Lo
29| Mathison zs. Spence, «.eecuveseneenne.] 124)16] 2 | March, 1845 120[13} 7 PIaiDtfT erersrereseerersersasens 3.2 7
39|!'apineat rs. Chenier, cvvvvcvevenieenn]  18:17] 2 [VMarch, 1845 ...|Lands ... . Plaintiff’s Bond.
41iChristic o8, Lewis, cevereeeseceseueeeee] 214 21 0 [May, 1845 ..+ ] 173] 7] 1 [Divers particseeosemeresreree 4014 8
42| Mathewson e, Hebert, veeeeeesscreee. wlel « « ... « _..J]120]0] 5 |Divers PATtieS.ceersensriaresens 210 0
43|Dewer vs. Williams, ... o 4 “ o .. Plaintiff's Bond.
44{DeBartzch vs. Burguult, 18] 1 [May, 1845 .. “ oL Y .|Plaintiff's Bond.
45{Petit vs. Primeau,... 2] & . 4 IProthonotory ct al..... . 91310
47|Christie vs. Leslie, . nupa o« o« oL 11 “ e 48 7 8}
50{Weir rs. Armour,.... el « « ... 3 « e rresnernn 11 611
51|McKenzie »s. Tait, ... 511 3; 6 |Tanuary, 1846... 11 IPlaintiff €t @liceceereeecenenes 619 11
53[Chrstie ©s. McDuugall, ... 40/13] 0 [Tuly, 1845 ......| *. .| 20/11] 2 [Divers partics.ceecsrererecarss| 20 -2 0
54/Christie rs. Babeux,......... | 54} 8! 6 [Tanuary,1848...{Lands ..} 35i11f 2 {Plaintiff ef alu.cverervecnere. 1819 4
65/Beauchamp es. Corbean, cevvenrieeef 41} 2)-2 “ w . v .] 38914] 2 IDivers partics.. eevnee 1 310
65{Builey vs Tuit 220 5] 2 |Tuly, 1845 . 51 « “ rreeonee 0 9 9
“ inse os. Tait, SIGILH o f & 2y « “ 1310
68|Baby ts. Reaumey.cerecervecsiasercenee] 55{11] 0 & w6 43 Plaintiffs....... g 4l 07
69{Seminary of Montreal vs. Globenskil} 199! 6| 9 |Scptember, 1845] « .. 197 4| 9 |Plaintiffs et al.....overusrensnc] 220
75|Froste vs. Tait, o...... reevrenen3888119| 3 LTanuary, 1848 .| ¢ ..3871{11} 0 {Opposants and Others....... 17 8 3
77 7| 7 {September, 1845] * .. 50| 7| 7 |PIAIntiff .ccverecerrserorennne 2 1°8
81 2| 8 SO Plaintif’s Bond.
“ 10| 3 |March, 1846 ... « ..] 32| 1| O [Plnintiff et alv.erorererereenss 7 93
93 i}« T« lGoods..] 43| 1| 24 Prothonotary and Plaintiff. e 7
92 11 3 |November,1845.] « ..[251{ 0] 8 © “ 6 0 7 -
93 5l 4 e w |« l197)0] 5 o “ 11411
5/19] 0 “ % |Lands...] 155| 7| 4 “ “ 011 8
96 14 Sii o« “ lGoods ...
“ 7 4 “ “ |Lands ...
97|The Queen us. Buby, 3l Goods ... .
102{Dewar vs. Williams,....eeuee.. 12(10| 6 FTuly, 1846 ......[Lands ..} 12| 2| G {Plaintiffs ¢t @livserscarseriren ¢ 8o
308{Durocher vs. Messicr, cvveee. 13| 9]103|November, 1845|Goods ...] 12| 4| 9 JAtOrneys evees wevvereerennn 15 13
116/Colvile zs. Drysdale, eeoesserencsnere] 15| 1110 |January, 1846 ..|Lands ...] 15| 1{10 JOpr Settled in full.
117|MeNider vs. Bellingham, .cooeneee] 7814/ 93 Junuary, 1846. « ..} 78l11| 5 |Prothonotary e al........... 0 3 4}
120{Franchére vs. Iebeau,... 2i15 5 @ w .|« .| sl 510 |Prothonotary and Opposant 21 9 0
124{Yule vs. Scheffre, ...... 14| 2 [March, 1846....] * ..] 102[11] 6 [Prothonatory and Plaintiff.| 8§ 2-8
128{Burselow vs Lamarre, slaf e w o« Y2ad] 5| 5 |Plaintiff et al...eeeessesenss.(Settled in full.
129|Mondelet vs. Ekenberg, ol 7] o« L]« ..] 162] 3{10 [Opposants ceeereereriersureenns| 117 18 9
130 i«-mple s, Tu‘i\tl. e 1411 o “  ..|Goods...
133} Larocque vs. Martel, cenraseeennse] 621 Gl O “ « .iLands..] 58l12| 4 {Prothonotary and Oppos 313 8
135 me“"yl vx, Bryson, coceees cevvenmenens] 17010 6 “ “ oL L “db PR SUPURRY JO "T}'.O.p?onl':l Pluintiff's Bond.
136{Labb¢ vs. Murray, 90[t7{11 “ “ .|Goods ...} 897 5 [Divers parties....cieessas von 176
140} Jussuume vs. ))‘llpul& seseeses 116] 0 0 |October, 1846...|Lands ...{ 114]11] 6 |Prothonotary et al........... 1 86
142|Lewis vs. Chalifoux, «eeereese 49{10]11 |March, 1846 ...| * .| 47| O[11 |Plaintiff €f thereerrerroarrennn|, 2 10 0
143 39)16 0 anuary, 1847 « | 39)i6] 0 |Plaintiff ef al..................,[Settled in full.
145 ST 0 fovcvererrvens vennind| ¢ L]
146 . I 0 Lvieviiirnecenennaad % L
“ [Dunn vs. Winchester, coivvvecnicecseas] 891141 6 foovrer coreevvecsnend] ¢ ...
147|Kelloge vs. Leishman,... 217(19] & [May, 1846 . 17l 6 3 2 2
150|Delvecehio vs. Gauvreau, woogiI2 2 ) & e 11{10 4 0 4
152/Tenry vs. Cilley, vovveernens - o] 370 a1t {March, 1846.... 19[11 0 5 0
163|Lal'ontaine £s. Robertyieisimecsececasn] 28] 11 2 L. vevevvenserennne..{Lands ... .
164{Ruwville es. Kinchan, ... 5 1 [uly, 1846 v .. 154019] 5 {Plaintiff ef al.....cocvevnvnens 015 8
167 \asson zs. Belanger, 6 forvreer vovornvnnnnnd] % L
173{Roy ws. Cherrier, ...... 6 LLARP B
174]Moffatt vs. Porteous, 2
175|Black vs. Wutson, . q1liglt Goods ...
178/Adams vs. Peddie, 19100 « « .. ¢ .| 1612] 0 {Plaintiff et al......... 2 8 4
179|Robertson os. Drolet, wovieceeen | agfial g} w0 lLands..| 40| 3| 5 |Prothonotary et al.... 3 93
183} Alison zs. Il ...... cesseeesee] 10| 6| 9 fOctober, 1846...(Goods ...]  9]15] 1 [Schiller, Opposants........... o1 3
185{Hamilton vs, Curtis,... 38!15( 9 “ « iLunds ..] 29| 2| 9 |Plaintiff etal.... . 913 0
Rolland vs. ITurton, ... 102]18] ¢ . « % L] 7114{10}{Plaintiff et al. 31 3 7}
189|Christie s, Carlton....... < ril el s “ o .o L] 7ol 1) TTPhintiff et al. 1 0 8
190|McCulloel vs. Turner, ooeeeee J o 62it0] 9 “ w 1w 1 6210l 9 IPlaintiff et af. Settled in full.
195{Stephens ve. Smith, ..ooeee o] 44 7] 4 " ¢ ...1Goods...] 43|17] 4 [Divers opposants ..cc..eeerss 010 0
196|Gilbert #s. Gouldy..eveeseeessisicenneen] 3514 3 " “ 0« .. 84{17] 7 {Prothonotary et al............ 016 8
197|Rolland vs, Facey, ........ | sl 2o . o . iLands ...l 67/10] 0 [Plaintiff et al. 412 8
198|Quebee Bank vs. Downes, 29 ol 4 « w e
199 Benudry vs. Trudeau, ..... 11818 6 [January,1847...{ * ...} 116{19] 6 |Prothonotary et al e o
201| Latham es. Robbyeceniiiirerninncnneenn 103017] 6 “ w 4w 1 eslis| 6 [Plaintiff et al 10 0 0
206] Armstrong #5. Bondy,..ceeieieroneeenn] 371 8] 6 “ w e L. Plaintif’s Bond.
209 Brunet vs. Lrgue,..... 6 l.. el @ . Plaintiff's Bond.
“ |McLuughlin vs. Tucker, .......... of « «w .| « .} 71| 5 3 [Board of Ordnance...... 829 12 9
212]Benudrenu vs. Buodreau, wevveevreese. 10 “ « . lGoods..] 221710 |Plaintiffs et al 06 0
214{Grant vs. Clifford, ..cvceereerenenne.a 403{18] 2 “ « . |Lands ...] 403{18| 2 {Plaintiffs ez ! Settled in full.
Yol.|VL
1{St. Louis rs. Schmeltz, 2 {Tanuary,1847...[Goods ...] 11| 9] 2 |Prothonotary et al 100
4|Curtwright vs Monk, .. 6 [July. « ...|Lands ...J1783(16| 5 {Plaintiff ot al. 4269 1 1
5[Seminasy of Montreal vs: 6 |April, 1847.n| ] 154) 1] 6% “ 210 0
s MeLaughlin vs. Tucker, coes veeviee o 591 91 6 Lerivereverenrcvrnnns] @ o) ’
7| Mnilhot vs. Berthiaume, veveeeeernned  12]17) 6 [January,1847...0 « .| 12[17] 6 |Prothonotary and Attorneys;Settled in full.
8|Bingham rs. Belanger,.....cos.s 5l 6 = Phintiff’s Bond.
9| McNider vs, Bellinghum, LI I | Bond. = -
13| Fortier vs. Denault,... . 2(18] 0 {October, 1847...[Goods...]  2(18] 0 [PIaintiff evceecrarererscsrranens[Settled in full,
14[Varin vs. JOUCS, ceerererncsecssennnsenes]  70[10 6 |April, 1847......JLands ...} 70|10] 6 [Plaintiff et al.... .|Settled in full

G
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StareMENT and Aceount of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

R Amount {Date of Order or| Amount
£ PARTIES NAMES. Whence, N To whom paid. Remarks.
< received. | Judgment. paid.
£ |s}d £ Isld. £ s d.
13{Masson rs. Brodeur, ... 126] 4; 1 LTuly, 1847 ......|Lands ...} 1260 4 1 IDivers parties..... .iSettled in full.
16! Lemoine rs Burelle, .. TG4 fapril, 1847 - 71 9‘ J} Plaintiffs et al. .. 8 5101
18! Rierzkowski re. Losperance, -ooow. | 917140 sif " 55113 37 0 pnosants oo e 36 15
LJones rs. Compstock, . S 10 L. SR o0 s Plaintiffs Dond.
20/Lacaille. rx. Lacaille, 143 71 3 ‘\pn] 1\4: w0 L] 130010 4 ’].untxﬂ\ clale ceeeenend 5T 11
21'Brazean vs, Major, 3 Goods ...} 4211311 “ e 41405

Tartre es. Frenay.

a'Fontaine rs. Dalpd, ...] 8616} 6 IPlaintif et al,  aeeee.eenna| 1318 4
25'Chalotte v, Blanchette, . e L M8 Ui S5 Phintifet al ceuveerernenn.] 618 7
26iCuthbert rs. Lavaie,.. . L RINBUAL IDivers parties, soveere...] 35 16 4

* |Lefebvre rs Charpentier, “ ] 23] 9 2 IPhintif et al. ... 54 2
31jLaroeque o<, Meunier,. * ] 136] OF 3 IPlnintiff et al......... 313 9
39tloward re. Bondrenu,.. Lands ....831 (19} 6 [Divers partics....... 012 4
arlsmith v, Fournier. .. Goods ...

2 Freaser rs. Summersby, . . weeseodLands ...! 811 610 “ B eeneeenee 911 2
41{Beaudry rv. Smart, .. g2 4} G HJunuary 1848, e L 202 "] 44 Plhintiffand Opposants,| 2 4 0
42!0steraut ra. Jones, avueva.. 9“‘ 71 5 JOctober, 1847, Lands .o.p - 27138 IDivers Opposants .........] 64 13 9 Bond.
43 Renaud rs, Franchere,.... 2
44| Ermatinger r. Grantham, . [ O IPlaintiffs 2 @l.esnneeseen...[Settled in full,
16! Lefebrre rs. Byers, ..... . 28 [UUTORRUTUUUUIURN IOUURRTRRRR ooy poes e BNl vevverann eeevninnssnnanenesealSettled in full.
« Bingham v Godard, 10 . 310 |Pluintiff . .[Settled in full
47 i'rv:-'ll rs. Baker, .. 3 < . 33 I Plaintiff .. 12 3 0
4S(hcf vs. MeDermutt, ... 5 . R L1 IPLiintiff et al, 10212 6
S0tJones rs. Whitney, .. 0 O {Plaintiff et al. Settled in full,
34{0°Neill v, Anderson, 0 7O PLaintifF . .[Settled in full.
56,Christie r<. Shedden, ., 3 3 IInintiff . verennnnesnatNettled in full.
57[Deléry rs. Mareellin, .. 10 il 7 [Plaintiffet al......... 160 0 3
581Bounean rs. Bowie, ... G 2 Plintif et al. 74
|Papineau v Buchanan, . W 0 5| 0 [Ulaiutiff et al.... .1Settled in full.
SufArmstrong vs, Chenevert, | 01 N
tojLaparte rs, Coiton, 8| 2 !

o [Eager e« Douglas, 4 A 4 IPIAINHT coreeens cevvenrennnSettled in full,
61[Christie rs. Dunau, e 3 o S [Pluintiff . .[Settled in full.
62 \'nntm'quu(‘t ra, Gibson, . 0 ¥ 8 [Plaintitf . 5 7 4
* [Sauvageau s, Laberge, .. 4 . . 4 [Ulaintiff ..., o6 50
65\ Laframboise rs, \’i.-u, G Lianuary, 1848 .} .3 140| 5] 6 {Plaintiflf et al, Settled in full.
66,Christie rx. Guinache, ., 0 Ou.ubu'. N-x, ‘ w108 T O PLndfr .. .[Settled in full,
= Masson w5, Roy, woveee, 8 L 22019) 8 IaineiT ... . 110
37 Beanharnois rs, Duigeneau, 0 Thow A 62060 0 Plintif et al ..., “Settled in full.
= Deléry es. McDonald, .. 7 .o
S rs. Fontaine, .. 7 “ o
69 rs. Neven,... 8 w o,
¢ Tétu vs. Langellier, ... 6 [Tanuary, 18481 « I 91113110 Ipivers Opposants ..o 25 4 8
70! Nolseux rs, Foueot, 4 Ot.tuLer 1::4, . Goods ...! 54130 4 IPhintiffs ez ol ... .Settled in full.

Rivet s, BDereeron, 74 ot 1613 74 “ “ Settled in full,
71jHurtean vs. Guyon, 3 Octohcr. 184 3{13| 3 |Plaintiff . ....... JASettled in full,

« [Jucubs es. Render, 10 “ 37510110 |Plintiffet al ... ...........[Settled in full,
7alMercier v, ])ufrc:nc, . 44 “e 1 osjioj 4 oo veenn 14 18 0
73{Leduc vs. Mallette, ........... 0 “ow « .| 68| 0] v [PiniutiF et al, ..{Settled in full
74|Kershaw s, Dyer, .. 2 “ o« Goods..j 2162 [Plingfr . cereneefSettled in full.

lnrb.xquu s, Gmmhnm, 0 “ “ IL:m(h 4618 0 IDivers partics fSettled in full,
75/Sweet vx. Brownlee,, 4 o G LAGuods o 1) 4 4 [Plaintiff ... coufSettled in full,

Armstrong rs Godin, s “ s Lands o 19017 8 {PIaintiff evveeeeeneereeneen.iSettled in fulll
76| Vallée v, Guv, 2 “ “ L. Goods ...

«Michette vs, s3irard, 8 o« Lands 1T 28 8 IDivers partics....eesee.n.. [ Settled in full.
771iColvile rs. Forbes, 0 - oL e L) 113010) 0 [Opposunts ... ,bculvd in full
‘¢ |Robly s, Mal-burg, 14 ¢ LLIGoods ...l O} 9] S [Oppesants ...... .| 010 5%
78{Bonneau zs. Gibean, § o« lands..| 69)16] 4 [Plaindilf .,..... 115 4
79| Whitney rs. Hinckley, 0 “ ¢ aGoods ...l  9i19| O |Plaintiff .... Settled in full.
«[Brewster rs. Bautron, .. 11 . ¢ JLands .o 320 201 [Pluintiffer al.. Settled in full.
fo{Marchand ve. Bro~~cau 1 “ o L A1) L [PlaindfT et al,. ..|Settled in full,
s1iSherwood vs, COté, ...... 6 ¢ e lGools ...
|Brennan es. Schmeltz, 0 Tnnu:\r) 1848...[ cands ... 67118] 4 IDivers partirs...ccveeerenes] 4 12 8
82|Bertrand vs. Brosseat,...ue.uvveennann]  55]17] S Ou.touer, 184. * L T 8 oo Settled in full.

Robert rs. Meunier, .....cveenneen.oe.| 38] 6| 2 W ) 3214 2 {Plaintiffs et al, 4 512 0
$3{Lalonde rs. Bissonnette, 4315 6 “ “oL ] 33125] 1 IDivers parties . W 100 5

[oughton v, Dydle,... 966| 0] 9 s “oe L] 966) 0| 9 Plaintifts ef ul, ..[Settled in full.
84|Roy vs Cartier, ........ 54{14f 6 oL ] 54{14) 6 fDivers parties. Settled in full,
85{Lespirance vs. Mount, 28! 7 o " “ o, o] es/ 718 .- o .'..ettled in full

“ L'\rucquc rs. Sézuin, ... 20} 6| 0 “ oo L) 20060 “ “ ......\otlled in full.
§6|Bank of Montreal re, Bigelow, . 11110] 7 o “LiGoods ] T10] T JPlaintiff weuerieeireeens
¢ |Gauthier zs. Martin, ... 257] 7] G . “L.jLands ...] 25511710 [Plaintiffs e
87|Globenski vs, Robert, . 8l 7 oo 8i11( 7 Jllaintiff ....oovcereree
«{Noiseux es. Urbin, ...... 4013 7 o *ow * ] 40013| T [Plaintiffs et al, rlSettled in fall.
88| Perrault vs, Gaudron, ... 271 50 6 oo L) 27| 5] 6 [Divers partics. veeofSettled in full.

Phillips vs. Gougeon, . 1317] 5 ® % IGoods..] 13(17] 5 [Plaintiff .... .[Settled in full.
89/0rr vs. Lynch, coevernrnnns 2013 1 “ o w lGoods ..b 20013 1 [Plaintiff ....... Settled in full.
Macfarlane vs. Falue_) 53118 3 Wanuary, 1848...{Lands ...} 50| 2| 9 [Plhintiff et al ...... 315 6
90|Renaud vs, Wilson, . 269f 911 L..cvvrnenens 1Goods ...
Alsopp vs. Hunt, . 33} 6] 4 .|Lands ...
91|Ross rs. Wickstead,. 17] 9| 6 $ e e fereneinniiniiniicivaniiesen. [Plaintiffs Bond,
Dufresne vs. Courcelles, ... 10i10f 4 JOctober, 1847.../Goods ...] 10/10] 4 {Divers parties. Settled in full.
92;McKenzie rs. Jamiesun, . e 67113] 6 tJanuary, 1847...Lands ...} 64| 3] 6 |..eeeunrennnnns el 310 0
Dickson vs. McEwan, . venennd]  8LBEO “ “o]
93{Drolet vs. Phaneuf, ... .. 77200 e L] 32| 4] 6 JOuimette and Sicotte......| 44 17 6
94|Roy vs. Giraldi, ..... 70|14} 0 [ETTYOTIPPON I
951 Anderson vs. Hagart - 6 81 9L cererererernnnane|GoOS L.
96{Bingham vs. Thauvette, ... 37 Lands ... ..|Plaintiff’s Bond,
. vs. Villeneuve,... 24 L .{Pluintiff’s Bond.
97 “ s, Clarke, «....... 92 “ .|Plaintiff’s Bond.

*[Mongenait rs. Dénommée, 52 o eresrersresseninens Plaintiff’s Bond.

98|Ellice vs, Teclaire, voveneene L
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StaTeEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.-— Continued.

s _ Amornt |Date of Order or, Amount )
& PARTIES NAMES. . Whence. X To whom paid. Remarks.
= received. | Judgment, puid. . R
o £]s|d £]s|d.
Ellice vs. Q 1, 6'13| 6 Lands....|
99, gn:ll;e;"t ts. }.\Ilc}{m:ce, ......... . l‘l:l 1:5. g Jnnu‘x:.ry, l;&t?... Gtx)ds ) 11 l(’-i g gi}'crfsﬂ:pnrtics .................. Settled in full.
antell 3. Homie sl . (: V11141 SOOI S i
100/Calsile vs. Blanchtie, 35/ 2| 0 ) Bt Do,
Molson vs. McLaughlin, ... 81711 w w _ lGoods...] 8[17]11 |Plaintiff Settled in full.
101{ITantson vs. Adams,...... 4810; 2 woe |« ] 481101 2 (Plaintiff et al ecvescererens ...{Settled in full.
Montreal os. Beandry:, 57010] 33 w o« e ] 57(10] 33:Plaintiff, Settled in full.
;8§ g:g«;li :'sg::g:s ‘1)23 0 g - Ln‘?ds.... g (I;?&orssnn:sl._. ........ covsnstienns Se;t.llgdlig fn511.
. Goyet.... 260 7 e rties.... .
104{Hervieux rs. McCaff: 417} 5 5 I’ln?nﬁg Settled in full,
106{Barbean zs. J érémie, 200[14{ 4 2| 0 [Divers parties.. || 14512 4
107{Mills vs. Goodwin, ... 139( 0] 6 7| 2 [Defend 313 4
108 fl;:pinc?u vx.ﬁ\d:;.:m,. . ig g 12 . § lg {;‘:am:g‘. et dl.......... ........gtged in full
t vs. Matkers 2 . 2 {Pla; i
Lassier or, Massae, . elgio| « o« o« LT Fled in fulk
109;Paré vs. Tremblay, ... 158) 9/ 0 woow ¢ ] 158] 9 O [Plaintiff et ol .... ..o .[Setded in full
Charlehois zs. Frirant, o[12] e “ “ Goods ... 12| 3 I’In{nt{ﬂ".. ..... .[Settled in full
110]Beandry vs, Humelin, 9|19] 7 LT Ot B 9{19] 7 [Plaintiff...cccrecuermecrncene .{Settled in fulL
m i}dams s, II\Icrr, - :'_3’ Isl) }} :: :: v :: el g ISI, :'{ Il:}mnhgi ;;-"'N’ in full.
vost vs. He - 2 - - ). 131; MU ovevnevarans] i
3;:(‘(.“;11(:‘;3. g;:gf;nnld, 12/12{10 “ “ “ L 100111 Dit:,:x: parties.. My
112[City Bank cs. Bunker, 14 4/ 8 “oe “  ..] 14} 4] 8 |Plintiff.... .....
Moreau vs. Watson, A 45(16) 6 “ « ..|Lands...| 45[16] 6 |Phintiffet al...
113 Il'imk of Montreal zs. McDonald, ...} 13{11] 0 “ “ ...|Goods ...} 11{19! 8 {Plaintiff et al....
sclerc vs. Perrin, ... J 201210 o “ “ o] 200 2| 0 {Plaintiff.e..cieennecinsenesdd
14fCuthber o ,;rcui‘e'r.... S whao} e e D) w T 3720 fLaFoniie & Birirand .. Seuled in
razeau vs. Brault, 27, sesseeeeei Liands aintiff’s boad.
115{Pinsonneault vs. Dupuis, «. veerererere] 18| 71 6 e %] L] 18] 71 6 [Phaintiff... -.-o{Settled in full,
16 (\;h:lemgrﬁv. Odell, 3? :{l) } “ou “ .. 38311 1 |Plaintie, . .{Settled in full, .
ale ¢s. Thompson,, 8
117{Sauvageau vs. Labe 50, 0] 4
Bunk vs. Cornillet, 19,1911 .
118 Izruﬁ'csne csl. Leduc, 44]181 9 20 0{1041Plaintiff et al, 24 17 10}
Watson rs. Dunn,... 189,14} 6 “ “ L% .. 189] 4| 6 [Plaintiffet al, .. . 10 0 -
119]Allard vs. Nichqlvs, . 133 Il 10 “ LU N B &1 11 10 [’In.gntiﬂ"cl al ..|Settled in full,
Bruneau rs. Whitney, 40/17) 2 “ “oa % .l 4017 2 [Plaintiff.... .[Settled in full.
120 I‘3Fw1c s, D;(_ﬂet, nnn "?;i }g g “ooe L : ...| 22{10| 3 [Plaintiff.... ...|Settled in full,
Moreau vs Keyes, 2
121{’erkins vs. Parker, ... 39|11J10 {.euurareed Cevarerens ol e
122/Cunningham zs. Strong, 40119| 9 A By Bond.
Morin vs. Pearson, ... 59111 1 ..
123{Squire vs Brown,...... 34! 311 |... “ v Plaintiff’s Bond,
Puigc vs. Bachelor, .. 25! 3| 6 [ievererorsensoniocnne LU ST F Pluintif’s Bond.
124|Roy es. M [Dl ' 711511 {Junnary, 1848... ?oogs o] 715011 |Plaintiffue..cecenenrerenne., veeoo[Settled in full
Grant zs. Mittleberger, 1770| 1| 3 o-s|Lands Pluintiff’s Bond.
125{Bourgesis rs. Ségui;. .. 53| 5 8 . Goods ...,
126]{Robin o5, Lee, ..cviceenccsineninnin 480; 3} 4 |... veeneo|Lands voefene] e ...|Plaintiff’s Bond.,
128 Vallée zs. Rouville, coeveeicieecienaianns 542] 6 8 [ieiirererre veerarnd ©o

Ve certify that the above written Statement is correct, and corresponds with the Returns made by us
to the Court of Queen’s Bench of the District of Montreal, to the several writs to us addressed as Sheriff, up
to this 16th day of March, 1848.

(Signed,) BOSTON & COFFIN,
Sheriff,
Sworn before me at Montreal, this 1st day of April, ), '
1848, by William F. Coffin, Esquire, )
(Signed,) Cnas. D. Day, J. B. R.

We, the Joint Prothonotary of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench for the District of Montreal, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a truc copy of the statement and account of moneys received and paid
by the Sheriff for the District of Montreal, from the 26th dag of September, 1847, to the 16th day of
March, 1848, the original whereof was deposited by the said Sheriff in our office on the 1st day of April,

one thousand eight hundred and forty-cight.

Given at Montreal, this 14th day of April, 1849. .

MONK, COFFIN & PAPINEAU,
Prothonotary.
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StaTEMENT and

and William Foster Coffin, Esquires,
and of the payments thereof since made,

1848,
of the Provincial Act,
respecting the Office of

Account of all Moneys received and which are in the hands of John Boston
Sheriff of Montreal, from the 16th day of March,
rendered according to the requircments

6 Will. IV, cap. 15, intituled, ““ An Act for making regulatious

Sheriff.”

Amount {Date of Order or; Wh Amount To wh N R ks,
. ) ES NAMES. ¥ hence o whom pai emar
5’,, PARTIE t Received. |  Judgment. paid.
=]
£ls]d £ {s|d £ s d.
20th April
12 |Pothier s, Foucher eeveeereeeeserenns 9033] 0] 8 % and 20th { [Lands ...|8994[10]11 JOpposunts et al......ccveeeree. 58 9 4
Oct., 1833.Y i
17 |Badgley cs. Bistodeau .. 721/13] 6 J20th Oct., 1842, “ Plaintiffs et al..cieerersneeesves 63 3 7
39 {Beaupré vs, Dalpé ... 142(13] 2 “ L pposants ct al. 14 4
40 |Lionais rs. Duelos . coeuee 137] 1] 8 Lererennrenann veenene] ¥ Plaintiffs’ Bond .0 weeverenenen
20th April
42 |Bank of Montreal es, Derrin..........| 24817 4 § and 20th } « .| 229{14] 6 ]Divers opposants ........ ... i 19 210
June, 1843
 [Christie vs. Lacroix ... 128} 4] 2 [20th April, 1844 * . 124]11{10 {Opp et al 312 2
43 |Perkins vs. McCaflray, of O] 6 ... e erereeveas oods .| - L.
51 {Pupincau rs. Boisserd...oovenuienas 84| 1; 2 N7th June, 1842, Lands ...} 82{ 5] 2 |Plaintiffs et al......... veveeeene 216 0
54 |Paradis ex. Cartier ...... o] 659[17:11 “ cee] eee frocserssesse sueresersier erunseren| Plaintiff’s Bond.
86 |Beaupré rs Désilets e 4] 6} 1 Goods .
60 [Ellice zs. Lepitre .. o 19} 6] 8 [sth Qct., 1842...!Lands ... 3 |PlaintiffS eriecnreiieiniienne. 2 35
64 |Lespérnnee es. Dufresne .. 173| 3] 2 |30th Now., 1844.] « ..} 170} 8] 2 [Pluintiffs et al....cuuueenenne. 210 O
87 {DeBartzch vs. Plamondon .. 44f 1j11
98 (Bertrand rs. Massé ........ 73] 9] 5 [20th Feb,, 1843 * ..| 7010113 Plaintiffs et al.cuvuererveerennes 2 9 6
106 | Terrance rs. Bolton .oivvunenee 260[13] 5 |overenennns 8 weeees]ues] on JPlaintiifs” Bond
107 |Crepaud v, Lepire cecvceuninaenn. 32/12] 2 |20th Feb., 1843 * .| 31| 7| 2 [Divers opposants... 1.5 0
108 |Dorion us. Barcelo ... 172/ 0l 0 [CHRPUN FE) o5 o Plaintif’s Bond.
119 |Rubert vs. Scheffre ... 14|10 |14th June, 1843, « ...} 127]10] 0 opposants...... 6 4 8
121 |Culvile vs. Bryson . 2 [12th April,1s43] « .| 61)12] 0 {Plaintiff ef alerrriencnnsen 480
128 |Martin »s. Leduc ... 0 |20th Feb., 1844 * ...] 202117] 5 Jivers opposantswceeesssass) 8 27
132 [Buchanan ry. Mackay 5 [31st Moy, 1844 * .| 86| 6 2 JOPPOsANISeanecvinenccanins Plaintiff's Bond,
162 |Cousineau vs. Cloutier. 0 [20th July, 1843, “ ..l 231 8] 6 Lueeevieeaninens 2 10 O
166 |Keith vs. Griffin ... 0 |2itth June, 1843 «  ..[1508118] 6 |Pluintiffs..... 722
169 |Frothinghum vs. Nye ... 2 [lath June, 1844.] « .| 26] 7| 9 [Plaintiths et al.. 6 0 6
sJunc. 1843,
184 |Limoges vs. Delagrave ...............] 616{ G} O anl Feb., S “ 61219} 0 “ © reieneessiens 3 70
1844......
191 {Deléry vs. JOASSIM wevivrunrereirresnens ) it I O O % ERC ROUOUR SO0 VR FPRovssemen sreesesireanaset tasan .{Plaintiff’s Dond.
205 [Rubert rs. Scheflre ...... 4| 3 [20th Oct., 1843, “ ... 157} 2| 6 |Divers opposants...... . 9 19
206 |Benoit vs. Chapdeleine .. .... o] 8 fiath Oct. 1843.] * .. 49{11] 8 [Plaintiffs et aluevurererennnnene 2 9 8
210 {Roiveau vs. Roleeat.e . eenenens vee 2] 8 |Nctober, 1843...f *  ...] 115]19] 5 Plaintiffs et al..eveverererenenns 63 9 3
215 {Morchouse vs. Benoit 71 0 [october, 1843...] “ ..} 2 510 Hubert, Advocate.....ee......|Plaintiff’s Bond.
218 [Vulotte zs. Lanctot ... 920:11] 0 |October, 1843... . 0j 6 |Divers opposants .. 43+ 4 6
219 |Scott vs. Schmets 20} 4] 8 G 2 jClaintiffs et al.... . 2 9 4
222 {Roy vs. Lemav...... 31 7] 8 eererensreranes .|Plaintiffs Bond.
223 {Duplessis 2s. Visu 9{19] 13 . Plaintii®s Bond.
Vol.[IV.
3 {Globenski o, Archambault ..ooeerd]  ONSHOYoocieneeecnee. jGOOdS ..
4 |Deléry es. St Armand....erereesennne]  41/10] 3710ctober, 1843...[Lands ...} 3811 2 e 311 1
16 {Thorne zs. Thorne ..., 7126 . R O .|Plaintiff’s Bond.
17 |Primenu vs. Archambauls | 8{10:10 |. veeeeea|Goods ..l 4] 0] O JOpp: 4 6 9
19 |Rouville vs. L'Ieureux ... e 23] 91 8 - 1846.../Lands ...} 21} 2]11 [llaintiffs....... . 4 10 10
25 {Lavoye vs. Marien ... werne| 109] 8 8 L. [UUROT ERCC SRR FU U PP Poens caroes .{Plaintitf's Bond.
37 |LaFontuine vs. Valiquette . 348115] 6 |October, 1844.../Lands ...| 344| 5[10 |Divers opposants 4 9 8
38 {()'Brien vs. Melancon ... . 10118] 1 fApril, 1844......]Gouds .. 8[12] 4 [Opposants ...ceeeereresens 2 5 9
43 [Lantier vs. Giroux ........ 48] 7| 4 [February. 1844.|Lands ...] 53[10] 6 |Opposunts et al. . 5 3 4
46 |Bagg vs. Rousselle ..... 109 8 8 JApril, 1844......] “ ..] 817 5 Divers opposants..... .{Plaintiff’s Bond.
50 |Desuutels vs, Wait ........ 4322{131 O {February, 1844.] ¢ L3200t “ “ . 019 1
59 |Demers vs. Bautron......... 11 “ « |Goods...] 9] 3] 4 JTerroux, Advocate.......... 019 6
G0 [DeBurtzch vs. Ouellette 4 « w |Lands wfeeeereferd] wie feessemninieneiiiennsiienriarenee. | Plaintiffs Bond.
74 |Vullée vs. Regnier 3 [20th Sept., 1844.] *  ...| 124}16| 3 [Divers opposants .. . 210 0
7 |Lussier vs. Beauchamps ....... 4 voeee]
78 |Rossiter zs. Ryan........... [UR o
“ [Wilkes vs. Caonietuaereenean, 181412] 0 " weeerefeed] v ] eenemineinciieiniennrerearee | Plaintiffs Bond.
79 |Viger vs. Cousinenult ... 255) 1]11 poxh April, 1844] ¢ ..} 254 7| 2l Plintiffs et al..ucuceriserenne 014
90 [Guy vs. Gariépy .ove. 6f 9 L..cierriinieneenn|Goots L. °
92 [Desjurdins zs. Brien ., 6| 3 [May, 1844, ¢ ] 14] 43 Plaintiffs.ieeennseeereenses 1 20
104 {Workman ¢s. Clurke . ... 317 4 JTuly, 1844.. « .} 39) 4f 8 [Opposunts et al.. . 412 9
105 [Taylor vs. Clurke.... <uueenee 18] 410 |May, 1844, ¢ ] 13| 1| 7 |Pluintff ef al. . 53 5
106 (Ellice vs, Archambault .. 4/ 61 ¢ “ ands ...} 208{19110 [Plaintiff et al.. . 3 4 8
108 {Trembluy zs. Tremblay 5 6 [September, 1834] **  ...§ 184[11 ¢ [Phintiff et al......... . 114 0
112 |Froste ps, Pacaud...... 10 o o « ..} 161} o010 |Divers opposants.... . 9 510
117 |Guodnow vs. Salls ... RPN L Y T v AP sveersee| Plaintiff’s Boud.
122 |Prevost vs, Leblanc . 4 « |Goods ...} 23{14] 2 [Divers opposants......eeeee. 4+ 310
131 {Desrivicres rs. Sax ... “ “ w .} 174]19] 4 [Opposants et al.. . o1l 8
134 [Molson vs. Townsend “ w |Goods..] 8112(11 {Plaintiffs et al. 413 0
135 |Hamilton vs. Castongues 14212] 9 “ « |Lands ...} 139/13| 9 " LSO . 219 0
138 |Lespitrance vs. Geoffrion., 368 6] 6 [..... vevnrmmenenene] W b b riicsniiierenen | Plaintifi™s Bond.
141 {Connolly vs. Languedoc.. 5610 7 L., JUUTPUUITN I OOt PSSP POUN [POVS Plaintiff’s Bond.
142 {Turcot vs. Demers ... atlio! 4 November, 1844] ¢ ..] 90| 2| 4 |Divers opposants «....eee. 1 80
144 {Pigeon vs, Castonguay.. 53 7| O |September, 1844 ¢« ..} 30| 1110 {Opp s etal 25 5 2
149 |Languedoc us. Prevost..... 591 2| 6 “ “ « .} 56[19{10 “ “ 2 2 8
150 [Johnsun vs. Leishman.. 39 5] 9 “ “ w ) 37 0] 1]Plaintiff... 2 5 8
151 |Bingham »s. Séguin... 5819(11 “ “ « .| 43] 9| 0'|Opposan . 15 10 11
155 |Mills zs. Thompson oo 498] 7110 [November, 1844 ¢ ...] 49511710 [Opposants .ococveeerecsnneenes 210 0
163 |EFreligh es. Little cvvvnverivecnrecesannn] 373; 6 4 “ “ «w .| 347[17{11 |Prothonotaryand Opposants} 25 13 &



’ 29

StaTEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued. .-

. Amount " Date of Order or| Amount
&% PARTIES" NAMES. Wherce To whom paid. Remarks.
I~ received, | Jadgment. paid. -
£ fsid £ls{d | £ s d
Vol.| V. . .
2 [Froste £8. Tt veevrervreacicrerassercanes]  82] 81 7 [20th Jan,, 1845./Goods ...] 68]11] O IDivers parties....eeer.veeseenee 1317 7
5 |Egan 5. Pittuneeveeereceeee -] 225(10{ 0 Lands ...} cooofec| ooe Plaintiff’s Bond.
« |Mongenait es. Cardinal ...... . e @ Jo o Pluintiff’s Bond.
8 [Mathewson ps. Gauthier.. . 2] MOPUURRRURSRUNOION L 1.1 0 g
16 {Chef rs. Blot......... March, 1845,.....Lands ...| 188{15 8 :Plaintiffs et al ...cocrvevene.. 100
18 |Dorion zs. Berthelot ........ - ...jGuods ...l  9I12]11 [Divers partics .e.eearereenrsens 018 7
19 |Planté vs. Viau............. eesessoressee:] 131] 2 6 “ w.|Lands ...| 130] 7| 4 {Llaintiffs et @l .covverereenns 016 8
24 |Christie vs. Boisverd aeeeuere coenneenn]  1]12/11 “ L)
28 |McCallum vs. Pinsonnenult ........... 9 RO B St
29 | Mathewson vs. Spence..e.esscesee. 2 March, 1845... | * ...} 120[13] 7 [PLaintiff c.ocoverernenrsecneenens 3 2 7
39 {Papineau vs. Cherrier 2 “ ] Mo o Plaintiff’s Bond.
41 [Christie rs. Lewis...... 0 {May, 1845 ......| * ..] 178 7| 1 |Divers parties.......cecaeoee o 4014 8
42 |Mathewson rs. Hebert 6 “ Wl % wf 1200005 oo crersenensessesene 21000
43 |Dewar os. Williams...... 4 “ oo fees Plaintiff’s Bond.
44 {DeBurtzeh os. Burgault...... 1 “ [ e -
45 |Petit vs. Primesu......... . 2 “ o “ ) 73] 4 |Prothonotary et al. ......... 91310
47 [Christie s. Leslie w...ouveeee. 74 " el oo o200 3I1Y L e eeeses| 48 7 8}
50 |Weir vs. ArQIOUL ceveerionenns 26} 1 27 " ...|Goouds ...} 14{14] 3 |- “ [ORURRN 11 611 .
51 [McKenzie ¢8. Tititueiieseeerasererennenn j1451] 3| 6 [Tanuary,1846... Lands ...]1444] 3/11 |Plaintiff etal. .. e 61911
53 |Christie rs. McDougull .. 40{137 0 [Fuly, 1845 ......] “ ...J 20{11] 2 JDivers parties..ueesesrervenres ©2 2 0
54 |Christie vs. Bubeu ........ weeel 54 8 6 Panuary,1848...1 ¢ ..} 3511 2 [Plaintiff et al...... 1819 4
65 |Beauchamp vs. Corbeuu...... < o412l 2 “ el % ] 3914] 2 [Divers parties..cceesecersenes 1 310
66 |Bailey 8. Taitereeierreeesereraatonnnd] 220] 50 2 Tuly, 1845 ...... Goods ...} 21915| & o .09 9
« L ine vs. Tait .. 516]11] O “ el o] 515) 71 2 “ . 1 310
68 |Baby vs. Reanme ......veeeeerennee...] 55111 0 . v ¢ o] 5511 O [Plaintiffs  .eeverncereneens -onu|Settled in full.
74 [Seminary of Montreal, rs. Globensky| 193] 6| 9 {September, 1845 * ...| 197| 4| 9 {Llaintiffs etal .. . 220
75 |Frost es. Tait .. ..|3888{19] 3 |January,1848...] “ ...]3871{11] O |Opposants et al. ... 17 8 3
77 |Ross zs. Brayton ... weee] 52| 9] 3 [September, 1845 ¢ ...1 500 7 7 Pll;iutiﬁ‘ r ereartessressrasanans 218
81 [Massue vs. Bertrand .. ceeeed] 20( 2| 8 coo froen Plaintiff’s Bond.
++ |Christie zs. Giroux, 59{10] 3 IMarch, 1846 ....] * ..} 32 1} 0 |Plaintiff et aL............ . 27 9 3
83 (Chef vs. Goyet... 43{12/11 “ ...|{Goods ...J 43| 1} 2}{Prothonotary and P’laintiff.. 01l 7%
92 |Semple vs. Tuit............. 1| 3 [November, 1845 “ ...} 251} Of 8 “ o 6 0 7
93 [Bailey es. Tait...... 5l 4 . W % L] 197110 5 s “ 11411
“ |Dupuy vs. Viger...... 19 0 “ .{Lands ..| 155] 7} 4 e . 01l &8
96 [DeBartzch vs. Gaudrea 14] 83.eeerreirenen.e. veenrGOOS ... -
McGillis vs. Tait ........ 7l 4] Lands ... .
102 {Dewar vs. Williams 10/ 6 Muly, 1846 ...} * ..] 12[ 2! 6 {Plaintiffs etal ...cccerrreen. 080
105 {Derocher vs. Messier .... 9103} November, 1845|{Goods ...] 12| 4] 9 lAttorneys...eee..... . ‘1 5 1%
117 [MeNider vs. Bellingham 14 93 January, 1846...[Lands ...] 7811} 5 jProthonotary etal. . 03 4§
120 {Franchére rs. Lebeau ceneee]  8215] 5 “ W 61; 5/10 {Prothonotary etal. ........ 21 9 0
124 {Yule vs. Scheffre.. ceirees] 110{14] 2 [March, 1846 ....] ¢ ...] 102/11) 6 |Prothonotary etal. "......... 8-2 8
129 |Mondelet vs. Ekeenbery ........ 2| 7 " ol ] 162] 3110 [OPPOSADLS seveerieriiereereeess| 117 18. 9-
137 |Semnple s, Tait ....... 57 “ ...[Goods ...§ 248] 8] 7 |Prothonotary et ul: 1417 0.
133 (Larocque vs. Martel, o] 62} 6] 0 w o.|Lands ...] 58;12| 4 |Prothonotaryand Opposant 313 8
136 {Labbé 5. MUrriy weceecererererssonnnes] 90{17{11 “ .:|Gouds ...J 89 7| 5 [Divers parties....corecervrneas 176
140 [J vs. Dupuis 116{ 0| 0 [October, 1846...{Lands ...] 11411] 6 |Prothonotary etal. ......... 1 86
142 |Lewis vs. Chulifoux c.oveeesrevcrionecss] 491011 PMarch, 1846 ....| * -] 47| O[11 |Pluintiff et al..unecseonseonne. 210 0.
147 [Kellogg vs. Leishman ... eeeee | 217]19) 8 |May, 1846 ......] * ..] 217]17| 6 |[J. Donegani ........ 3 2 2
150 [Delvecchio vs. Gauvreau 209)12| 2 “ ol % ..] 20511{10 |Divers parties........ - 4 0 4
152 |Henry vs. Cilley ....... we] 37| 4411 [March, 1846 ....|Gouds ...} 36/19{11 [Prothonotary etal, ......... 050
163 |LaFontaine vs. Robert 28 1) 2 Lands ...
164 {Rouville 5. Kiershaw ...... 155/15| 1 Muly, 1846 ......] *  ..§ 154{19( 5 [Plaintiff ¢ al ...ccvverrruneen. 015 8
167 [Masson vs. Bélanger ........ 10412 6 e o Plaintiff’s Bonl.
174 |Motfutt vs. Porteous. ..] 106{14( 2 N ' .
178 |Adums vs. Peddie.... el 19) 1 O “ .[Gouds ...} 16112] O [Plaintiff et al...coeeeeerennnnnns] . 2 8 4
179 {Robertson zs. Drolet o) 43[12 8 s w.{Lands ...} 40| 3| 5 [Prothonotary et al.” ......... 3 9 38
183 |Alison vs. Hill .......... 10| 6| 9 |October, 1846...(Goods ...] *9;15] 1 [Schiller, Opposant....... 011 8,
185 {Hamilton vs. Curtis. ....... 38159 - ¢ ..|Lands ..] 29{ 2} 9 |Plaintiff et dl......... 913 0
« |Rolland vs. Iurton . 10218/ 6 “ wel ¢ g 7114/10§|Plaintiff et al.......cceraenreees] 31 3 74
189 (Christie vs. Carlton..... 71 2| 3 “ W% L) 70) 1) 7 ]Plaintiff et ol.. . 1 08
195 {Stephens vs. Smith 4] 7| 4 “ ...|Goods ...] 43]17| 4 |Divers opposants ....... 010 0
196 |Gilbert vs. Gould..... ........... 35/14] 3 “ ] % ..} 8417 7 |Prothonotary et al, .... 016 8
197 [Rolland vs, Facey...ve.. 72/ 2 9 “ .jCands ..} 6710} O |Plaintiffet alcevivrererrniree 412 8
198 {Quebec Bank vs. Downes.. 29) 2 4} " wl Y e . E .
199 {Beaudry vs. Trudenu... J 11818] 6 Manuary,1847...] * .. 116{19{ 6 |Prothonotary et al, 119 0
201 |{Latham vs. Robb.... rervennnnnnsf 103(171 6 “ Wl ] 98{17| 6 [Plaintiff et gl......... 10 0 0
206 |Armstrong vs, Bondy w.....oeevienanenn 371 8 6 “ ¢ Plaintiff’s Bond.
209 [Brunet v.v..Lngue.‘... veeve 6 “ e Plaintiff"s Bond.
« |McLaughlin vs. Tucker ... R 7t 6 |January, 1847..] ¢ ..] 960f 7| 6 |Plaintiffs et dl........ Settled in full.
212 |Boudreau zs. Boudreau vieeveeensennnns] 23 sl10 | -, ¢ ...|Guods ...} .. 2217(10 | l'laindiffs et al..... 06 0
Vol.| VI. . ! s ' R s
1 {St. Louis s. Schrmeltz cooceseennrenern] 12/ 9] 24 .« - |Goods..] 11] 9| 2 {Prethonotary ctal. . .1 00
4 [Cartwright vs. Monk w...vounecece..nn 16052117} 6 |July, 1847 ......|Lands ...}489013] 2 |Plaintiffs et al..... 1162 4 4
5 (Seminary of Montrenl vs. Globenski| 156/11| 6 JApril, 1847......f “ -.J154 1/ 6f < .. J -210.0
8 |Bingham vs. BEIANECE werveverienren] 2415] 6 foovrvrerernrsnerenens . ven o Plaintiff's Bond.
9 |McNider vs. Bellingham .ooceeeniie 2 Lees “ oo fouei Bond,- -~
18 [Kierzkowski zs, Lespérance, .. J Goods...] 91f 0| 1 |Plaintiffs et al........ Jd.o 014 TF
+~|Jones vs. Compstuck, wereverereeee 10-]. Lands ... it fosen Plaintiff's Bond.
20 |Lacailles vs. Lacailles,. 3 J o] 189019 :4 [Plointifs et dl... o5 T
21 [Brazeau vs, Major, 43 “ «.{Goods. ] 421311 C e - 4145
Turtre vs. Frenay, . F: ) TR | 7.0 N I s . N
- 22 [Fontgine vs. Dalpé, o.. 10 |Apri), 1847.. « .. 100}14{10.|Plaintiff et al........ Settled.in full. -
25 [Chabotte vy, Blanchette, ...... 8l 0 “ | % ] issi s o) o .«|Settled in full.: -
26 |Cuthbert vs. Lavoie,......... 157)10| 38 " «] % L] 154410] 8 [Divers parties, . -.8.0°0
Lefebvre vs. Charpentier, .| 29113] 4 w b L] 24 9of 2 |Plaintiff et al Settled in full.-
31 |Larocque rs. Meunior,..evas.. 139141 0 "’ w| @ .. 189[14{ O {Plaintiff et al, Settled.in full>” -
33 {Howard vs.. Boudreau, . -} 8321110 Puly, 1847 ......| « ...] 831[19} 6 |Divers partics of £¢.0:12 4
38 {Fraser vs, Proulx. ......... -90118| 0 [July & Oct.1847] « .} 90[18]-0 |Divers parties.....o.reeserr.r.(Settled in full:
41 {Beaudry vs. Smart voeeireens 274| 6/ 48I31st Jan., 1848.) ‘¢ ..| 274 6| 44|Plaintiff and opposunt ......[Settled in full. g
0. ve, Junes,: cosnenn] 92 7] 57|October, 1847...] « .. 8917]:5 |Divers opposants ...........|. - 2 10 ©-

H .
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StaTesesT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

5 Amount [Date of Order or Amonnt
o PARTIES NAMES. Whence To whom paid. Rewmarks.
= Received, | Judgment. puid.
£ |sld £ s d
a31Renaud re. Franchére o, veeeeereed 5171 2 fciees vicennnnne|Goodds o
47| Freligh vs. Baker o.... S6{18| 3 Ouu.bu. 1847... [anda v 740150 3 [Plaintiff cieeeeennnens sesarens 12 3 0
48, Chut rs, MeDermott 144121 5 oL AL [Plaintiff et al.... 10212 6
57{Délery vs. Marcelline ... 236/16110 o W) 236(i610 JPlaintiff et al ..., Settled in full.
5%{Bunnean rs. Boive ... 62110 § - vl w4817 24| PlaindfT et al...... . 18 211§
GujLaporte rs. Colon weecee cevereesnecee] 320 81 2 Loeiieninnennens e L] e ) aees .I’lmntrlf’s I!ond
62 Montmarquet vs. be:.on J 1200410 - oo L TIALLG) 8 (fPlain .
« {Sauvageau vs. Luberge | oseps] 4 R S s2nr] 4 {Plainff et ol bemed m fu]l
66 Musson v, Roy . 24{ 0 8 “ o L] 22019) S JPLiintiff aeeeeeciinnnniee
69 Tetu v, L:m:ellicr. 116/18} ¢ [January, 1848...] «  ..] 112} 8 4 Divers Upposanis 4 10 2
T2\fercier vs. Dufresne . 23| 8f 44 - | % ] 8110 4 |Advocates ....... 14 18 0
76{Valice vs. Guy ....... 429114] 2 -, ...|Goods ...} 285{19] 2 [Plaintiffs 14315 0
T7iRobly vs. Malskerg,. 1| 0] 14 ~ ol % L] 0] 9] 8 |Opposant 010 5
78 Bonneau vs. Gibenu. 7111} 8 [October, 1847...|Lands ...] 69]16] 4 |Plaintiff ...... 115 4
81/Sherwuod vs. Coté ... 49) 9f ¢ fApril, 1848...... Gouds ...} 38| 8| 8 fUlaintiths et a 11 010
wiBronnan rs. Schmeltz ... 72l10] 0 [January, 1848.[Lands ...} 72| 0] 0 {Divers partics... Y
22| Robert vs. Meunier «ooeeenes 38{ 6] 2 [(October, 1847...f * 32(14| 2 0
33{Lalonde vs. Bissonnette . 43115 6 h T T a3his| 6 [Piainuitand (Jpposx\nl.s
86:Gauthier vs, Martin.... 257¢ 71 6 - el L] 256012)10 [Pluintiffs et al..... cenrens 014 6
89[McTarlane vs. Falsey . 53118 3 [Jonuary, 1848, ¢ .. 53)13) 3 [Plaintiffs el alieesiieercrosennes Settled in full.
90{Renand es. Wilson .. 269} 911 |eeeerareeerneenncnn.|GoOds Lo
«|Allsopp vs. Hunt .... 33} 6/ 4 |Ord. July, 18i8]Lands ...{ 33 6| 4 |PIaintiff coveemereeerinns «-|Settled in full.
91jitoss vs. Wickstead woeeeenes 17} 9] 6 Jeeerernrennniann SN R . ...|Plaintitf’s Bond.
92| McKenzie ¢s. Jamieson T{13] 6 Jnnuary 1847 ¢ .. 67}13) 6 |Divers parties.....cceeens oe.o[Settled in full,
Dickson es. McEwan ... s} 30 [
93{Drolet vs. Phaneuf ... 7i2lo w77 2] o Joivers partics.. Settled in full.
94|Roy rs. Giraldi...... 70{14] 0 ] Tolg) o [Plaintiff et al...... |Settled in full.
95| Anderson us, Hagarty...... 629 .JGoods .|
95 Bingbam vs. Thauvette.. 7113} 0 |Lands .. reeressisssnnnrenens & Lessasaxmasss Plaintiff’s Bond.
Villeneuve a4lt1{10 “ “
97 Clarke ... ) 92ji6jl0 “ . . “
Mongenait vs. Denomme 4 52|80 LN SRR Jo0N (RUVE) ROt . “
98! Ellice vs. Leclaire...oeviiees J o6l 9 (O 0l 6] 9 {Plaintiff wovevrernnen Settled in full.
pow Quesnel... o3l 6 [ JO RO S B Settled in full.
100{Colvile rs. Blnnchette 351 2 0 “ o L) 8520 ..|Settled in full,
103iRubert vs. Goyet ... 260} 7| 5 . oL 48y o 216 16 5
106|Barbeau es, Jérémie 200{14} 4 « Loe L) 2t 145 12 4
1071 Mills vs. Godwin ..... 139] 0] ¢ “ U TN 1 &1 i) 313 4
108{Lussier rs. Massue 162} 3j10 - e
111 Matchett rs. MeDonald.....ooooween ) 12[12110 u ...|Goods ...] 12,12{10 {Divers parlies Settled in full.
113|Bank of Mountreal vs. MeDonald ...} 13{11] 0 u Lo L] 18l o fPhintitt. Settled in full,
114]Brazean vs. Brault «oceeeen. 27110} 6 ALands el e Bveninniene .|Phiintiff’s Bond.
116;Gale s. Thompson.... 1419 1 |... |Gouds ..
117{Sauvageau ts. Lz\bcr"e rerenes 50| 0f 4 [April, 1848......{Lands .. 50; 0] 4 |Plaintiff et al....... er eeeneens|Settled in full.
« |Banque du Penple vs. Breuitlet .... .f 19{19{11 “ |Goods .| 18i15] 4 [Pluintiff et al...coeivieiorenes 1 47
118{Dufresne vs. Leduc revesereieeeensd 44[18] 9 [January, 1848...[Lands ..} 44{18) 9 Plaintift et al..... ...{Settled in full.
« [Watson vs. Dunn ... 6 s e L] 189114 6 [Plaintiff ctal.. ...[Settled in full,
120} Moreau vs. Keyes.ooouea 236{10{ 6 [April, 1845..0ed] .. 236{10] 6 |Llaintiff et ul.. JSettded in full,
121{Perkins vs. Parker ... 3alt1ito " « b 39hitio fPlaiutify. . J{Settled in full,
122{Cunningham vs. b(nulfv . 40{19f 9 {. .o - By Bond.
Morin vs, 1’earson weeesese. W osefig L . 58”-1'3(1 in full.
123|Paige vs. Batchelor ... Wl 23] 816 Loeveeens ceveeniend] .|Plaintiff’s Bond.
124 Grant vs. Mittleberger.. W 17701 14 3 e JUPURSRRUURITORY I .|Pluintiff’s Bond.
125{Bourgeois vs. Stguin ... ceeennd 53] 5| 2. - veolGouds .| Plaintiffs et al. .[Settled in full.
128{Vullée vs. Rouville coeiviiiiiinananeenn ) 542] 6f 8 " .o{Lands L] 9% Plaiutiffs ¢t al. JSettled in full,
130{PPupincau vs. l)upom.... o] 40010 5 |. ..{Lands ... A Pluintiff’s bond.
o rs. Leblane .. 19 6 2 .o "
131 vs. Dugrenier ....... 14| 0] 0 |Tnsufficient “For expeuces
“ 28, MAgnaU eeuvensreeneens] 11131 2 ferennenane JOUUTTT FUSURTRRRI vereheen] eve feverssninninerininnnins seessananes "
132 vs. Delisle ........ .} 10|l4] 6 Hnsufficient for expences,
“ vs. Rouleau .. 11} 8/ 6 © *
133 vs. Vegeant.. 29111110 |.. R TUUUUUUTUDI RVS FY OO “
“ vs. Gauthier . 3] 3|81. “
134 vs. Licard ... 10112]10 |. .
. vs. Bourbeau ... 18{18} 6 |..... OO S seovnatival vee foaee cresiies crnneniesnniennene. "
135 vy, Winchester 10| 4§ 10{[nsufficient.
“ vs. Gaumond..... ] 1} 0f 0 [Insufficient fur [expences
136 vs. Patenaurle ... sl ol o “ “
“ vs. Daniel . NI R F— dvee foreeeerione vrieiinese sarssnnn "
137 vs, Brodeur ... 5| 5{ 0 [Insufticient “or expences. i
" vs. Leduc..... Rl 4] 8 Beveerrrerreennurennalooes JETTI0N % S PR o
138|Leste vs. Vudebonceur....... 3{16{10 Apnl 1848..... Gools..] 3[16]10 Gmrd Advocate,
Pinsonnault vs. Baron. veeeeeend] 52]111 0 ClLands ...} 30| 9f 4 |Plaintifts et al ....ooieiinninne 2 1
139{Rouleau #s. Claunde..... 63{15| 6 July, 1848....0ed| 56/ 1| 1 |Plaintilts et al....coeverernnnnne T4 5
Bruguire vs. Beaudry ...... 69] 8/ 1 Apnl 1848..... | * ..] 69; 8| 1 {Divers parucs..... Settled in full
140 uonngn) vs, Dufresne . 29| 1} 1 " ] 28( 4| 5 IDivers parties....coeeeerenee 016 8
Lalonde “vs. Meunier ., 12 9f 4 “ iGoods . 12| ot 4 JOuimet, Advocute..rne.e....|Seitled in full,
141|Anderson vs. Fax.... 114/ 7} 6 " |Cands ..J 114 7] 6 JPlaintifls weeereeeiiens .[Settled in full.
142[Tetu vs. Lindsay .. 26{14) 5 " ...|Goods ...] 26[14| 5 fOpposants et al... ..|Settled in full.
s |Leclere ws. Perrin....... 52} 1} 8 « Lo 52 8 [Plaintiff.... . ..|Settled in full.
143|Bryson vs. Vadeboncwur 24117 9 o lnands ...} 24{17] 9 [Divers parties... ..|Settled in full,
Hodge vs. Graham ..... 38| 4j11 u ...|Goods ...] 38! 411 |Plaintiff ......... ..|Settled in full,
144|Globenski vs. I)umouh . 0|15| 53 “ PO LU 15) 53}Plaintiff ...... +.|Settled in full,
Lanier e s‘,gum 1618 3 “ W] L] 16)18) 3 fblaintiff ... Settled in full.
145/Masson vs. Séguin .. 24(18| 9 “ Wow LY 2418 9 [Plaintiff | Settled in full.
Solomon vs, Tenault 5ll9| 4 “ o L] 519 4 [Plaintiff . settled in full.
146 Linsonnault vs. Lewi ] 10{ 0} 0 “ o« .1 101 0f O fPhaintiff ... Settled in full.
147|louvitan vs, Perrin . ) 541200 . ..|Lands ...} 54} 2| 0 {Plaintiff ...... Settled in full.
Noiseux vs, Foueot, ....ou. 684] 3( 9 " of oo L 651 1) GHPIIntF et aleciveienisennf 83 2 2%
148|Kimball »2 Mondelet ......... 94211} 6 “ o ow f 94211 6 |Plaimtiffy et al.....un. ..[Settled in full.
Nixon 2. Steen 937! 5 0 N 1w Tl 9a7| 5i 0 [PIINGE c.eerereresseneesnseren [Settled in full.
149:Bonneau vy, Gibeau........ 812 6 “ v 2uj14 0 lAttorney General et b 1216
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StareMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, & c.— Continued.

Plaintiffs et a
Pluintiffs et al..
Claintiffs et al........

Kershaw vs Dyer, ..
182 |Magon vs. Héneault, .
LeMesurier vs, Rouville,.
183 |Lower vs. Hizging, ...

eesseeeiSottled in full.
eeerelSettled in full.
veeus|Settled in full.

N Amount |Date of Order or| : Amount
S PARTIES' NAMES, Whence. To whom paid. . Remarks.
& i recvived. | Judgment. paid.
& .
£{s)d £ |sfd .
Barbenu vs. Jérémie, ocvereeennenn  1{16] 7 {April, 1848......{Lands ...]  1{16] 7 | Advoeate, Settled in full.
150 |Lefebvre vs. Byer, .......... . 32 2l s «o/Guods ...J 32| 2{11 |Plaintiff ........ Settled in full.
Drolet zs. Phaneuf, .....covevveeeeennn]  28)11] 8 “ «.|Loands ...J" 28{11} 8 |Divers parties..... .|Settled in full
151 | be ¢s. Laframboise, 63| 3 9 u JUOR P SN FO S N Plaintiff’s Bond.
Cuvillier vs. Brown g oesfien “ .o.|{Goods ...] 28[L6[L1 [PIaintiffs.vicee  woe vecserenn..|Settled in full.
152 {Beaapré zs. Cadicu 32| 0] 2 “ «.{Londs ...
157 |Compbell vs. Hincley, cveeeneerieceess]  12] 6]11 . -.-|Guods ...] 12| 6]11 IDivers parties...... eseereeneaiSettled in full.
Bhaudry zs. Smart, ....eeeenneeeeeen) 392 91 0 s «-|Lands ...] 392) 9{ O [Plaintiffs...., .[Settled in full.
158 [Carter vs. Ellis, 57| 5] 0 wof L e i, Bund.
Cardinal zs, Baret, . ..... 15 1} 6 JApri), 1848......| « ..} 15! 1} 6 |Plaintiff . Settled in full.
159 {Molson vs. Moffutt, .. .| 18012 0 . | % L] 180[12] O JPIGINtifF . ..eeueeieeeccanenennn.|Settled in full
" |Beaupré v, Cadienx, . W] 42717) 2 Puly, 1848 Lo« L) 135/16!1 11 HL Lionais and Advocate...| 292 0 2}
160 |Larocque 8. SEguiny wvverseeseerenene]  14f 0} 3 JApril, 1848......| « .| 14| 0] 3'|Plaintiffs et al. ............ ..{Settled in full.
Laberge vs. Leroux 315] 13 .- «oo|Goods ... .|Settled in full.
161 {Halt vs. Leitch,.. .. 112] 9] 0"July, 1848 ......|Lands ... 113 4
162 [Deléry vs. Iéner 13| 9j10 " N Settled in full:
166 |Blunchard vs. Dewar, 36(17| 8 o wo| % L) 36)17] 8 inti S |Settled in full.
168 |Deléry vs. Huneau, .. 0 71 4 “ Wl Ll 44] 9] 8 [Plaintiff et al....... . 2517 8
170 |Dugan vs. Wright, .. 22| 2|10 - |Goods ...] 22| 210 IPlaintiff ...... cocvereeneeeen. [Settled in full.
** |Taylor rs. Proctor, 9| 110 . w9 1110 {Plaintiff ......... Settled in full.
171 [Thibert vs. Lepage,.. 0| 810 e .
Papincau zs. Robitaille, .... 23(19| 0 “ . . T
172 |Hébert vs. Moussette, . 235(17) 0 “ Plaintiff’s Bond.
173 [Mitchell os. Lay, ..... 13171 9 u «w.|Goods ...} 13} 7| 9 |Plaintiff Settled in full.
Skinner vs. Cormnnck, 29} 7| 5 - o % ] 29 7| 5 |Plaintiff ..{Settled ir full:
174 |Grant vs. Tamblinson,.....coceieeeennn) 5|11 O “ o 511} 0 |Pluindiff ... Scttled in full.
Anderson ve. Hugarty, . ..o v o] 47 7| 8 hd ..|Lands ...] 44| 6] O |Divers partics - 31 8
175 [Freligh vs. Schooleraft, .......e....n]. 61]12] 3 o | % L} 61127 8 |Plaintiff ...... veeee|Settled in full,
Montreal Benevolent Society vs. Fuxt 544[17] 6 . el ¢ L] 538)15] O 1Plaintiff et al... reane 6 2 6
177 |Cotilleir vs. Leduc, woovecerneeeennnna 317 1| 8 “ o % L) 31 1] 8 |Plaintiff e eaeen Settled in full.
Workman »s. Clarke ] 83} 2|l [eap. ad satisf. R
178 |Olivier vs. Bondy,.. 22| 4 6 |...... ... “ sor feermreiiercriinnenicosnnnnnnecere. | Plaintiff's Bond.
179 {Masson vs. Glen, .. 223 2| 0 {July, 1848 ... « ..] 23211} 2 |Plaintiffs ez ul..... ceener 010 10
Désautel us. Rivet, .. 92|10| O “ NI 92(10f O |Ulaintiffs et al...........oceo..[Settled in full.
180 . “o el 27 7] 6 6 |Plaintiffs et al.......oveeeree. o[Settled in full.
Greenshields s, Will seen]  66).4 2 2 Divers parties..eeeenne.. 55 18 0
181 |Davidson vs, MeKenzie, 0 0 [Pluintiff ...... ceeenneenelSettled in full.
6 6
3 3
4 4
8
0
6
7

Muthicu es. Chapdeleine, wal v Loy ceieenenieese. | Plaintiffs Bond.
184 [Christie vs. [Tenry, ... 13110 IPlaintiffs et al.. eee 3 1.8
Delederniers vs. IKnubly 10} 7 [Plaintiff ..... veeeneelSettled in full.
185 |Lowe vs. Selden, .. - 68| 9! 8 IPlaintiff .........cuu.
Ross v, Briggs, wcovverinnninienes wnd 1512[11 - 15[12[11 LJ. Rose, Advocate..
186 [Belle vs. St. Dierre. ....... . 10§ 10}]Plaintiff :.. ..|Settled in full.
O'Neill zs. Wright, .... 10 10 Julaintiff ... weeneeeo[Settled in full.
187 |Beaujeu vs. Lachlan, . 0 O [Plaintiff ..coooernneneirininnnna[Settled in full.
. “ Amesse, . 1 1 B e | Spttled n fall
189 {Dupont vs. Beaubien, 9 9 {Prothonotary et al............[Settled in full.
Molson vs. Elliott, .... 1 1 |Plaintiff ........... ..|Settled in full.
190 |Cuvillier vs. Prevost, 0 0 |Plaintiffs +onoSettled in full.
191 |Fruser vs. McKenzie, 51 +eeeees | Plaintiff’s Bond.
* ITitus vs. Lay, .. 2 6 IDivers parties.. 3 0 8
192 |Cowan vs. Moor. .. 9 { 9 {Pluintiff ....cvvvviiinnns ..|Séttled in fall.
Kauntz vs. Telfer,.. 6 10 |Divers parties....cceosivensens] 558 8 8
193 {Paige ¢s. Morehouse, . -8 +vors| Plaintiff's Bond,
Dalrymple »s, Esther, . 5 5 [Plaintitfs............. veceennnneSettled in full.
194 |McCready vs Dupuis,. 3 - '
Molsun vs. MeAuley, 4 4 IPhaintiff ..ol Settled in full,
195 |Bertrund es, Grégoive,.... 2 2 {Plaintiff ¢t a!l .. " oe 15 7 0
Sawtell-vs. Homier, ....... 3 6 |Divers partics.. . 62,19
196 |Stevens vs. Magie, .. 8 5 - [ERRNRRRO I | B § Y- 4
Fortier vs. Freeboroug 6 6 {Plaintiffs et al..... veeee|Settled in full
197 1Bryson vs. Archer, ..., 6 4} Divers parties....veienes ooe 12 5 13
198 {Pinsonnault vs. Porchron, ............} 21 9 ' - .
Ore vs. Lynche veecenieneieninend 1515 6 6 {Plaintift ......c..eoeeeeneeen.[Settled in full
199 Lyman vs. Higgins, .... 40119 7 :
201 |Lewis vs. Jones, .. 2|14] 9§ “ Jo o
202 |V¥ngs vs. Mack,..... 1} 7)1 “ o

We certify that the above written Statement is corréct, and. corresponds with the returns made by us
to the Court of Quecn’s Bench of the District of Montreal, to the several Writs to us addressed as Sheriff,

up to this 16th day of September, 1848, - L ,
‘ (Signed,) BOSTON & COFFISI;{’“E ‘
. eriff,

Sworn before me at Montreal, this 2nd day of Octuber, '
1848; by William, Foster Coftin, Esquire. . . ' ‘

© " _(Signed,) Caas. D. DAY, J.B.R. ) - - T ,
We, the.Joint Prothonotary of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench for the District of Montreal, do
hereby certify that the forcgoing is.a true copy of the Statement ‘and.Account of Moneys.ieceived and paid
by the Sheriff, for the District of Montreal, from the 16th day of March,;1848, to the 16th-day. of Septembet,
18485 the original whereof was deposited by the said Sheriff -in our Office, on the 2nd day of October, onc
thousand eight hundred-and forty-eight.- : T o : -

Given at Montreal, this-14th-day: of April, 1849. Ll e

B SR - MONK;- COFFIN- & PAPINEAU, ™"

Prothonotary.
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Sratemest of all Monéys reccived, and which are in the hands of John Boston and -
William Foster Coffin, Esquires, Sheriff of -Montreal, from the 2ud day of Octo-
ber, 1848, and of the payments: thereof since, raade, rendered according to the require-
ments of the Provincial Act, 6 Will. IV, cap. 15, mticuled « An Act for making
regulations respecting the Office of Sheriff.”

L]
. Amount [Date of Order or| Amount
% PARTIES” NANES. Whenee . * To whom paid, Remarks.
= received. | Judgment, paid.
£ |s]d. L s)d £ s d
20th April, .
12/ Pothier vs. Foucher, r‘JOJS 0 s g 20th ()cl.,g Lands ..+8994 1011 JOPPosan(s et @l veseesivasesd 58 9 4
1843 ......
17|Badgley s, Bistodeat,.aeeesvenieneenn] 721113 6 j20th Oes., 1842.] « ...} 658 9:11 6 3 7
29|Beattpré vs. DAlDE, +verernrens 142[13] 2 . o 141 2 8 f0ppo-ants et al. .. vnoen.n. 14 4
40|Livnais #s. Duclos, woovveeerniennneennd 1871 1 8 w“ S .« [PlaintitPs Uoad ooovievnnenn. .
20th April, :
42|Bank of Montrea) rs. Perrin,.........J 243[17] 4 3‘70:)1 June,g L] 229114f 6 [Divers opposants aienien.,] 19 2 10
1843........
" [Christic re. LOCKOIX o ovenseieeennenn) 1281 4l 2 lo0th April, 1844 « ..} 124{11}10 [Opporants et al veveerrnennn 312 2
43 Perkins os McC.:ﬁ’n;, e 011} 6 .Goods .. N
51 lupmc'lu vs. Buisverd,.... ) 1} 2 I/:h June, “183iltands ] 89] 5| 2 |Plaintiff et Aleceioiiinienninn, 216 0
Puradis s, Cortier, ...vvse.e IT{UE [ovveeeverrenvsneensaderrerereseforancdone] oo fevessoneesensrnnns venveees wnoene Plnlmlﬂ"a Bond.
36 Bmupn- vs. Desilets, ..., 6l 1 foer venens e Gnods .
60 EDice 5. Lepitre,..... 6} § {Sth 0cr,)~42 LRauds oof 16) 4 3 [PLaintifs e eeieiieeireieenarnns 2 39
G#Ll'»pcmnce s Duﬁemn, vereensensns] 1731 3] 2 130th Nov., 1844) = .} 170] 8] 2 [Plaintiffs et al.....ceveuerensn.. 210 0
87 DeBartzch vs. Plamondon, ..ueerenn) 44] 111
98/Bertrand vs. Mussé,.. e 73{ 90 5 120th Feb, 1843L..........} 70, wllf_&Ll’lninLiﬁ‘s etal... 29 6
106 Tormance 5. Boltot, wroeeroroors ooo] 260[13] 5 foovrrrrneens reeeeee P Bond
107]Crepeand 5. Lepire, cevvevivecened]  32{12] 2 ! 81| 7| 2 [Divers oppocnnts etreneeanes 1 50
108{Dorian es. Bareelo, .oeeerine RV DAUUIRONPLEOUOUIIIUON PTORN A SR PR Plaintiff’s Bond,
119/ Robere vs. Scheffre, .. 13110 ety June, 1843I s L 127p0] 0 [Divers opposmm . 6 4 8
121)Colvile gs. Bryson, ....... 4 65]16] 2 [12th April, 1843. « .} 61)12] 0 |Plaintiff ¢t al.... . 4 80
128 Murtin os, Leduc.....n ..o, ] 211} 0] 0 [20th Feb,, 18431 « f 209017 5 [tsivers opposunts o 8 2 7
132|Buchanan ov. \Imk:u’,. cormenennoreedf 847(120 5 [31st May, 18440 « ] 86 6] 2 Oppm‘unw........-.. Plintitf’s Bond.
162|Cousineau vs. Cloutier, .uuuevveren 25117} 0 j20th July, 1843} « .. 23/ 8 6 rireansesrennang 210 0
166\Keith 25, Griffin, o.vovecreeeinvenerennnnn{1516] 8] 0 [20th Jung, 1843 < ...J150818] 6 Plaintiffs ... .. 722
169 Frothingham s, Nso, 32 8 2 [19th June, 1843] «  of -26] 7| 9 [Plaintiffs ¢f aliuroerrorrrn o 6 0 6
184{Limoges vs. Delagrave, ....vveverene] 616] 6 0 {‘I{‘:tz(,' :gﬁ:} « L) 6120190 0 “ eerveres s 370

191 Deléry vs. Joassit, .. Tt rerarvensesienionnissinsesfurscecfoud ses fereeeneninnnienecneennn Plaingiffs Bond,
205;Rubert vs. Scheffre, ..... 4| 3 Potn Oct 184.3' SN 17 2] 6 [Divers nppoths.... . 919
206;Benoit vs. Chapdeleing, 2! 0} 8 {19th Qut., 18430 « .| 40l11] 8 PLnnnﬂ‘S et al....... 2 9 8
210} Roiveau vs. Roiveau, .... af g [October, 1843,..] « .. 11319f 5 e 63 9 3
215 Morehouse vs. Benoit, .......... Hrno o 2{ 5(10 Hubcrt Advucau.....,‘_.,.,,,llnmziﬁ“s Bond.
218 Valnite vs. Lunctot,.. .} 920)11) 0 ABE( 0] 6 |Divers OppOsIS cuvcsvniningh 433 4 8
';'51; ;cuzn us. Ezlrmctr,. 29] ¢} @ 26{15] 2 {Plaintiffs et al..,. ;}I "n 9B4d
2. oy Vs, IIRYs coererss coereess] B TLS . . vaessafonel ooo foesanen bevnren weereri Plaintift’s Bon
223 Duplessis s \x'm, IPTOTPTO BE T EEY " ORI a e b [ Pliinti®s Bond.
Vol.jIV. E .
3|Globenski zs. Archambault, .........]  0[14,104].. Goods ... y
:ggﬁluy vs. s:.T Aemand o] 410181 3 {October, 1843 Tands . asit1l 2 {PluinGfF .. A otein S B
eroux ve. Theroux........ T 3 6 Loievervicinianiennnadd eesasfinal von YRR wintill’s Lond,
17| Priwean vs. Archambault, . Is 10‘10 i ] 4ol Opnusunta oren 2 69
1o Eounlle vs.b :if«'ﬂuureux., 25| 0| s [Janvary, 1846. ...Ldnd; o 21 20t (Plaindffs.... N Plai 4“‘101310!
25 Laron 25, Morttee ... .1 109} 8| 8 crovares JOTOUURPORN SO N (VU AOUON .- .{Plaintiff’s Bond,
g; Bstganlame‘:,xsIVﬂ]xquette,. corereeann] 848)15] 6 Octa%:er. 184%.. 'éam;s ..} 344| 5110 (lj)ners oppnq'mrs - 4 g ;
Tien vs. Melanguny oo 10(13] 1 (April, 1844......:Guods ...} 8(12] 4 {Opposants ., 2
43|Lantier ¢s, Girous, .. 4 ngruur): 1844 Lunds . 53[10] 6 Upposunts et al. . . el 8 3 4
46/Bagg vs. Rousselle, ., 8 |April, 1844......] ¢ .} 8117 5 {Divers opposants. ..|Plaintiff's Bond.
50| Desnutels o5, Wait, .. 30 Fcbrunry. 1844.;Lands ...04321{11{11 {Divers opposants .. . 0 19 l
gg Bor;}lcrs LI:. B“(l;ml?'t.c" 13 Levveerrienan Goo:lls 9( 3( 4 [lerroux, Advocate.. . ” ﬁ‘ Bu "
eBartzch vs Quelictte, . L3 HOTIN sovenrfmnds Lot e cvrnrnrersnasieniens) Plaint s n
4] Vallée vs. Regnier, ... N 127 6| 3 |20th Sept., 1843) . 124]16) 3 Divers oppomn(s R 210
77|Lussier s, Bcnuc):amp . weee] 11110] 4
78|Rossiter vs. Ryan, ............ < 1804 3f 0
“|Wilkes vs. Cuonet, ... 181)12} 0 cereevesvensfoinns bl ven froerarne cens vesessnares s Plaintiff’s Bond.
égé’mer u.s-GConsmmulr,. eennr) 235 111 120ch Apnl LI C 7 °§<J’lmxxtt!& Ct b 014 8
uy vs. Gariepy, veecennnnani, 619 [uerirerannns .-
92| Desjardins vs. Brien, .. 6l 3 \lnw 1854 Wf 14 4 3 (Phaintiffs . iiienienne 1 20
104{ Workman vs. Clarke, HIEY Ju); 1844 ......] ..} 39 4] 8 {Opposants et al....... 412 9
105/ Taylor vs. Clarke, ..... 4/10 Mn\ 1844 [OUTT I B 1 l’hn'ntiﬂh etal 5 35
106/Eljice rs. Archambault, 212( 4{ 6 ool Lands ...f 208[19(10 . . 3 4 8
108 Trembluy vs. Tremblav,. 186{ 5! 6 acptembm. 1844y » L} 184{11{ 6 [’I'uuuﬂsct al.... fecreonarasas 114 0
32 gro};o us, l’uga;l)ﬂ Cerenenn 170] 6{30 o « ..} 161] 0{10 {Divers oppocnnts ey Dﬂ“ 5B10d
7]Goodnow vs. Salls, . ...... 23R4 [ RPUROUNRUTOUR NUPRPII SRS AN S ROt P veerno{ Plaintiff's Bond,
129) Prevost vs Leblnnc,..... . arligl o " Goods ...| 23[14] 2 Dlvers opposnms.. vevesnen 4 310
131 Desrividres s, Sox,.. 175011 0 “ o} 174)19| 4 {Opposants et al.. 011 8
134)Molson vs. Townsend,......, 13| 511 “ « ) glhrelnn umnff et al 413 0
135|Hamilton vs. Castonguez, , ..........] 142]19] 9 . ands ...] 139]13] 9. e 219 0
138|Lespérance vs. Geoffrion, ......coco] 368] 6] 6 fovvrerr wovererrenens veerresres sfieonsation] eos fresrinierrensenaiannn, .|Plaintifi"s Bond.
143Copnolly vs. Langueduty..coerriieiec] 56115 7 fvievienrcecnene, el cen freseeressecaslunnnnn, erenn lenuff's Bond.
24‘>’§urcnt. 75, DOINCIS, veovvenrn wennl 91010} 4 hovemb«r, 1844).0veenenn]  90] 2| 4 [Divers opposants...ceceeeese. 8 0
;jg;yf;“oé:xe (]LO:: S:si?:e':uo?t fg ; g \eptcm‘ber. 1844 :: -] 30/ 1110 lOpposunts et al..., 2.2'5 ; g
g A s oee & | * . e
150{Jphnson vs, Leishman,.............. 39| 5| 9 " [ 2.5 8
151)Bingham »s. Séguin, .. weeeed 5819010 | - “ .o, Opposnnls et dal... 151011
155| Mills 2. Thompson, cresesninncennnnn ] 498] 7110 [November, 1844(............} 495(17(10 [Opposants ......covuee wrennrs 2100
1631 Freligh vs. Little,enenivnniienennend 3730 8] 4 Fvererivinnneciadfies wnes -f 84717102 ProxhononrynndOppo:nnta 2513 5
Viliv. , o
g Froste vs. Taityees coneeans 82{ 8| 7 {29th Jan., 1845.{Goods ...] 68/L1] 0 chrs Immes‘..‘ R L A 1/
5Bgon vs, Lits, vres e 225110] O Jovsrcsversseransesse.jLonds [N O P I’lamnif’s Bond.
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STaTEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

Amount [Dateof Orderor Amount
PARTIES' NAMES. Whence, To whom paid. Remarks.

8
&0
& Reccived. | Judgment. paid.

£ |sld £ s d.
vorenrfenrensrensssfiseacfiee] s bcsnnnnesnnennennessnesnnnen.s | Plaintiff’s Bond,

e

—

5| Mongenait s. Cardinal
8{Mathewson »s. Gauthier......eeevereen

16/Chef vs, Blot ,.vevevenneers March, 1845 ...[Lands ...| 188[15] 8 {Plaintiffs et al.. 100
18|Dorfon vs. Berthelot . 1 “ .|{Goots ...} 9{12[1! IDivers parties.cc,ceerereiriens 018 7
19(Planté vs. Viau seevenrees “ ...|Lands ...] 130] 7{ 4 [Plaintiffs et al .veverenrrrenns 016 8
24|Christie vs, Boisverd .......... 112t L Wl

2g|McCallum vs. Pinsonneault ..o} 1} 0
29{Mathewson s, Spence....ceceruncrrn 124{16

Plaintifls vnveeeiereenionsionenns
39(Papineau vs. Chevrier ..

3 2 7
.|Pluintiff”s Bond.

“ Wl 9 W 120013) 7

orarfese] vee fooocre sisnnnoncnane

(LRI TTT RYPLITPPRTTIY I

41iChristie vs, Lewis .. May, 1845 covnf-ern 173] 7] 1 Fl)ivers PArLties. corvencaners 4014 8
42|Mathewson vs. Heber! L RTINS, 210 0
43|Dewar vs. Williams.. srveveorsnsannennen| Eluintitf’s Bond.
44|DeBartzch vs. Burgault .ovvevieineeedd 202018] 1 L cevess wvsernvienfionmesncosfiisenalons| oo | . Plaintiff’s Bond.
45(Petit ve, Primeat...ccevvrssenss 17 7 veee] © ] 7I13] 4 [Prothonotary et al. . 91310
47|Christic vs, Leslie....cevecssrenrenniennndd  77}11 “ ] %] 29] 311 o . 48 7 8%
50|Weir vs, Armour.... 26} 1 Goods ...| 14|14 3 “ 1 611

51|McKenzie vs. Tait oovivvvernereernne j 14511 3
53/Christic vs, McDougall .......eceeree}) 40113
54/Christie vs. BabeuX « vocvvcvnreeeneennd 54
65|Beauchsmp s, Corbean .......
66|Bailey vs. Tait ......
*|Lemoine vs. Tait .. erereneneenes] 516{113
74|Seminary of Montreal vs, Globensky] 199} 6
75[Froste vs. Tait...u. ccvsracsenraneaerns J3888(19
77|Ross v, Brayton cvveevveereeeeecernnned 52
81{Massue vs Bertrand .
+iChristie v3, GIrOUX «o. vsreurese

January,1846...|Lands  {1444] 3)11 JPlointifls et al..ovoeriiriiennns 61911
July, 1845 ...... .10 Divers parties .uueeees cons 20 2 0
January,1848.... . 385(11 2 [Plaintiffs et al.ievrerierrersnan 1819 4
« vevverennees] 39]14] 2 IDivers partics.ieeee ceresnrnie 1 310
Goods ...} 220| 5 ks weersenssnnssnnne|Settled in full.
. LN ) (1) 33 revrsenesennnnan(Settled in full,
September, 1845) « ...} 197] 4] 0 [Plaintiffs et al...coccerioicnns 20
January,1848...{ *  ...[3871(11 Opposants €€ al...cuveacriaeces 17 8 3
September, 1845 « ...} 50] 7 PRIt covvvnraneeeeneaninnin 2 1 8
rrenssanrsensnnens| Plaintiff's Bond.
Plaintiffs et al. ...ocevnereiien 27 9 3

ruly, 1845
"

“

NQUWOoOWRIDW

cerese

vesaogeeer careen vee

March, 1846 o] © ol 32| 1
"

wo!

PRV PRPOUWR~RRRNNCONRACONOR N REIONN LD DO
sm——— Lo

83|Chef v5, GOFetiuvrirrersssrrerare vuneens]  43112J1 ...JGoods ...| 48] )| 2HProthonotary and Plaintiffy 0 7k
92|Semple vs. Tait wuevenre 5 November, 1845{cus.uivee.0e]| 197{10] 5 g .o 11411
93|Bailey vs. Thit.. 1 “ W% 0251008 “ “o. § 07
«|Dupuy vs. Viger.. “ ..|Lands ...} 155| 7} 4 “ “o 011 8
96|DeBartzch vs. Gau 4 o w.|Goods ...

o« [MeGillis vs, Tait «oevers RSOV | .. C I
108)Derocher vs. Messier . 104{November, 1845.|Goods ...| 12| 4| 9 JAttorneys ...cccovceriiiieeens 15 1}
120{Franchere vs. Lebeau . January,1846...(Lands ...| 61| 5]10 [Prothonotary et al............ 2t 9 0
124|Yule vs, Scheffre ....... . March, 1846 ...| * ... 102[11] 6 |Prothonotary et al.......ven. 8 2 8
129|Mondelet vs. Ekenberg .......ceeee ] 117{18 rsersrevenseses « ool Lands L. \
130/Semple v8. T cvveersernareinisraens] 263} 5 e .|Goods ...} 248 8] 7 [Prothonotary et al............ 1417 0
133|Larocque vs. Martel.......... 62| 6 “ w.{Lands ...] 58/12| 4 {Prothonotary and Opposants| 313 8
136|Labbé vs. Murray .. 90(17{11 f.overne ...{Goods ...] 89} 7! 5 [Divers parties...... L7 6
140{Jussaume vs. Dupuis .......eeeeereeeed 116] 0] 0 [October, 1846...|Lands ...} 114[11| 6 {Prothonotary et 1 8 6
142|Lewis vs. ChalifouX..ecirircreneeeened]  49[1011 [March, 1846 ...[ ¢ ..] 47] Ol11 [Plointiffs ez al. ....... 210 ©
147|Kellogg vs. Leishman .... ] 21719 May, 1846 o] ...] 217[17] 6 ). Donegani wiceeiienines 3 2 2
150{Delvecchio vs. Gauvreau. 20912 @ e % L] 205]11110 Divers parties. ......uieeeen 4 0 4
152|Henry vs. Cilley .veee.n.. 37| 4{11 [March, 1846 ...{..cooieie] 36[19(11 [Prothonotary et al............ 050

163|{LaFontaine vs. Robert..ei.iesee
167|Masson vs. Bélanger ...
174|Moffatt vs. Porteous.

ceeere oo soflaands ...

eereensnore]enersnerereafierene|srel vor oreereierees cereenineiernreenns| Plaintifi’s Bond,

ETITTITS

178{Adams vs. Peddie . “« ...|Goods ...| 16{12]| 0 |Plintiffs et al......... 2 8 4
179{Robertson vs. Drolet . “ wo|Lands ...[ 40[ 3| 5 {Prothonotary et dl............ 3 9 3
185|Hamilton vs. Curtis....... SRR (ST

Rolland vs. Hurton ....... Wl 71 {14)10 {Phaintiff et al oveverers crnene 31 3 %%
189|Christie vs. Carlton . rerssasessanisarensne|sennsnnnsd 700 1 " . 1 08
197|Rolland vs. Facey v.eoenes o & sapauses 412 8

-
1)
=
=
©
RO PACHON R~ O~ DO~

0
7
.|Lands ...| 67[10] 0 |Vlaintiffs e al.....
198(Bank of Quebec vs, Downes........
6
6

199|Beaudry vs. Trudean ....cocereereenes] 118118] 6 {Fanuary,1847...0 « ...} 116]19] 6 [Prothonotary et al......c.... 119 0
201|Latham vs. Robb weeeeeyen o0 ] 103{17) 6 “ %] 93)17) 6 [Phaintiff et aleneniesiienens 1000
206|Armstrong vs. Bondy . 371 8 61.. . Plaintiff's Bcnd,
209{Brunet vs, Logue ....... J40J19] 6 Jvreieniiniiiiind] cennininnne ..|Plaintift’s Bond.
212|Boudresu vs. Boudreau ....ceeninine 23] 3110 [Tanuary, 1847...{Goods ... 0 6

Vol.{VI.
1{St. Louis vs. Schmeltz,..ovvvvrereinnnn] 12 9

2 [January, 1847, “  ..| 11] 9] 2 [Prothonotary et al...... ..... 100
4|Cartwright o8, Monk ..vvvenmevvesnnnnf6052[17] 6 {i‘;}’n,}gjé} Londs ...}5178) 9]10 [Plaintifs ef alvecssssnnns] 874 7 8
5{Seminary of Montreal vs. Globenski| 156(11| 6 |April, 1547, w L 154) 1} 6 “ . e 210 0
8{Bingham vs. Bélanger. . . 6 .[Plaintiff’s Bond.
9|McNider vs. Bellingham. 2l ..|Plaintiff’s Bond.
18}Jones vs. Compstock ......... 10 [ ITTE Plaintiff's Bond.
20{Lacaille vs. Lacaille.... . 31 Plaintiffs et ol .. 5T
21/Brazeau vs. Major ..., 44 “ 414 5
«|Tartre vs, Frenay......, [ 3 ORI 7T, [T SO PN SO O RO .|Plaintift’s Bond
26{Cuthbert vs. Lavoieee s, ieree 3 “ % 1154{10] 3 [Divers parties.....o.cevrieiines 300

39(Howard vs. Boudreau ............

[+
w2
[
—
—
—
o

“ . 012

July, 1847 s
{Jm,’ 1848;} N 83119

42|0sterout £s, JONeS wevererersreisnnee w0 921 7
43|Renaud vs, Franchére,.....
47|Eroligh vs, Baker... ccovesvaieesiarneees 8618
48|Chef vs, McDermott .
58/Bonneau s Boire ...
60{Laporte vs, Coiton .........
62|Montmarquet vs. Gibson......
69{Tetu vs, Langellier ........
72{Mercier vs. Dufresne
76{Vallée vs. Guy.......
77[Robly »s. Malsburg ...
78|B: vs. Gib

81{Sherwood vs. Coté .vueiens

6
Qctober, 1847...{ * ..| 8917} 5
cernessnsssaneens|GOOAS Lo .
vereesesarreansenne LANAS Lo 74[15] 3 JPlaintiffs et alioerererirecenns
b Nt
2

4
® [T 210 0
Q

“ [ L I S S
“ O L B 1
= [ 114{16] 8
January, 1848, A............ 112} 8} 4 |Divers opposants
o wl % . 8l10| 4 {Opposants et al .....
“ wolGoods ... 28519] 2 [Plaintiffs.cvvinrveiiarnneniennns] 143 15 0
1] 0] O3fervresevevssaceranf_ # ol 0] 8| 8 |Opposant .
7111} 8" [October, 1847...|Lands .| 69(16] 4 IPINntAS veerveriresnrrcirirre] 115 4
49| 9| 6 [April, 1848......]Goods ...] 381 8} 8 JDivers parties....cooriimnnnee 11 010

I

[

(>3
13
®
W DAGGN O
IOWOO




StaresesT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.— Continued.

. Amount jDateof Order or Amount
73 PARTIES' NAMES. Whence. To whom paid. Remarks.
= received., Judgment. paid.
£std £ |sld £ s d
81} Bruncan rs. Sehmeltzy.. e veeneernnnn 72/10] 0 Manuary,1848,..[Lands ...} 72| 0| 0 010 0
821 Robert rs. Meunier,,...... veenne] B8] 6] 2 [0ctober, 1847...] ¢ ..] 3214 2 512 0
86)Gauthier s, Martin, .ooevvecvenrnnnnd] 257 7] 6 “ el L] 256112000 [PInintiffs et @l..eeenriirennnnen 0l 6
90 Rennud es. Wilson, vcuveevneeenene 269] 911 fervinrnrivneneeens[GoOds ..
o1{Ross vs, Wickstead,.. 17701 6 . ALands Ll el foerenniincicnene.. | Plaintifi’s Bond.
95| Anderson s agarty,, 6 29| w.{Goods ...
103/ Rubert 75, GOYet,.vviiveereensararens ] 260 7] 5 {%‘i“‘“‘&"s“‘]} Lands ...} 260] 7{ 5 [Divers partics.......ccsrerneene/Settled in full.
106]Barbenu vs. JErémie, vevvennriieenn ] 200,14] 4 January,1848,..0 « ..} 115] 8! ¢ 8513 9
107 Mills v, Goudwin, ....... 139/ 0] 6 w Lo s 2 . 315 4
108 Lussicr ¢s, Massue, ..., 62] 3[10 |.
116/Gnle rs. Thampson.., 1{19] 1
117]Bangue #s. Brouiller, . 19191 18115] O |Plaintiffs ef al..c.orvversinnnns 4 7
122 Cmmm"ll'lm s, Strang, . 40/19) 2 §, el e B Bond
138{Pinsennanlt re. Baron, ., 52111 0 ] 52]11] 0 . Suttlcd in full,
139|Rouleau e, Clonde, ..... 63/15] 6 FTuly, 1848 ... « .| 56 1] 1 TS
140] Montigny rs. Dufroxnr, vers 20] 11 1 FApril, 1848.....] ¢ L] 28] 4 5 016 8
147 \'onouv( s, 6S4] 3| 9 . ceeed] L] G81[13] 8 210 1
149|Bonneau r+. Gibeau,.. 20/14; 0 K v % L] 16[18] 9 . 4 0 3
158)Carter vs. Ellis,... ..., 57 5] 0 Leeree e reennefoedd see b cnicennnnniee o | Bond,
159 Beaupré 5. Cadicux, ....... 427017, 2 Wuly, 1848 ...... ..) 13516 ll}Divers pOrties...... 6819 6
161{L1all vy, Leitch,............. 112] 9/ 0 i . ..j 11015} 8 “ 113 4
168|Deléry vs. Huneaw, .. 701 7 4 .| 44| 9| 8 |Plaintiffs and Attorney......, 2517 8
171/ Thibert re, Tepage, .. 0] 810 |....
 [Papmean e lwhnnll(, . 23:19} 0 ] 28119] O (Plaintiffs......cevveevinniennaan. [Settled in full,
174jdndersur. s, Hagarty, ... 47] 7] & . 44 61 0 IDivers partics....erreueearana, 318
77| Workmun vs. Clutke, . 83 2111 feap. ad sat.......
179/ Masson ro Glen, ....... 2231 2{ 0 Puly. 1848 ......[ “ ..} 222\11] 2 [Plaintiffs et al.cvrrrerennennnn 010 10
180{Green-hields vs. Willet, 66) 4f 2 - “ ] 10} 6f 2 Divers parties....coeensereieens 55 18 10
1831 Povwer vs, Ilizwing, .o, o] 23] 2] 8. ‘o
¢ [ Mathurin vs. (,h.tpdclmnc, - 341 1) 0. ceeneen  2]10) 0 jGoddard, Advocate .........[Plaintifi"s Bond.
184/|Christie vs. Henry, | errereeeen] 6413 6 « .. 611310 [’Imntxﬂ‘a etal...... 318
192/ Titus re. Lay, ... . 2 “ v %L 41t 9l e i 3 0 8
++ |Kauntz es. Telfer,. . 6 “ W% 201 610 558 8 8
194/ Macready vs. Dupuis, .. :
195]3awtell rs. Homier, | 141) 4] 3 78] 2| 6 [Divers parties.......eoeieesene 62 1 9
196{Stevens rs. Magec, . 40] 4/ 3 40] 4| 3 [Chief Justice et al....oorooafSc ttled in full.
197} Bryson rs. Archer, ......... 68| 7] 6 68| 7| 6 |Divers purtics......... Settled in full,
198| Pinsonnault . 1<»rcheron,. .-.{ 230{ 3] 9
w0 v, Lyneh, oo ] 15015 6 . 15]15] 6 foreeeeeerinnnniones Settled in full.
199; Lyman vs. iggins, 40°19f 7 Octobor. 1aa | ¢ 40019 7 {Divers partics... wensefSettled in full,
20| Tewis es. Jones, alt4 9§L FOTT PPN L S
202| Moss v, Mack, 1f Tl " ] 1] T PIRINGHT uiiieieiieens soecSettled in full,
203| Purkyn s Téty 10171 0 . . s .. -
208/ MeGillivray es. Mc])n ald,.. 72| 8 7 [Paid l’Lﬂ’hsPC A, Gufr). 72( 81 7 Hath Angust, 1848............[Settled in full.
w [Doucet zs. Russ, ceereeens R 9] 2 6 Octobm 1848, 1Goods ...| 9] 2| 6 Mlainnffs,... veneeeo{Settled in full,
207| McLaughlin vs. Tucker, ., 310/18] 0 ...{Lands ...] 506] 3i10 {Divers pnrtxes.... vvae 414 2
s {St. Romain »s. Grivean, 20l10] 6} N ..[Goods ...} 39{10} 6 |Divers pnrucs ..|Settled in full.
208 Lyman rs, Tate, ...... 30] 9] 9 " oo sof9lep e L. .[Settled in full,
« 1Cohile rs. Cornughan 62| 9} 6 €« ..jlands ...} 62] 9| 6 |Phintiff and Defendan .|Settled in full.
apg{ Ward es. I‘urd\. 79|12{ 6 & ol ) 19012] 6 [Divers parties........seee......[Settled in full.
210|Bryson rs. Derbishire,.. 79 6110 fovrreierininns ...|Goods ...
w |Grivaux vs. Hervieux,.. 13/10] & . wofLands ] 13119] 8 [Plaintiff ........ vicieeserenn.[Settled in full,
11 Rvnn vs. Hibburd.... . ol14] 5% “ e|Gootls o} 6,14) 53| Plaintiff ..., ..|Settled in full.
« | Pinsonnault rs. Bmcrln, 9116 3 « Lands ...{ 91116, 3 |Pluintiffs et al............ Settled in full.
219 Deléry vs. Garant, ... 30} 6] 5 L0 RORUOR T8 VU HOON ....|Plaintiff's Bond.
Whitney vs. Perrin,... 30| 1} 1 ..|Goods ...
a13lJones vy, Taity covcre.e. 63| 6] 9 S 60013] 9 [Plaintiff et ale.veeienennnn. . 213 0
Duchesnay vs. Lan"clher, 5210/ 0 <« ...Lands ...| 38]11] 1 |Divers pnmes . 13 811
214|Perry zs. Gordon,....... a{16[10 o ...|Goeds ...} 9[l6[10 lentlﬂs.. . Settled in full,
Leroux vs. Prevost, ... 26) 811 " o L] 26) 8 .Settled in full,
215/Leroux rs, Prevost, .., 19] 9’11 “ WLl 19 91t [Settled in full.
Racine re. Rousseay, ..., ] 25 3] 6 . W ] 25036 «[Settled in full,
o16/Daigle vs. Morin,........ . sl 11 o JOO I L
216t Molson s Irving, .} 77112] 6 |October, 1848...\Lands ...] 76{10{ 3 1 93
31,‘Brock vs. Smith, . 218 THO e d0f afeveneded] «.|Plaintizs Hend,
» [Veit vs. Baby, . S * .AGoods L) 9 T l’lmntxﬁ‘s. .[Settled in full.
218 Jarvis vs. Humilwn, . of17]1l E Lo L oirn l’lnmm} Settled in full
Moss vs. Mills, cocenner .| 39l 8 “ “ 39| 8 11 ceeveeer[Settled in full,
a1g9/Cormier rs. Besudouin, B .« “ 128 Pe]Ietmr. AVOCRLS mrvrreinns i
Mouss vs. Bonacina, ..., S5{16] 6 “ L") 85|16) 6 |Divers parties... Scttled in full.
230|St. Charles zv. Leftbvre, nl 2 o Goods .| 15| 0] 2 |Plaintifls et al..... .[Settled in full.
Lefebvre vs Pichette, .. 4] 0 A lands .| 50014) 0 Plaintiff ........ccceeeennenL L Settled in full.
221{Laverdure ¢s Mercure, 51 N L
Stephen 1s Rennie,... K] o fGoods L] 20) 71 6 [Phaintiff L.ieeiieeienennn Settled in foll,
229(Cadron vs. Cadron, . . 2] 6! 6 Lvveeins reiriiennns Lands ...
Perrin vs. Ch(\pdelunc, 15 6 “ el ) 39) 8] 0 [Divers purties...cieiiieinen] 131 7 6
2023|Gerrard es. Ratelle,...... 95 u el L 275] 710 “ . 31 7
[Tubert es. Lum:nm, . 51 0| 6 " R L T S .{Plaintif’s Bond,
224/ Ermatinger vs. Seymour, ] 50! 58 “ ..|Goods ...] 50] 5 -[Settled in full,
Perrin vs, Bawden, ... 38] &/ 9 " Wl ) 451 6 7 110
225(Conroy vs. Stewart, 181191 9 “ B i
Delisle vs. DeBeavjeu,... 290} 3] 53 « ...|Cands ...} 299} 3| 5HPlaintiff ez al. ........... ......|Settled in fall.
w96{ITamilton vs. Goyette, 62{15(10 N el L] 61 0] 4k 115 6
Valotte vs. Taylor, ... 68,17] 6 “ W L] 6817 6 Plaintiffs..... Settled in full.
227|Hamilton vs. Curtis,... 47) 4] 9 s PO IO V4 I ) “ . Settled in full.
a9giDorion ts. Kenelly, ... 22111} 7 “ WJGoods ..l 2911 7 “ erermrens .‘bctt,lod in-full.
229! Greenshields vs. Wilson, W 1) of 4} “ S R U] «“ sesssnrneennifSettled in full.
wRaach vs. Vient, o] 281170 8 “ oo ] 2817 87| Plaintiffs L'tlll. corvesannneenniSettled in full,
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StATEMENT and Account of all Moneys received by the Sheriff of Montreal, &c.—Continued.

. Amount [Date of Order or| Amount
& PARTIES' NAMES. Whence, To whom paid. Remaerks,
& received. |  Judgment. paid.
X Lamoth £ |s|d Land £ lsld £ s d
230/ Kitson s, Lamothe,.cecviieieicreirennid 55/18] 6 ands ...,
Leste vs. Vadeboneaur, ..oovevenne o] 146] 8] 9 feereerens [P - {Phg’lsoBﬁondfor
Vol.|VIL
1Cadieux vs. Lefebvre, o...cvivininnnnns 29(14] 6 v lerieinininisnee e [Plaintiff’s Bond.
Ostell »s. Dufresne, .cevevrees J risjo Plaintiffs ef aliicrverererenere 113
2|Ferrie vs. Crerar,....... 298(11| 6 reeisserresaressesansareiensaienss|[E10INLIPS Bond.
3{Martio vs. Murray, ....... 9l 0f 9
Cadron vs. Cadron, ,....... 41/13| 6
4|Taylor vs. Proctor, ...eveesecorerenenf2917] 81 6 Plaintiffs et @livwierirore.nonn.[Settled in full
Bronsdon vs. Hunter, . 2619} 6 Plaintiffs ez al. ........ .......|Settled in full.
5 Masson vs. Séguin, ... 8] 6] 5 Plaintiff ......cooveeneneecnnni. [Settled in full.
Leprobon vs. Derbishire,. 49} 91 0
6{Leprohon vs. Bouchette, , 19] 6] 9 Plaintiff . ,oovvvvvieirnrerinnns 014 8
Adams vs. Smith...e.ee oo 49} 6| 9 {. -
7|Montmarquet vs. McPhee, . 242(15 6 B ...|Plaintif’s Bond.
9| Valois vs. Delagrave, .... 79019 6 st reaess s sesessenres Plaintiff’s Bond.
Christie vs. Filion, ....-. 38j13| 3
11{Burroughs vs. Adams,.... J o4/ 83,
13|Donegani vs. Dufresne, ......... weend] 209] 4/10

We certify that the Statement hereinbefore written is correct, and corresponds with the Returns made
by us to the Court of Queen’s Bench of the District of Montreal, to the several writs addressed to us as
Sheriff, up to this 20th day of December, 1848. : :

(Sigaed,) BOSTON & COFFIN
Sheriff,

Sworn before me at Montreal, this 8th day of Jan.,
1849, by William F. Coffin, Esquire.
(Signed,) J. Smirm, J. Q. B.

We, the Joint Prothonotary of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench for the District of Montreal, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the statement and account of moneys received and paid
by the 8 for the District of Montreal, from the 2nd day of October, 1848, to the 20th day of
December, 1848, the original whereof was deposited by the said Sheriff in our office on the 8th day of
January, one thousand eight hundred and forty-ninc.

Given at Montreal, this 14th day of April, 1849.

MONK, COFFIN & PAPINEAU,
Prothonotary.
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