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The Gazette.

By His Esxtellency - Major-General
Gzoncz‘Sr'nAczv SMYTH,
4 ientenant-Governor and Com-
mandey in Chicf of the Province
of New-Brunswich, 8¢ &c.Lc.
6.5 SMYTH. .

A Proclamation.
HEREAS the General Assembly
of this Province stands prorogued

to the second Tuesday in October next : 1
have thought &t further to prorogue the said

{L.S.)

Gereral Assembly 3 and e same is hercby .

prorogued to Ehe second Tuesday %n Decem-
Ber next ensuing.

" Given undér iy Hand and Seal,
4t Fredericton, the twenry-eighth
day of September, in the year of
our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and twenty, and in the

first year of His Majesty’s
~ Regn.
By His Excellency’s Command,
H. H. CARMICHAEL,
Dep. Sec.

-

e e

By Aiexanper DAvioson,
Esquire, one of the Justices of His
Majgsty’s Inferior Court of Com-
mon Pleas for the Couniy of North-
umberland,in the Province of New-
Brunswick. .

application of Fohn Forb:s, of the
hirm (of Samuel Drinkwater and Fokn
Forbes, Copartners in Trade) of the Parish
of Chatham, in the County and Province
aforesaid, Merchants, 1o me duly made, pur-
suant to the directions of the Act of ihe

General Assembly of this Prevince in such |

case wnade and provided ; I have direcied
all the Esaate as well real as personal, of
David Tozer, late of Northesk i1n the Coun-
ty aforesaid, Lumbeser, (which said David
Toz¢r has departed from, and 1s-without the
Limits of this Province, or concealed within
the same, with intent and design to defraud

the said Fohn Forbes and his said Copartrer |

in Trade, and the other Creditors of the
said Dewd Tozer, if any there be, of their
just dues, or else toavoid being arrested by
the ordinary progess of law, as has been
made toappear to my saxisfaction) to be seiz-
ed and atiached ; and that unless th= sa:d
David Tozer doresurn and discharge his
debe or debts vaihin three mon:hs from the
publication hereof, all the Estate as well reu)
as personal of the said David Tozer, within
this Province, will be sold for the payment
and satisfaction of the Creditors of che said
David Tozer. | - o
Dated at Nelson, 1n the said County
of Northumberland, the fifteenth
day of August, 1n the year of our
Lord one thousand eight hundred.
and twenty.
ALEX.DAVIDSON, J.C.P.

Jou~N Ams. StreET, Any.

Bv Hueu Munro, Esquire, one
of the Jusuces of His Majesty’s
Inferior Court of Common Pleas
for the County of Northumberiand,

. 1n the . Province of New-Bruns-
wick. ‘

OTICE is hereby given, thaton the |

application of Fohn Cole, of Saint
Yeiers, in the Parish of Saumarez and Pro.
vince aforesaid, Carpenter and Jomer, 10
- m: duly made, pursuast to the directions of
he Act of the General Assembly of this
Province in such case made and provided ;
I have directed all the Estats as well real as
personal, of Al-xander Govdon, Fames Bab-
cocky and Fohn Lawrence, Lumberers, also
late of St, Peters, in the County: aforesaid,

OTICE is hereby given, that on the ﬁ

1

h Gordon,
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vince, or concealed within the same, with in-
ient and design to défraud  the- said John

Cob d other Credisots of s o8 AN

ander Gordon, )
Lawrence, 1f any there be, of their just dues,
or else to avoid being arfestéd by the opdin-
ary process of Law, a¢ has been made toap-
pear to my satisfaction) io Bé seized and a-
tached ; and that unless the®id Alexander

tion hereof, all the Estite as. well real s
personal, of thz said Alexander Govden,
Fames Babcock, and

Awhich:id Alzxander Gordon, James Bas-

Cock, and Fohn Lawrence, bave dtplr'..‘:df the eross cn;mining ofju ly Phuilips ‘in the

within this Province, will be sold for the
payment and satisfaction of the Creditors.of
the said Alexander Gordon, James Babeock,
and Pohn Lawrente. - ~
Dated at St. Peters, in the County of
Norihumberland, the twenty-firse
day of September, in the Year of
our Lord one thousand eight hun-
dred and twenty.

H. MUNRGQ, J.C. P.

Joux Ams. StrerT, Alty.
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Agricultural, -

et S R .

From the ¢ Code of Agricultuve.

- Reapring, |

It is the opinionof experinced husband-
men, that wheat should be cut down some
days before it 18 fully or dead mipe. The
grain hardens well in the sheaf ;—the sami-
ple is better,—~and there is rothing lost in
measure, by this mode of management. The
harvest thus begins earlier, and s labours
are more equally distributed a.

Barley ought likewise to be cut beforé it
is too ripe, otherwise the straw becomes brit-
tle, and that occasions much loss, by the
heads oreaking off,

Though oats are reckoned a hardy grain,
yet the more early varieties, being liable to
damage from high winds, or from exposure
to much wet, ought to be cut as soon as they
are nearly ripe, in order to lessen the risks to
which they are exposed.

Beans should be cut dowmn, as soor as the
eye has attained a deep “colour, and if the
weather be dry, instantly made up .into
sheaves. The straw will thus be of triple
value, and the grain of superior quality 5.

So much for the culture of the crops be-
fore they are cut down. The instrumrents
by whic# this operation is effected are next
to be considered. .

Various plans have been devised for cut-
ting down crops of grain ; as reaping by a
sicile, or reaping hook ; mowing: by a
scythe, and bagging. The plan of curting
down corn by machinery, theugh it bas
made some progress, has not yet been
brought beyond the line of cccasional expe-

riment. ,

a. Brown's Rural lmprovements, val. . p.
310.— Youug's Calendar, p 420.

b. Paper from M:. John Shirreff; Comm. vol.

TA p- 172
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- LONDON.
TRIAL OF THE QUEEN.
.
SEVENTZENTH DAY---SEPT. §.

\ ( Continued from our last.)
Is it true you came over in a Spamsh

family ? It is not true. - Did you say you
had 2 Jawsuit against the Princess ? 1 sad I

had 2 lawsuit, but I meant I was jn the Pro- |

cess agnast the Princess. . In saying you

bad a lawsuit, 1nstead of saying you wesc 2

witness was 1t intended 2 as dou&c“

against the Princess to the pepson
it. : e
The Attorney General objected.

M¢. Bropgham argued the right of put-.
ting the question, and in support of 1t cited

-~ &

Fathes Babeock, and. John. Lew-.
rence, do return and discharge their debt or ‘§
debts within three months from the publica-

Fohn Lawrence,

# besn in a dreadful sitvation.
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fronmand are without the hmm of dlar&

R, 1820.
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Beld. - ! ~
The Lbrd‘Chancellor *decided that the

{ question was relevast.
Fares Babtock, and Fohn .

- Questién repeated,— Yes, I meant it as
Magriqm ip any way that you were witness
-againet the Princess ? 1 wld M. Marigtte
after 1 retarned from” Ashton. il
.Did yeu ever apply to be taken back into
her Royal Highness’'s service ? Non mu
recorde.  Did you ever represent, after you
lefe her'Royal Highness’s service, that you

{ were in a destitne condition ? Never. Did

you ever entreat any person of her Royal
Highness% howehold to have compassion on

Reyal Highness’s service ? 1 bave  never
Will you
swegs that you ncver entreated one of the
suite of her Royal Highness to 1ake pity or
have compassion on you after you left her
Royal Highness’s service 7 Nonimi recordo.
On what account of pity 7— Answer my
question, before you put one 1o me.  Ques-
tion repeated. It may be I did so. Did
you ever represent to any one, afier you left
the Princess’s service, that you taxed your-

self with ingratitude for your bad coniduct to
a kind and gracious rhistress.

The Auorney-General objected to Mr,
‘Brougham’s question § hesaid the represen-
tation might be in writing ; he might ask if
the witsess told any person.

The Attorney-General sawd the witness
_had been very ill for some days, and he

boped the House would aliow him 1o u
when’he was fatigued. "

Interpreter.—The witness says he feels
unwell, arid requests a litle time to with-
draw.

| Mr. Brougham contended that the objec-

tion made by the Attorney-General was not
valed, even upon the ground of the decision
to which their Lordships had come upon the
production of Dumount’s letters.  The
witness. was nof asked if he had written thus
or thus, though perhaps it might come out
afterwards that be had done so. He was
only asked if he had ever made such or such
a representation.

Mr. Denman begged 1o address the
Hlouse upon the interposition tbe Attorney

| {eneral has so smproperly waken, and the sug-

gestion he had given to ibe witness that he
was not bound to answer whether he had or
had sot made such a representation.---The
Liearned Gentleman contended, that if he had
s writtendocument they had a ght toask him
if be had made any such nepresentation as
that doczinent contained, for the purpose of
trying his credit.  Unless the witness was al-
lowed to be examined in the course in which
Mr. Brougham wished to proceed, it would
be impossible 10 develope the most wicked
conspiracy ever engendered, or to discover
the perjury of the most vile witness ever
brought 1nto 2 Court of Law.
. Cross examination continued.

Did you ever say <o any body that your
-eonduct towards the Princess was liable to an
iputation of ingrantude to your gencrous
Bepefactress 7 Never. . Isthat your hand-
writing ?—(showing a lewter)—It is. Is
that also your hand-writing P —(showing
awother part)—1It 1.

The Auorney-General said he could not

see 1he letter, .
I know it, said Mr. Broogham, and I
intended it should be so.

Did you ever go by any other name.:

What 1s1t. .

~ (The witness said be ¢ould m;i answer,
‘and begged d as.a ﬁvqn‘t:;mt.he House not
to bave 1tstated, as he might.be exposed o
the fury of some persons. by, doing so, and

and apswer might not appear in the public
England with? A .

rs.)

Who did you come (o

Duches of Kingston's case by M. Mans- |

adouble entendre.  Did you disclose to M. |

your dreadful situation, after you left ber |, : 1o ezt -
‘dence, and was imefmqg@é by w ( E‘-

}

‘ by Mr. Brougham, who objected

“and told me that he wanied 10 s

- in.the morning, and enquired n

“him, if he would be enabled to k

-
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for dealing in forged. potes’; ‘did Krou
come to London with you, or remain in
Paris ? He came o London.” Do youex-
pect any thing ? I bope my expenses will
be paid. i ; |
Re-examined by the Attorney-General,
‘Did her Royal Highness give you a cer-
tificate of character ? Yes. Is it about
you ? Yes: Have you seen hr" write v
No. Whe gave you the-certificate ? Coun-
tess Schavini. Did any convefsation pasi
between yoiu and Marietti at that time, re-
lative to your being 2 Witness against the
Queen 7 Marietti came and told me, that
the other Marietti had said that the two M.
Broughgris were his friends, dnd ~——

»

Here Mr. Broughamabfected’wtbwi-

A

mouth.
Lord Grey said it was Me. nwn'ﬁ
duty to do so.

Lord Holland also said the same, and was
very severe upon Lord Exmouth, :

Lord Exmouth replied with some warmt})
to Lord Holland. 'k

The Lord Chancellor coneprred with
Mr. Brougham, and said the answer was
irregular. :

Lord Redesdzle said the question was put
properly. : 2]

Re-examination continued. .

What induced you to tell M, M;{iett;'
that yous were a witness against the .
Marietti hiad already been told by somebogdy,
that I was a witness against the ' .
he asked me whether it were true’; I ane
swered yes, and he toid me—(Inerrupted

d agun to
all drising out of tbe cross

evidence, as not at
€xamination. )
The House had not-adjourned when out
Reporter had closed his letter. |
£16HTEENTH DAY=--Szpe. 6.

The witness, Guisepps Sacemni, glias
Sacchini. was brought to the bar and re-ex-
amined by the At’y. General.

You sipted thit you assumed the name of
Milani ; why did you assume that name ?
I took the name on account of the tumuls
which had taken place ; and of the danger
which 1 should run if I had cothe under my
own name:--knowing that should be known.
When did.you assume the name by which
you now go? Immediately after the affray,
or she affair that happened at Dover. You
have stated that you took an cath, when was

“that? I do not remember exacily the day,

but it was about two months ago. Ot
what occasion were you sworp 7 The cath
was praposed tome by the advocate Powell.
For what purpose were you sworn 7 KHe
(Powell) told me that he had received @
lewter from Lord Liverpool, who said it was
necessary to take this oath. Did Mr: P.
state any thing mere as. to the purpose for
which the deposition was 10 be used 7 He pd-
ded nothing else. , :

Lord Buckingham—Whe is Marietu,

whom you know in London ? I have known

three genilemen in London of that name.
You have said in the course of your exam-
nation, that Marietti knew, that you were
to be a witness in this cause 7 1 have sad
that Marietti kpew that I was a witnes.
I told him so.. Did any of the Marietti’s
whom you arc acquainted with in Londop
make any propesition to you topghing the

evidence you ase to give,in shis )
nor Marietti came © my lod wby

%

Brougham, the brother of her Majesty’s

B

r=
knew e, and be amwered e knew
me ; agd Mr. Broughaw's brothes asked
learn from me
something relating 10 the witnessrs. z;
Marieiti added, as Messrs, ‘
dooe wme some service while 1 had some tran.

courier called Krouvs. Was he. in cusiody | sactions with ber Royal Highuess, that !
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