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THE GLEANER, &c 
Re 

‘The sum of 901. to assist 10 building sundry bridges 
and improving the read from Moody’s Point to Tabus- 
intacy 10 the parish of Alnwick. 3 

March 2. 
SHERIFF OF NORTHUMBERLAND. 

To’ Committee on the Report of the Committee of Public and 
Private Accounts, brought in yesterday, the Petition of Richard 
8. Clarke, Esq., High Sheriff of the County of Nortbumber- 
Mand, was taken up, The petition, in effect, prayed relief from 
various pecuniary liabilities, incurred in consequence of laches 
wn the execution of the office of Sheriff; the petitioner alleging 
varioua causes in extenuation, and pleading his inability to satisfy 
the demands, . 
Mr ParTELOW contended that it would be a very dangerous 

precedent to comply with any such petition; although the peti- 
toner was whollyunable to satisfy the demands against him; and 
the Province, whether legal proceedings were stayed or complet- 
ed, would unavoidably lose a large sum. 
Mr KINNEAR expressed similar opimions, 
Mr CunarD could not advocate the petition, or extenuate the 

conduct of the petitipner, as a Sheriff. But he was a man of ex- 
acllent principles—had a large family to provide for, and had 
no weans whatever of satisfying the demands against him; which, 
judesd, if pressed, would cause the loss of hus office, and his to 
ti rain. The hon. member contended that if the inte Attorney 
General and the Treasurer had done their duty in strictly fol- 
towing up the extents to which the petition had reference, the 
petitioner would never have become so situated, but that their 
neglect had caused him to be indulgent and negligent, and broughe 
hi to this present state. The hon. member therefore, though he 
could not advocate the Sherifs conduct, yet, under all the cir- 
cumstances, pleaded for a merciful consideration of his case. 
Me PARTELOW ingistesd on the danger and impropriety of pro- 

ceeding on the petition at all; but recommended tne appointment 
“la Cuamitiee, to investigate the whole affair, and "to report 
theceon to the House next session. 
Ye Rawxon suggested that in the mean time legal proceedings 

be say ed; which suggestion, however, was not seconded. 
Me SPEAKER observed, that the [Touse could know nothing of 

baw far it would be safe or proper to relieve the petitioser, 
ii} Tull mvesiigation had been made, because certain sums, on ac- 
ean it if the exteats in question, had been from time to time 
paid over by the Sheriff to the late Attorney General, Mr Wet 
more; of the applicativn of which sues the House knew nothing, 
ns that oficer’s accounta had not yet been completely rendered 
to tie Hovse. Those acconots should, therefore, be required. 

Myr ParTELOW said, that about 40001, als» appeared to have 
been pid over in three years to (we tie lieve) the present Attor- 
uey Leoeral; and comngided in the vecessity of obtaming the late 
Atioreey Generals accounts during the recess. 
Mr inn EAR perfectly coincided in the views of Mr Parte- 

low, an said, that it was a well koown fact, that the manner in 
wlhich the office of Sheriff had been executed in the County of 
Nordwnberland had been a crying evil for many yerrs; and that 
that officer bad long been coatinued in his sitsation only on ac- 
covnt of his family and his misfortunes; which the hon. member 
deprecated as highly improper. : 
Mr ED bore tesumony to the hamanity, goodnesa of heart and 

amiable disposition of the Sheriff, but contended that he was, by 
en inaeh, unfit for his office, as be was_indoced to shew such in- 
du'gance and to eommit such negligence, as were highly ipexcu- 
mbie and mischevions. The hon. member corroborated We Kin- 
naur’s obsarvations, but observed that the Province had some se- 
wurigy, as the Sheriff had given bonds, and mdeatnificd them by a 
transfor of Land. The hon, member solemnly disciaiued all pri- 
vate feeling and motive, and testified to «he exes lirnee of the 
private charactor of the petitioner, but desiguated hia ag one of 
the worst of all had Sheriffs; asserting, that he had got to snch a 
puch, in the veghgent discharge of Ins otfice, thet he actually al. 
lowed other persons to sign his name to writs; and contended fo 
a teal rejection of the petition, 
Mr CodarD made a few additional observations; after which. 

Bic Parteluw’s motion was adopted by the commiree. 
February 29 

; COMMITTER OF SUPPLY. 

Tho Honse wentinto Committee uf Supply, for the purpose of 
taking up the accounts of Robert Doak, Esq. late Supervisor of 
tin Groat Road from Frederictm to Newcastle. 
#r RANKIN moved a resolution, for a grant «fa enum of — to 

Rabert Doak, Esq. &c. being the amount over-oxpended by him, 
such sum to be 1aken from the road appropriation of this yer. 
The debate which followed this resolution was th» most violent 
saci etvang. we have ever beard within the walls of the House of 
Assembly; personaly invective and rancour beg vaspzred; and 

we find ourselves in a very unpleasant dilemma, in the discharge 
ef our duty,” 
[The following report is a concise epitoma of the excessively 

exigaxive discussion on this question, Tha disciss on lasted a- 
bout 4 hours; and we fee) much exhausted by the attention 1t re- 
quired. j 
Mv Cowarnpgaid that he understood Mr Rankin had some fur- 

ther important information to give in this case, and he therefore 
wskad him to bring it forward. 
Mi Rankin szid ho had no wish to withold tha inf rmation, 
He was perfectly willing to bring it forward -eeWe could scarcely 
hear any thigg the han, member said, but we anderstood him to 
grate that since the last discusdion on this subject, he had seen se- 
veral persons from Novthumbertand, who fad tiuvelled the road 
question, and who had prodeunced the works to be quia satisface 

tarily executed, The hon, member also resd a letter from the 

Bonorabls R. Simonds, Province, Treasurer, stating that in Sep. 

tember, 1820, he bad travciled over the road, fe compnny with — 
Peters, Raoquire, that it was darls when they passed over the pare 
digonied about, that they weng over it without h 

that in conversation on (he subject. he {My Simonds aemberad 

haviag remarked what wo ge lle me al read it was, a bus, {9 Lan Sp p ox which wos a: ipted, a ga =) Camas e 3 Vitls his full balance. : : 
Praaauver algo, In Lis letier, sted vst wi a he resided io thar | Ms Doak wes en'it] iy ro : ; ’ $ Me Ohnodler moved that the blark be filled up with 
part of tha souantry, be ajways board Mr Doak spoken of «us aj Nie Allen expressed Liv desire to do Justice in this the. sim 79 ®- whieh was negatived, 

man of exellent cliaratier , The | weinhep ales sand that hed vise, snd twreonviction of the integrity of Mr Donk’s| ite 3 mek + & gy ade Sadi bia del of 
had asotliar latter, writes by the | aut, Governor of ihe pre. : Ey wi Uionzht Meddoak had stood. the tes 
vipee, in favor of Mr Donk, 
seemed to think, it was nol peCeasary : V 

cunvittiony from general testimony, thei By Dunk ween 

{whit y Bovever, the conunigen ! : % 

w reds) and ha staied bis inlarpreia E vig 
8 

va of bwsmbar declared huis opinion, that the resolution couls vpos bi 

strict integrity, skill and ability, and he (Mr R.) knew no man 
who bore a better character for uprightness. The hon. member 
also strenuously contended that there had been no collusion be 
tween Mr D. and his son-in-law. He thought Mr D. might very 
well ask of the House a much larger sum than he really claimed, 
which was his balance of 119]. 13s. 4d; as muzh more than that 
sum would not compensate him for hissleepless nights, the rest- 
less days, and all the anxiety and mental distress he had endured 
in this business. Even if jtwere a claim for nine times that 
amount, he (Mr R.) would stand up in his place, and advocate 
Mr Doak’s cause.— After some few further observations, the hon 
member said he should move for the sum of 1191. 13s. 4d. 
Mr S Humbert thought Mr Doak stood before the house in a 

very fair way. He had done his duty; was a man of unimpeach- 
able character, and ought to be compensated. The hon. member 
then (as far as we could hear, for be spoke at sometimes a very 

low tone, and at others with vehement rapidity.) swated that the 
Province U'reasurer had lately mentioned to him the circumstan- 
ces of his journey with Mr Peters over the road in question, and 
that he bad then remarked how well it was done, far beyond his 

expectations; and that the hon: Treasurer bad also remarked that 
Mr Doak was a man of unblemished character. The hon. mem- 
ner proceeded to make some comments on the inestimable value 
of character, and of the impropriety of tampering with any man's 
fepitation, and expressed his conviction thac Mr Doak was fully 
entitled to the allowance he prayed. 
Mr Partelow said he was really eick and tired of the subject, 

and he would not have arisen, had it not been attempted to es- 
tablish a claim for the whole amount of the balance. It was ex- 
pressly understood, when this matter was referred to the Commit- 
tee of supply, that ne further sum could be sustained thar the ba- 
lance of 371. 2s 21, as established in 1829; but after the extra- 
ordiuary steps that had been taken, he (Mr P.)/ feltit to be his 
cuty to object even to that. 
Mr Scott at considerable length argued against the resolution, 

and contended that the road money had heen misapplied by Mr 
Doak, and that he was entitled to no allowance whatever. 

Myr Cunard aid that he would not go over all the history of 
the transactions, but that if fifiy witnesses came forward in favor 
of Mr Doak, it would not protect the Province from this current 
of imposition. Every radividoal in Miramichi had spoken in 
8trong terms in confirmation of his Mr C.’s statement. I'he hon 
member then at some length indulged in strictures on the conduct 
ofthe Province ‘I'reasurer,both with reference to the letter read 
by Mr Raskin, and to the certificate given by that officer to Mr 
Marter, tide surveyor. of St Johu, and asserted that he had adwit- 
ted to him [Mr C.] that the money had been wasied by Mr Doak 
on the road in question. The hon member contended, that not 
one person from M.ramichi had said the road wae good, and that 
bis own prior statements had beea fully explained, and expres 
sed his determination, as a duty he owed the country, to resist 
Fagovition, to oppose the resolation to the extent of 11. or e- 
ven 1d. 
Mr Chandler deprecated the warmth shewn by hon. members 

in debating on this subject, but expressed his conviction that they 
were conscientiously actuated. He had no doubt that they were 
actuated by the best motives, but they appeared mere to assume 
he'eharacter of advocates than judges. The hon. member pru- 
ceeded to support similar views with Mr Partelow, to the extent 
of 8712s 21, and observed, as to the Province Treasuser, that 
fie thought that gentleman shonld not be spoken of dicrespectfuily, 
witheut some very gnod casse, He [Mr U.] thought there should 
have been some certificate in this case; but the hon. Treasurer, 
having » due regard ta his own character, could not make auy 
such certificate; bat had merely writen a letter, The hon  mesi- 
Ler thea observed, that the testimony was evidently that of a per- 
301 not hostile to Myr Doak. If the Treasurer had 
fe low-traveller, * haw well the road is made,” that must bave 
been said after actual observation, and there woutd than buve been 
1 certificate of the fact, Butthe Treasurer bad riden over the 
road in the durk. and had merely observed what a good Lina of 
Road it was. He could vot, therefore, answer ag 10 whether the 
road wag we ll made. - He thought the Treasurer deserved credit 
for the cautions manner in which he had stated his observations, 
The han. member then contended thatthe Committee could not 
grant this Jarge balance, in the face of ali the resolutions and up. 
derstandings of the House; and thought the hou. mover was not 
justified, or treating the Committee weli io moving it, 
Mr S. Humbert said a few words in reply. 

Mr Suuocads was fully conviuced there was nothing 
whatever to impeach the characier of Mr Doak in 
he stightest degree He stood as far for honor and 

mregrity 4s any man; tho’ be certainly had been jn- 

‘udicious io his management, The hon member from 

Nortoumberland (Mr Cunard), hzd not allowed him- 

self to nnderstand the letter of the Picvince Tres 

surer. He had made many very unnecessary absers 
vatons on that hon gentleman’s conduct, but he 
Vir 8) way perfectly satisfied it was not wu the power 

of that hon wmembec to prejudice the character of that 
officer, Any sach attempt would be totally unavail. 
ing, Any thing that hon member could _say on that 
subject would nothasve the slightest weight, and ha 
(Mc 8S) wand therefore pass over the observations, 

Tha bon member then contended that Mr Doak 
charactor stood unimpeaehed, tho’ be had been rather 
wjudicious; and he, (Mr 8) would ask, where wg; 
the Supervisor who had not been so? Mavy Supor- 

| 
| 

visor’s accounts had come before the house fully ag 

injudicious. The hon member insisted that there wag 

a great deal of patty sont evident throughout the 
cdiment, and | gpgle of this business) that many accounts, more ob. 

jectionable, had besn passed by the House, and that 

encral character, and concarred in 
etter, 

g 
on of the wrcasurer’s the hon, 

said to hie} 

Mr Chandlers) 
fall the calum 

|) 1 i fiw me Rake gold tried wi the fire_be Lad come 

not be sustainable for mere than £57 2 2, 
Mr Simonds replied. 
Mr Kinnear went over some of the circumstance! 

of the case, and concluded that the whole questiof 
was, whether the sum of £87 2 2 or L119 18 4 
sustainadle; and requested further information of 
that head fron the Chairman of the committee of Pu 
lic and Private accounts. 
Mr Partelow, 1 reply, entered into the details © 

the case, and contended that the balance claimed wd! 
wholly made up of sums which the house had befo 
solemnly resolved were inadmissable charges; and t 
the question simply was, whether the Committee shoul 
revise and overthrow the whele former proceedings 
the House on this case; and grant money for building 
a bridge, which the Supervisor had never been mstrué’ 
ted to build, and en which he had misapplied th 
money, 
Mr Chandler said, the whele line of road was al 

ready paid for; the £37 2 2 was, in fact, part of th* 
money expended on the bridge; but as that balang 
had been struck in 1829, the house had felt disposed 
allow that balance. ; 

After some few words from Messrs. Simonds ant 

some remarks in reply 
Partelow, 
Me End rose, and after 

personal ailusions before made use of by another ho? 
member, entered ilo a detail of facts, to prove tb 
tbe road m question was bad; that the contractors bal 
executed the work badly and thus misapphed the mo 
ney; that Mr Doak was deceived by them, and oi 
the decewer, that he was an excellent bridge makefs 
but a very bad road maker, and therefore properly dis* 
wissed; that he bad been spoiled by the praises of Si 
Howard Douglas; that he had erected the bridge ¥ 
question at the suggestion and instigation of Judg! 
Bliss, and not for his own convenience; and that b¥ 
faults were more of the head than the heart.—Th¢ 
hon. member stated his op'nion, that Mr Doak ws 
an honest and disinterested man, and that there was 
vast deal of election feeling and party spirit in this bY 
siness. . He was not for allowing the sum 
£119 18 4, but thought £37 2 2 too httle. BP! 
thought the house ought at all events to divide with 
hun the loss on the bridge, and to give him £50 0 
thai account. & 
Mr Wyer thought Mr Doak bad a fair aad ju 

claim far the whole balance, 2 
Mr Weldon supported Mr Eod’s preposition. = 
Mr Harrison said, that from all he had beard, I 

was convinced that Mr Doak bad as fair and just 
claim as ever came before the louse. He did pot 

know the man; but it seemed he had been induced 8 
build the bridge by Judge Bliss, and had sufficiet! 
reasons for his clam. He (Mr HY) thought, that 
every Supervisor of roads were called on for the pur 
pose, many of them would be put to 1t to furnish such 
fair aceounts as Mr Doalds, 
Mr Speaker briefly reviewed the case, and expres 

sad his d-termination to oppose the peselution. 50) 

bad seen or heard nothing to wduce him to alter bf 
opinion of the impropriety of Mr Doak’s conduct; a 
if apy thing was wanted to confirm him more stronglf 
in that opinion; it was effected by the Treasurer’s Jel 
ter, and: by Wms knowledge of that officers gener? 
cautious charactes. The hon Speaker concluded with 
come few remarks in reply to other hon members; an 
expressed his opiuiowthat by passing the resolution thé 

house would be contradicting themselves, 
Mr Brown opposed the resolution. ¢ 

ic Tailor thonght Mr Doak had acted from no iw’ 
projer wotives, and supported the views of Mr Ep 

and Mr Weldon; as to the amount of the grant, 
Mr Raskin withdrew lus resolution, in favour of on? 

moved by Mr Weldon, for the sumof £ to Rober! 
Deak, Esquire, &e, &e. in full of all claims, to be pal 
out of the road apprepriations. j 
Me bizyward expressed bis opinion that Mr Doak 

character was re-established, aod that he was entitl 
to his whole balance. : 
Te question was tekey oo Mr Weldon’s motsonf 
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