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POETRY.

. COURTSINP,.
. DY THOMAS MOORE. |
"~ aOh Gaural will nothing I bring thee -
" E'er soften thase looks of disdain?
Are the songs of affection [ sing thee
+ Al doomed to be sung thee in vain?
I offer.thet, fuivest and dearest,’

A-treasure the vichest I'm v 3
{)nﬂLcr thee love, the sincercsty:
“ The warmest ¢’er glowed upon carth
But the maiden, a haughty look flinging,
Said, ‘cease my compassion to mave; i

For I'm not very partial to.singing, 7
‘And they’re poor whose sole pleasure islove

I

N

My name will.be sounded in story
Ioffev theée dearest my name;
1 have fought in the proud ficld of glory? .
. Oh Laura’come share ininy fame! |
1 bring tliee a sobl that adorech thee;,
* And loves thee wherever thou arty
Which thrills as jts teibute it brings thee - . -
Of tenderness fresh irom the heart.

ut the maidentsaid “*cease to fmportune!
Ciive Cupil-the use of his wings;

Ah, fame’s but a Pititul fortune—
And hearts are such valucless things?’

£ Oh Lanra, forgive if Pve spoken
=, Too utdly—aay turn not away—
-For my heart with afflicticn is broken—
My uncle died only te-day! .
My uncle, the nabobe=wha tended -
My _youth-with affection and eare,
- My manheo! Who kindly befriendvd— B
Husi-died—and=has—teizeme—his—heirt
s - - tT
And the maiden said, “weep.not'sincerest—. -
- My:heart Iits been youi's all aliig,” 7
()),s‘;l‘he:ms are of treasures the degrest<—
D, Edward go on with your song.”

Einy
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REPFPORTE.
M. Broapigap; froni the comiritiee appoint«
ed to examine into the several lettings du-
ting: the last year, by the late board of
-Canal _Conimissioners, ' with respect to
frauds alleged to have been Committed
by them and their agents, upon the Com-
“monwealth, and” into .cases rveferred to
them by the legislature, and” into cases)|
where damages have been paid, where
. they had been theretofore paid, and re-
leases given, and also, into the improper
payments of public money or allowances
upon.gontracts beyond the actual letting,
and such other incidental frauds on the
revenue of thie State, as may coine under.
their observation, made the following
" " REPORT: .
That on the 15th day of May last, havigg
- first given due notice to the late board of;
_ Canal Commissioners, the committee enter-
ed upon the digcharge of the duties assigned.
them, and have prosecuted the inquiries di-
rected, at times when theshouse was notin
session; and .occasionally when in session,
and the interests and rights-of their consti-
tuents did not require their presence. -
It has been the ohject of your committee
to investigate, not to criminate, and itignow
“the object.to exhibit to the house, and the
public, the truth without.perversion or dis-
guise. - .Thé result of the investigation, diffi-
cult as it has been, because of the .distance
from' the -place where the wrongs were al-f
" - leged to have bexn committed,’and the se-
ctecy and adﬁroit:‘hss with which peculation
and ‘misuser of thepublic treasury-are al-
ways committed—has satisfied the commit-
‘~ tee, that the public funds have been pervert-
._ed _to party purpesés, and private.ends,-and
the high and.responsible office of”Canal
Comibissioner used, not ‘to” carry out, sus-
tain and render profitab’e to the people; our
- rieble=systein—of infernal -iniprovements;]
which: has cost so mauy willions, but for
partizan effect and political advancement. -
Your committee will now proceed to bring
| _briefly to the view of the hopuse, the material
_parts.of_the: evidence, substantially in the |
- language of "the witnesses tliemselves, all'of
which 1s herewith exhibited, ind is a part of
- this report, upon which these allegations are.
founded,’ and to suggest ‘'most respectfully,
the mode by which in’ some cases, the frauds,
may be' prévented from. being Consumated,
and much wmouney yet saved to the Common-
S owealth, - oo ,
_ By the act of 14th of- April,- 1858, largz
appropriations were made to the Wisconis- |
_co; the North ad. Weest branch Canals, and

5

7thie Canal Commissioners directed -to ‘put
ceriain parts of, the said Canals under con-
tract: They did &o during the last'summer,
i+.and. during the last winter, befove the ap-
" pointment of :the present boavd, re-let. cer-
-tnigsparts of the work, which-they allege had
been ‘dbandoned. - Allegations -were made,
that the work was not let to the lowest, good'
and - responsible. bidder, asis_the practice,
wand is obviously correct, but“to men alone
who were of. their own political creed, and
who"woiild; in consideration of receiving

* high prices, contribute largely, 0. promote
_the views of the Commissigners at the elec-
"t and that the re-letting was without the'
‘njtice; and ta'tlie original Contractors,
wWithout an” abandonment of.the work, in’
poifit of-fact: hz}.ﬁugrdc\i;urred.ﬂ,;»The_se’hig‘h?
‘and;grave/chafges, thie Gommittee think, are,
L “fully “sustainéd - by ; the ' evidence; a
© consequence -0 “iniproper " an
re-létfing, very. large sums of money lost to

. the:Commonwenlth,” "~ - RO
- Qn-the 8th of ' Augus
- had at Halifax, of w
sattvhich:all the €
“Jnmés Bradley, the:l
“eupineer-on' thi
" testified ‘
ko

[P

v e TN
tlast? 2 letting wag
ork on the Wisconisco;-

ant [ tain

ed; and he and others were about to register
them. Mr.. Pennypacker, one of the Com-
missioners said, in regard.to the. bids of de--

-{ mocrats, or Porter wen, that we should seénd

them end ways,. Mr. Stevens then took a

" | seat-at the table, and the bids that wereé to

be registered, he put on the table, and threw
a large.number bn the floor,—that he found
from thie conversation of the Commissioners,
that the reason these,bids wére thrown a-
way, was because they were bids of Porter
men, dnd_{hat the importof_their conversa~

T Jtion was, that they would aot give contracts

to Porter men. : .

In making the allotments of the work, af-
ter some of ‘the ‘bids had been registered,
Mr. Bradley further testified, that when a
Serson’s bid wag for a fair price, who was
not knotva to the Canal Commissioners, they
sent the supérintendent out to inquire into
his moral character, ov religious principles,
which meant his political character, that, in
one or two instances,  where they desived to
give work to particular individuuls, and their
bids.svere too high, they sefit them back to
have them altered, and in one,iustance, they

-1 altered a bid themselves; without sending it

back, and in several instances, they did not
give the work to the lowest bidder. - ]

" Fiom this inquiry into, the religious, prin-
ciples or political character of bidders, and
declaration that_their own friends alone were
tohave work, it would be faiv to infer that
some improper purpose wus"}t‘q,»be accom-
plished.  But it ig not left to inference, Mr.
Bradley. aud other witnesses. clearly prove
the object.
weeks previous {o the inspegtor’s election,

| Mr. Rutherford, the superintendent.receiv-
t{ed aletter from-Mr.. Stevens, that he (Mr.

R.) after having read it himself handed it to
him to read, that it:contained ins(ructionsyp
regard. to contlucting the election at-Thalifuk;

" that it stated five hundred meri ought to be

ou the works by the time of the election, and
that he aiust be careful to have “no Porler
Bosses” on-the lie, and that thé contract-
ors_wust bring their men up to the polls and
sce.that they deposited (Eeir ballots, and
that he well recollecied this. expression in

1 the letter—take care of the missionary fund.

On the 28th day. of September, the day of
 the ispector’s election, Mr. Bradley testi-
fied that Mr. Rutherford the .superintend-
‘ent; brought to hith™ the_subscription to the
missionary fund—it was signed by eighteen’
contractors, and the sum subscribed was
twelve hundréd and - forty dollars. “"The
writing to which the contractors- subscribed
was of the following import: “*we the under-
signed agree to pay.John P, Rutherford the
sum set opposite our names for the purpose
of diffusing uscful knowledge among® the
people?’’—3Mr, . Rutherford: stated to Mr.
Bradley that this was the inissionary fund,
and that" it was to pay for handbills, circu-
lars, and for other electioneering purposes,
that cach contractor was to subscriber asum
equal to one peseent. upou the amount of
his- contract, ‘and he (the engineer) was to
alfow it in the estimates, that is; allow so
much more.than the amount of theit work,
and that this was the only' way they could
get at the -State -Treasury.. Mr. Bradley
refuged to.add this ainount to the estimates,
and was discharged. L s -

"This. testimony of Mr. Bradley, who tes-
tified frankly and honestly, was strongly
corrohorated by the téstimony of seyeral ci-
tizens, . Mr. Conrad Kneply,. testified that’
he had just finished a contract gn the public
works, had all the tools, ¢aris, horses &c.
necessary for -canalling, was a bidder at the-
leftings on this Canal,'and bid for eight dif-
ferent .sections much’ lower, than those to
whom ‘they were let. He avas- informed by
the officers, that it4vas in consequence of
his politics that he could not get a job, The
testtmony of George W. Finrey and - Philip
Etter was of-the sameimport. N. F. Jones,
who was a rodman on ths Canal, conficmed.
the statement of Mr.-Bradley in relation to

He tegtified that about ‘two |

Carlisle; Pas Thar'si

tractors Mave been over-estimated and-over
puid. " ‘The use of “the -term- “‘iissionary
fund” and in the connection stated in the
‘testimony, is evidence of acorruptidesign.
The fact of the very largé.subscription by
the contractors, for electioneering purposes,
taken in connexion with the testimony of
Bradley, Fosterand others, is evidence, that
the amount of their subscriptions was not to
come out of théir own private funds.” Itisa
well settled principle of law, that wherga
‘nuniber of persons have been shown to have
been connected and ‘combined in an unlaw-
ful transaction; the act and declarations of
one, become the acts and declarations of-alls
If this rule were applied-to Mr. Stevens, he
would be clearly answerable, with Ruther-
ford the superintendent, for all the illegal
transactions on.the Wisconisco and at Hal-’

ifax. - . .
- NORTH BRANCIL.

On the 31st of July last, a letting was had
at ‘Funkhanunock, of work on tﬁe North
branch Ganali-at.which Messrsr Stevens and
Dickey-attendéd. The .same inquiry, into
the moral character of the'bidders, was made
at this'letting, as on the Wisconisco. Mr.
Stevens said to two of the. bidders, that'if.
they would be good Ritner men, he thought
they could get work. One of them, Philip
Sullivan, testified that, although he interided
to_yote against Ritner, in consequence of the
apréement he made with Mr. Stevens, be-
forepetting a contract, he voted lor him.—
“The work on’this Canal was not let to ‘the
lowest, good and responsible. bidder. )
About the last of Septembir; or the first
of Octuber, a meeting of the cornfractors, su-
perinteridentis, clerks, &c. was held on this
ine at Tunkhannock. T'wc of the: Canal
Commissioners, Messrs. Stevens and Penny-
packer, nttended, ‘and rve-let or re-allotted
three soctions, without any notice by adver-
tisement having been given.” The section
which had beep contracted for by My. Smith
and his partner, was re-let- upon this-occas
sion. One of the witnesses. testified that the
object of the meeting, as he understood it,
was ‘to get as many hands’ on the work as
they could; and see how-many would vote
for Ritner. 'Two wilnesses testified that al-
though the meeting was organized somewhat

informally;-a clerk was called, and Mr. Ste-
vens acted as chaivinan.  He-took a seat at
the tables called the contractors names, or
most of thein, and wanted to. know from
each how many hands thay had upon the
wotk, dad hiow many, would votd for fitner.
The names of the contractors and the num-~
ber of ‘men they gave in, were taken down
by the clevk. Mr. ‘Stevens stated to the
confractors at this time, that (hey should get
as many men on the work as they could be-
fore the election. There was a scarcity of
men on the work at this time. About the
time of the meeting,~Mr. Stevens declared
"the contract of Mr. "White abandened.—
White, it appeared, had given a man by the
name of Ilarrington an interest in the con-
tract, and placed him on the job to superin-
“tend the work. Stevens ordered him off the
work, because, e alleged, that he had not,
told him the truth in, regard to his having an
interest in the contract. White testified that
Harrington was a Porter man, and a good
deal was said about using his influence, a-
wong the hands for Pocter. Stevens said
that he must go off the works, that he would
have no such man.on. Yhite remonstrated,
and said it would make a. disturbance, and
if hé would let him remain he would send
him home until after the clection. This pro-
position was'acceded to by Mr. Stevens, and
Harrington was sent off’ the line until after
the ¢lection, when he returned. -

On the 7th of November last, a re-letting
of séventeen-sections on this Canal, which
were alleged to have been sbandoned, six-
teen of which were not so in pdint of fact,
took place. The following is a_copy of the
advertisement .under which this re-letting
took-place: - R

— [

.l names 'u-p_mén‘t;

p Jily 25, 1839. - 7

* . Netw Scriese-Wol. 4, No. 6: -

<

" FREDERICK WONDERLICH, -
- Yames Ervtorr, Esq. Springfield.

~ AGENTS.- -

Jonw Moorg, Esq.:Newviller - . .~ |

Joseru'M. Means, EsqHopewell township.

Jonuy WunpeRLIcH, Esq. Shippensburg.

WinLiam M. MATER, Esq. Lee's 4 Roads.

. Joun MeuarFy, Dickinson township. -
Apranar Hanmirrox, Hogestown, .
Grorce F, CalvN, Esq..Mechnn(}csburg. .

0. - 7

. DaN1EL Knrvsugn, Esq, Churchtowa, .
Jacon LioNGNECKER, B, Pennsboro’ townships
Grogck Ennest, Cedar Spring, Allen tp.

L %

assembly, of which the- parties weré bound
to take notice, and were therefore illegal.—
“The fact that the sections were re-let to the
‘same contiactors ‘at such an enormous ad-
vance, when they.were going on_to complete
them under their original contract prices, iy
strong evidence of fraud in fact. - Your comyy
mittee are therefore of opinion-that the con-
tracts were. fraudulent and void, and were
greatly pleased to hear, after thesé disclo-
sures were male before them, that the, pre-
sent board. of Canal Commisgioners declared
the above mentioned sixteen sections aban-
doned, and ‘directed-the superintendent to
advertise thein for re-letting. By this weans
-a very large sum .of money will, without
doubt, be saved to the Commonwealth. Al-
though the contractors. have -thus violated
the ‘law, and would perhaps have no legal
right to claim any thing under the alleged
contract, still no injustice shoild be done
them. They shoul_(f be paid 4 reasonable
and just compensation for the labor which
they: have done. -If-any.act of- the -legisla-
ture. should be found necessary.in order to
enable the contractors to receive this reason-
able compensation it shoultl be passed.

" Mr: Stevens in his defence before your
commitfee, . attempted to prove. that it was
the custom to advertise abandoned work on
the Canalg and Rail-roads, as was done in
this casc. . He produced severil advertise-
'ments which-concluded-with-asimifar clause-
to the one above stated, but 6niy proved that
in ong instance, -one or two sections were
re-let which weére not mentioned and parti-
cularly described in the advertisement.—
The awonnt of the cost of .the re-letting of
those not'mentioned was not proved, and it
might have been, as it frequently happens,
of a small quantity of unfinished work on
the sections. Had they, however, succeed-
ed in estublishing a custom of the kind, it,
could not and should not previil against the
express provisions of an act of the legisla-
ture—so Jarge an amount of work should not,
be let without giving dotice to the citizens
of the Commonwealth. 'Po do-so,’ is a vio-
lation. of thelaw and a-fraud upon the rights
of the citizens. i B )

Many aid loud complaints.were made of
the improper. conduct of the late” board of
Canal Commissioners and their agentsfupon
the Tioga line of the North Branch .Canal,
but the great distance and: the limited- time
of your committce preverted the sending for
persons and papers, and going into an inves-
tigation.. The alleged Trauds on the Gettys-
burg rail-road & Huntingdon county breach,
were not examined into, because the matter
was before other committees of the House
and Senate. - -

: WEST BRANCH.

On the 23d day of July'last a letting of
work took place at Farrnadsville on this Ca-
ndl, at which ‘two of the Commissioners,
Messrs. Stevens and Dickey attended, and
during the summer, work to a considerable
amount was let, in all filty sections. The
'same preference was given to their own po-
litical friends as on the Wisconisco & North
branch. The work was not let to the low-
est, good and responsible bidders. Far from
it. ‘The difference between good rejected
bids for these sections and contract prices,
is onie hundred and forty-five thousand, sev-
en hundred and twelve dollars, that is good
and responsible men offered to .construct
them for that sum less than-those to whom
they were given. Secctién No. 40, was al-
lotied to- Peter Ritner & William Sullivan,
at 38,940 dollars, the whole cost of corfstrice-

section at 29,152 doilars, making a differ-
ence of 9,788 dollars; Mr..Oliver was and
is a Tighly respectable man, and a man of
property.. Secction No. 35, was.nlloted to
Camp & Bressler, at a cost of 85,407 dol-
laps;-John €.-Oliver-& Co.-bid for the same
section at 29,858 dollars, making a differ-
ence of 5,549 dollars. These sections and

: ioned-because-much-hasbeen|

,ﬂlﬁ_,ténmpLuLﬂle-lettcr—fmm-X&lrx 0 Sl‘.(—' ens-to
L missionary fund in the hands of Rutherford,,
and heard him say, that was_the only way/
-they-conld-get-at-the—big—purse;, awdthat a
larger sum than was then subscribed to the

| paper. {about 700 dollars) had already gone

into -Berks county. James M. Foster at-
rtended a_mecting of-the.confractors,-which-
Rutherford attended. * 'Fhe object of the.

nal, and raise money.. “"The men were to be

ter men; they were'to be brought up and
then made to vote for Ritner. ~--. . -
" The presentsuperintendent, Simon Salade,
was called as a witness, who-testified to the
correctness of. his - report made this spring,
to the present board of Canil Commission-
ers, from the books &c. which he found .in
the oflice, _and :from reports of the present
engineers to him. -This report shows that
the twenty-five sections, were let on the
eighth of August. The cost of these twen-
ty-five sections, ‘at the rejected, bids, would
have been over twenty thousand dollars less,
‘than-at the bids which were accepted.” Bight
 sections and-one adqueductwvere abandoped
and re-let, during the last sumnier and fall,
at an advarnce in price of 19,956 dollars.—
The.legal notice, so. far as the committee
could: ascertain, was given.” The report
further shows, that the’ ¢onfracters were ov<
er estimated arid over paid the sum of $2572
83, notwithstanding, by : thé. ferms .of the
.Gontracts,—fifteen per cent.was to be retain-
‘ed; toinsure thé cormipletion-of the work.
This is a brief statement of all the mate-
rial~évidence, relative tothe :Wisconisco
‘Canal.. It clearly shows.gross and:. ‘culpa-
ble. misconducton the part of* the:Canal
Caamissioners’an ir agent:
that none “but.. thei

.| permitted. to” have’ contracts, . to: the .éxclu-

sion-of otlier -good, redponsible and lower
‘bidders; is clearly provedas My vens ig’
connected with an attempt; at least, to ob-
a ‘po;ﬁqn'__o sth _ dst
liéering: purposes; - how-successful,
onimittee-cannot-say. ' “Agccordig t
at “above :stated;  howe

Mr. Rutherford, saw the subscription to the |~

“ineeting, was to obtain-more men-on the Ca- |-

(obtained ip the county of Philadelphia, Por=|

e public fundsi for. eléc-
‘your fo

7 Canal Office, Tunkhannock,
October 16, 1838, .
. CANAL LETTING,
. Section. 152 on_the Tunkhannock line-of
the Pennsylvania Candl, and a1l other aban™
doned sections on said line, will be e-let at
Tunkhannock, on Wednesday, the 7th day
of November .next. . Specifications._of. the.
‘work miay be seen at ¢he Canal-Office;-in
Tunkhannock, on the day of letting.:
TSighed) - T
"7 - ‘E. HARDING, Jr., Supt.
"By, the act of ‘assembly of the 22d of A~
pril,“1829,, it is'provided that “in all cases
where d'contract on the Canal or Rail-road
shall be abandoned, it shall be the duty of
the superinterident, or acting Canal Coni-
missionery, to give at ledst two weeks public
notice of the same.””: Under the advertise-
ment above stated;. it"would hive beeh ‘con-
trary to this:act, supposing other contracts
had been abandoned on qr before the 7th of
Novemlier, to have re-let them; yet, astound-
ing as it ma¥ seem, ‘seventeen sections, in-
cluding the one mentioned in_the advertise-
ment, were ré-let at a cost-of ‘four-hundred
and thirty-three thousand three hundred and
six’ dollars- and twenty-five--cents. . This
gross. violation of -the act.of. agsembly. and
the rights of the citizens-of this Common-
wealth; ‘might in some measure be justified’
if thesixicen sections had.actually been a-
tandoned and re-let to-individuals ridt con-
£érned-in'the contract. - But. this -was_not

re=let, of.an intention to abandon thém, and
then they were- re-let to-the'sdma".cobtract-

T oi's, who never in point of fagt-abandoned or)

éeised‘operations on them for a‘moment, it
an’advance of ‘ninéty-three thousand sepeii
hundred-and seventy dollitra abovetheir foi
met conitract pri¢es, and atan advance abof
rejected bids-of one hiindred:and three thy
sand- three liundred:and thicty-five: doll

It is true the, Commissioners were, natop
sent, B0

hese contracts were entered Ante
lation of the cxpress provisions:

isions.of the.

the case.' No notice Wwas givén until the'af-| i
ternoon of the same day on which they were |

--vengzatated after-the meeting:wag'o

-ti)is’siung_:()"’@ook"l} i

said in relation to them, and Because they
show about the average differénce. . .
- A ““fiissionary fund’ was subscr
by-the-contractors-on-this-line,~some—paid;
some did not. - The subscription ‘paper was
carried about by George Bressler the super-
inténdent, and the money. paid to him at.the’
time.hespaid. the-contractors theic-estinates.

I'The contractors’ on.the lignvy. jobs .subseriz.

bed the largest sums.” “The amount subscyi~
bed and, piid could not be exactly ageertain:
ed, but it must have amounted to 2. very
-considerable - sum, for the average amount;
each coniractor: subscribed , wis over'-fifty
dollats. - The writing to which they sibscri-
bed ‘was ofthe following import, as near as,
‘the witnesses™could tecollect: ““We the
Subscribers, promise to pay the sums sef-op-
wosite gur names for -missionary purposes.’’
gomé witnesses testified that it was to pro-
moté the eléction of Rither.. . This no doubt
was the feal object. About the time. the
subscription to this paper took plice; Which’
was a few days. before the inspector’s-elec-
tion, n'meeting of the contractors was held
near. Youngwomanstown, at which“two of
the Commissioners; Messrs. Stevens and
‘Pennypacker attended.”:/The object of the
ineeting was statéd to be foi: the purpose’ of’
obtaining-a greater force of men on the work,
aiid to “increase-the vote it Youngwomans-
town &othet disfricts. ~Arringements were
made at-this‘meeting in regard to conduct-
ing the eledtion® at: Youngwomanstown—an,
pector; wis nominated and it was agreed
at-the'contractors, should bring their men
to"the polls: at_differént hours, so that-the
crawd would not be so great. .-Mr. Penny-
¢, gaitl, “at’ this ‘time, if any. Porter
n camg alone the line to electionger with
& men"and -detain them from their work,

ng‘q

th

2
ot

ey should e ducked in.the river. 'This
ctinir was: called, according to-the' testi-

- mony of bije-Witness, at the instauce of the.

ommissioners—they were_in’ the room,in
which the- meeting, was-held, but-Mr. Ste

Com-
méating:
r.;George Breasler; he superintendent
ubpeened:and- called-as_n- iyitness, bes

he wished it ugderstdad that they:

tin“the

M
ak

tion. John C. Oliver & Co. bid for the same |

ibed to |-

:.that{;.

LT

cause it was desitable to know'how the let-
tings were conducted; what he did with tlie
money paid to him for missionary purposes,
and ‘what part the Comihissioners had 'in
collecting -the-fund, and whetlier 'of not it
came out of the public funds,.but he declined.
being sworn., He was informed.that he
need not state any. thing which would crim-
inate himself, but he persisted in refusing to
be sworn; because he was an agent mention-
ed in the resolution under which the com-
ittee ncted, and the course of the'testimony
tended to implicate-him.” "Mr. Stevens sus-
tained his objection.- It was the object of
the commitice to seek “after facts and the
truth without ‘regard to technical rules of
evidence, and therefore gave Mr. Brestler
an opportunity to purge himself, or'if he did
not feel disposed to-do that, to acquit the
| Commissioners, but he-would-not do-either,
and the committee did not feel disposed to
trouble the house by bringing him before its
bar, and thevefore discharged him. . - .
1t may by said in reférence o the lefting
of contracts on: the public works, that- they
should not alwdys be let to the lowest bid-
der.  This may be-tlte éage in pacticular in-
stances, but'as-a general rule they should.
The Commonwealth cannot be the loser, be-
cause if the work-is not prosecuted accord-
ing to the terms of the contract, the Canal
Commissioners always have the power to
declare-the-work abandoned and_re-lgt iti—
Besides fifteen ‘per cent. upon the work is
always retained in order to insure the com-
pletion‘of the whole. -

Your committee “inight- make many just
inferences from-the foregoing evidence, and-
many strictures upon. the conductof the late
board of Canal Commissioners, but they re-
frain. "Fhe facts only are important. ¥rom
them; the houge will draw its-own: conclu-
sions and take such agtion as may be thought
right in the premises. : R

It was alleged that an improper allowance
of fifteen-hundred-dvllars liad-been made by
tlte late -board of Canal - Comunissioners to
John' Andrew Shulze, for damages alleged
‘to have been .sistained by him by reason. of
the construction of the Lycoming line of the
West _Branch Canal, which ‘- damages had
icen préviously paid -and a release given.—
The committece obtained certified copies of
all papers, resolutions, &c. relative to the
claim of Mr. Shulze on file in the Commis-
sioners® and Auditor General’s offices; which
arc herewith exhibited, and from which the
following statement is mader- -~

On the 9th of Nov. 1853, Mr. Shulze ad-
dréssed a letter to the then board of Canal
Commisgioners; claiming damages to the a-
mount of $2850, for the want of bridges, for
springs and timber destroyed, &c.'” .
_.On the 5thof February, 1854, the follow-
ing appears upon. the journal of the then
board—<“The president faid before the board
the claim of J. Andrewg Shulze, for 2850
dotlars compensation for want of bridges ov
er the Lycoming line, and for springs de-
stroyed,’ which was read; and, on motion,

“Resolved unanimously, “T'hat the super-
inténdent of the West Branch division be
authorized to make an offer on the part of
the board to J. A. Shultze of five hundred
dollars, to enable him to make a road to his
island ¥ Yieu of a britdge, and #wo Iondred
dollars for springs and timber destroyed; &
that in the opinion of the board, the advan-
tages derived by him from the construction
of the Pennsylvania canal, are a Jull com-
pensation for oll other damages he has sus-
tained® ~ . - . 7 U

On the -3d of June 1834, the following
entry. appears upon the journal of -the then
canal commissioners—“Ihe president. laid
before the board the memorial of J. Andrew
Shulze, complaining of the inadequacy of
the amount of damages offered him, which
was-read and-considered; and; on motion;

see no- repson for  changing  their decisiof
L
compensation for damfiges occasioned by the
construction of the Lyconiing line.”. .
_%$700~—Received, Jinuary 2nd, 1855, of
-Wome-Fs-Packer;superintendentof the West |
Branch division of the Pennsylvania canal,
five hundred dollars, to engble me to make
a.vond to my island, and in liea ofn farm
Lbridge; and-alsoreceived; same day; of same;
two hundred dollars, as a full compensation
for springsand timber- destroyed ~by-teason’
of the construction of the Pennsylvania ca-
nal,as " per offer-of the board of canal com
‘missioners,; dated February 5th," 1854, mak-
ing in all; seven hundred *dollars, which is
hereby accepted &s a full indemnification for
all- damages occasioned as aforesaid; and the
comimonwealth ‘of -Pennsylvania is hereby
released-and discharged from all" further
 ¢lain thevefor. . Witnessmy hand and ‘seal;
the-day dud year above written...'-. . -
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ANDREW SHULZE, [S&

~Withessi' Avouvstus E. ShvLzE.
» Ou the 81st of May, 1856, he’

‘addressed
a letter to the cinal comimissioners, stdting
that he had become the owner of an acre of
land at the lower part of his farm, on which
a spring had been destroyed, and that it
~would' cost seventy dollars to dig n well in
tieu -thereof, and “asking - that sum in dam-
-ages, or that a person phpuld he‘emfployegl to
digit; In the letter is 'a claim-for thirty’

11 and 12, in' Marietta, Lancaster county.

" On the.5d of Junuary, 1888, the following
cntry appears upou:the Journal of:the cnnati
conimissioners.  « . S
“..“Upon, apphcation, Resolved, That the
Supervisor on the West Branch division, be
directed to construct a fupt bridge: over the
 canal, ‘on the farm of -J. . Andrew Shulze, on:
such site as will best auit th¥ convenience of,
the owner. of, the.

dollars, jii_the hand writing of Mr. P
‘packer, insthe following enirv;
!uRe.q

%

. | may not have claimed_compengation
- Resolved,- unanimousty; ~That ’the"bOﬂT%dﬂlﬁn{;‘é‘s’ ‘ientioned ‘in the statement -which:

ffon-the:claim-of--J:-Andrew—Shultze;Tor | teen tidred dollars;

e e
Pennypacker, The . president .liid béfore |
the board, -the application of John Andrew
Shulze, for 8 * ' -compensation, for-injury
to his spring, on the lower part of -his farm,
‘the destiuction of a well, .injury fo fences,
and for want of @ farm bridge, vccasioned
by the construction’of the West Branch di- _
vigion Pennsylvania canal, which was read,
considered-and on motion, . C

Resolved, That the supervisor on the West .
Branch division, i3 dirécted to.make an offer
on the part ot the beard, to John Andrew,.
SHulze, of fifteen hundred dollars, as a full
‘compensation for all claims and damiges
sustained, aid in lieu of the constructionp?
all bridges across the canal, on histpljopgrt}f’

The committee issued a subpeena for Mr.
"Shil}zé and his son Augustus.” The son at-.
tended but the father did not. - The above
‘named sum of fifteen hundred dollars, has
not yet been, paid Mr. Shulze, and your
coimmittee have no hesitation in saying, trom
the evidence,-that it should:not be -paid-to
lim, because it-is for the same damages
which had been dssessed, (with the exception.
perhaps of seventy dollars) ' the amount ac-
cepted, and a rélease-given. " 7T

t will be perceived that by the first reso-
lution, the sum of five hundred dollars was
allowed to him, to'construct a road in licu
of a farm bridge, and two hundred.dollars
for springs_and timber- destroyed, and that
in _the_opinioy of_the_then board, the advan-
tages derived- by him- from:the construction - ,
of the cimal was a full compensation for all
other dumages he had ststained. Mr. Shulze
had a re-hearing before the board, complain- .
ied that the amount which bad been allowed -
him was inadequate, but the board upani-
mously resolved, that they could see no rea-
‘son to cliange their decision. 'The terms
of the first resolution were ‘then acceded to,
the money received and the above release
executed. - If Mr. Shulze had really been
dissatisfied with the first decision of.the cas
'nal commissioners, he should hdve appealed
to the board of appraisers. This héwever
he did not do, but accepted-thie sum offered,
and gave a release which recites -the resolu«-
tion, which authorized the payment to him,
and thus forever barred himself from making |
any further claims, or receiving any further
damages.” . - . e

- All the letters of Mr. Shulze gre dated at
Montoursville, a littl¢ town near which he.
 resides, on the West branch canal. It dp-
pears by the ‘journal of .the commissioncrs
that the allowance of fifteen hundred dollars
was made at a meeting of the board held at
that place, and an endorsement “‘read Sep-
tember- 17th, 1838, allowed 815007 niade
upon-the back of & claim for seventy'dollars. .-
‘The amount of his claim is not stated upon
the journal as it-should be, but left blank.~—
It is'stated to be however, for injury to his .
gpring on the lower pirt of his farm as stated
in his claim for seventy dollars, and for
want of a farm bridge, to construct a road in
lieu of which he had received- five hundred
dollars, | . .

The conclusion seems fo, be irresistuble
from this evidence, and nothing was oifered
to repelit, that the allowance was illegal
and improper,~~whether or not with a cor-
rupt design or for political considerations,
your committee do not decide, but leave all
to draw thieir own conclusions from the facts.
But it is strange indeed:that Mr. Shultz whe -
owns but one farm on'the West branch ca-
nal, should neglect to appeal to the board of
appraisers, accept the sum offered, execute 2
release, delpy any Turther claim for a period
of three years and upwards, and at a-period-
of five years after he made his first applica-
tion, have allowed him’ fifteen hundied dol-
lars compensation for damagesnientioned ip
the first resolution, the provisions and bénc-
fits of which he had accepted.. Mg¢, Shultn

sprecedes the resolution granting him the fif-
butif 8o, the commiss: -
ioners did not keep:n:irue record, It ie
singular too, that thie aniount which he ¢laim-

the -

7

ed should have been left blank on the'jours -

mal;and theentry of an atlowance of fifteer . .
hundred ‘dollars made ‘upoil an: application :

dollars, for daimages done to two-lats Nos.|.

property. “Endorsed upon,|
‘the last nhove inentioned létter, asking.70 1

for seventy dollars. The entry 18 “read
September.17th, 1858, allowed $1500.” .

~~Nowwritten #pplication was made to iht,
canal commissioners for a foot bridgé, yet
the-supervisor is- difected by-the resolutioic =
of the Srd-of Jauuary 1838; to constrict one.
Tlie claim, if one was actually’ made,. and:
the grant were"both improper, because he

lars as o Tall compensation for 4l damages

which he had-sustained; over and above the -
advantiges derived from the:construction of
the canal.- . ' A
. In view of ihis :
inforination .which " can be :obtained,. your™
committee are decidedly of-opinion that the :

Shulze was improper and illegal to use ne
harsher terms, and therefore recommended
the-passnge of alaw directing the present
board of canal commissioners to rescind the-
resolution granting the same to him. Itis
an unpleasant task to make, the foregoing
statement snd recommendation, but the reso= ',
lution under which-the committe acted and &
sense of official dutyrequiresit. .7 -~ 7
I{ the Jate capal commissioners were now -
in office, your commitfes would feel boungy:

commend articles. of impeachment; pavticu-
larly aguiust Mr. Stevens, who seems to hig
been ﬂ%:‘—ﬁrincipnl transgressor, but as the
are ‘out of office, and hot likely againdébe
in. & situation to ‘contrel;the Tunds’ of the-
.commonwealth; it is deémed inexpedient at ..
this late peried'i ession to.do ity

F e

,.e}'id_cﬁcég and rom :_1“‘ the

by the evidence adilaced beforc, them to ¥ex’ .

had accepted the sum of seven_hundred dol- - -

allowance of fifteen hundred dollars to:Mr.: ..
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