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I Luve uo doubt it will be sgreed to by both sides of
the Houte.  No questiou is raised as to the prineiples
of that Bill, undur the wperation of whick so
tenants have beeows frecholders; the paragraph oaly
contemplates further effuvts to enable tenants ou the
estates of the remaining Proprictoss of Wownship
Lzuds to participste In its beucfits. The cuncluding
part of the paragraph relates fo providing funds. ¢
does nob, however, seek o pledge this hon. Commiies
to awy particulsr method of ralsing thuse toudo; @
simply states that the mesvs of providing them shudl
veceive our cavelul and sorivus cousideration, I am
not aware that the Opposition intend to propese any
amendment to the vlause under consideration, theretyre
it is unneecossary, ut the present stage of the debate, o
enter very fully into the subjeets to which it rafirs.
YThough I am pleased that the Cunard Esfate has been
purchased, yet I believe that, had the loan brought
furward some years ago by the Liberal party bece
secured, that purchuse could bave been effecied as
much less inconvenienuvs to the Colony, than by the
arrangoment of the late Governument. With the Tui-
perial guaranice, moucy can be obtained at a muek
lower rate, thum under the ordinary security of the
focal Government ; hence the advantage of the mcu-
sure which we then introdueed.  Of course, those who
opposed the Loan Bill did it from patriotic motives,
though 1 am of opivion they were mistaken. Oune of
the Montgomery esiates was also purchased last yeur,
and the mauner in which the tenantry on that and
other estates have come forward to sceure the fee simple
of their furws, shows that the pooplé generally are
anxious to bo relieved from the leasohold system. A
scheme for raising funds {o pny for proprietary lands
may have to be mutured and brought forward, but no
ledge to that effect is contained iu the paragraph new
before this hon, Commitige. L

Hon. LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION.--Mr.
Chairman ; it is net my intention to offer any amend-
ment o the parageaph, the adoption of which bas just
been moved by the Hon, Attorney General, but sowe
of his remavks call for a reply. He appears to think
that all the patriotism of this hon. House is on the side
of the present majority, and that the settlement of the
Land Question is their solo birth-right,—in fact, that

it is nothing short of plunder for this side of the House
to meddle with that question. Sir, in my opinion, ths

Conservative party have effected quite as much as ever

the Liberals did, to enfranchise the tepantry. It has

been stated that the Conservatives simply carried on

the operation of the Land Purchase Bill, after it had

been passed by their political opponents. I mow state

that the Land Purchese Act wag never made a party

question in this House. It was introduced in 1833, by

he hon, Leader of the Goverment, and the only sppo-

sition offered to it was brought forwsrd by a member of

their own party——the Hon, Mr. Moonsy. The amend-

ment propesed by thet gentleman is the sole opposition

to the Purchase Billy which has a place on the records

of this E;euae. o o }

- had as good a right to carry out its principles as

: f::tyﬁbaml Governmeni. It ltza alse E?:m gtated,
Jduring the course of this debate, that the Land Com-

i

mimion scheme, introduced by the Hon, Col. Gray,did|

more 60 injire than benefis the canse of the fenantry.
I connot agree with that opinion, but eontend, on the

&

This being the case, the Conservative

jesntrary, that the Commission was predueive of g

sreat pwount of good, It so happoned that. the Come
wiszioners’ Award was net approved of by the Tmperiul
Govermaent; s [uilure, however, cannot he charped
agniust the Conscrvative party, who did their utmest to
have it esrried into effect. The first opposition showu
t6 it was by the Liberal press of the Colony ; dod so
suceersful were the elforts of thelr orean, the Eraminie,
to excite a prejudies agaiust if, that e, 3r owe, of
Nove Sestin, the Cowmissioner on bzhaelf of the
tennatry, wis Luvned in effigy in onc or wmore parts of
the Lslund, After vefleetion, however, whenthe people
iad time {o cxaming into the Award, they became con~
vinced that, if ouly confirmed, its eperation would be
wove benelicial to thele iuterests, thaw bLad been set
furth by the Liberal press. But the diseovery was too
late.  The Award was objected to by the prepiictors—
¢neouraged, it may bave been, by the opposition toitin
itiz Colony—and that chjection was held oz valid by
the Imperial anthorities. ” Suill; though the Award, in
its entirely, was rejected, out of it arose the Fifteen
Years’ Puvchase Bill.  That measurve, I am awure, has
bova strongly denvunced as worse than useless; but I
maintaio that it bas been attended with benefit to not o
fow of the tenantry.  One object, at least, it accom-
plished ; it was thie moans of remitting o lurge awount
of arvears of rent. Some, I koow, affivin that those
arrgars ¢ould never bave beea collested.  Asthe agent
for the Mountgomery estates, T am in a position to state,
from personal knowledge, that a large proportion of the
arrears due on them, which that Bill remitted, could
huve been receovered. I contend, also, that the privi-
lege of obtaining the fee simple ¢f their furms, at 15
years’ purchase, was a boon to the fenantry on many
of the estates.  On Cunard’s esiates, the lowest price at
which the tenant could purchase was 20s. an aere; and
the Messrs. Montgomery would not sell their lands ia
detached farms, at any price. The operation of the
Fiftcen Years’ Purchase Bill, as it would eveatually
break up the estates into fragments, was the means, I
believe, of bringing both the Cunard and Montgomery
properties into the markel. Another objection urged
against thaf Bill is, that it confirmed the Fishery Re-
serves to the proprister. Bus, Sir, admitting this to
be the case, it is more advantageouns to the tenant to
pay ls. an acre rent to the proprietor for the reserves,
than that he should pay such a rent for them as might
be exacted at the discretion of the government of the
day, without the privilege, too, of securing the fee
simple thereof, as provided by the Fifteen Years’
Purchase Act. The Hou. Attorney General siated, as
bis opinion, that the Cubard estate could have been
purchased on terms more advaniageous to the Colony,
had the celebrated Loan Bill of the Liberal party been
in operation. This is a problem very difficult to solve.
I, for one, hold a directly opposite opivion to the hon.
member. It is contrary to the principles of Political
Economy, for a government to go into a foreign market
for money when it can be procured at home. Suppos-
ing the Imperial gunrantee had been secured, at what
rate could the money have been obtained?

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL. ~Four sad a
quarter per cent.

Hos. LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION.—S8till,
supposing it could have been obtained at 4} per cent.,
would not sn agency have been required to mansge the




