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Syduey except over stumps and stones in a
road that could hardly be called a respectable
bridle-path, He could point to roads near Sal-
mon River in the same state; where for miles
and miles there was nothing but a mere path
by which the settlers could bring their produce
to market. Itwas unnecessary for himn to en-
large upon the importance of these roads to
the settlers, especially as the markets of Cape
Breton had been so much- extended, since the
introduction of foreign capital in the working
of the coal mines. And while he did not wish
to cast imputation upon any Government, he
could not refrain from expressing his opinion
that Cape Breton had never received her pro-
per share of the public monies,

Mr. LockE thought that these people should
have settled along the St. Peter's Canal, in-
stead of going into the interior, where they had
no roads. - .

Mr. ARCHIBALD said that last sessionhe had
suggested that the large sum of £4,000, which
was granted to what was called the St. Peter’s
Canal, but what was in reality only a ditch
should be devoted to the roads and bridges o
Cape Breton; but the members for that island
would not listen to him, and now they began
to realize -the wisdom of his suggestion. In
reference to the settlement of Crown Lands
in Cape Breton, alluded to in the Commis-
sioner’s report, he would remark that there
was a large tract of valuable land between
Salmon River and Stewiacke in somewhat a
similar position; and he would suggest to the
Government . the propriety of having the
boundaries defined and the land disposed of.

Mr. MILLER thoughtf it strange that when-

ever 3 member froma()a.pe Breton got up to de-

mand justice for. that Island sowme other hon.
gentleman found it necessary to fling in his
teoth this grant to the 8t. Peter’s Canal. The
gentlemen who were so fond of doin
better inform themselves more thoroughly
upon the subject. Let them go to Cape Breton

and see the necessity:that existed for this work, .

and the great advantages that would result
from. its completion,—and then perhaps the
house would hear less of these sneering allu-
sions to the claims of Cape Breton. Nor did
he, for one moment, admit that she had ever
received more.than her due. . When the large
amount that she annually contributed to the

Provincial revenues was considered, he thought '

that it would be found that so far from  Cape
Breton having enjoyed an undue share of pub-
lic patronage, she had never yet received that

consideratior to which she was justly eutitled.

Mr. ARCHYBALD said that he thought that

the disposition of the house had always been -

to do justice to Cape: Breton. Nobody had
said that she received ap undueshare of public
patronage, but there might be a difference of
opinion as to whether the money expended in
the St. Peter’s Canal would not have been bet-

wor employed in developing the interior com--

munication.of the county. .

Mr. LEVESCONTE was glad that the St, Pe--
ter's Canal had -advanced & step'in the estima- -

tion of the hon, member for Colchester since
the last session—then it was a “ hole,” now it

was a ditch.© That hon, gentleman considered -

the money granted to that canal as money

thrown away. - He little knew the importance

of the work. Gentlemen should. remember
that this money had been granted because the

people of Cape Breton'did not participate i -

this had .
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the benefits to be derived from the large sums,
expended on railroad commanication east and .
west, Herecommended gentlemen to wait un--
til the report.of te commissioner upon .this
work had been laid upon the table. -He had
arisen principally to call attention to a portion
of the crown land commissfoner’s report, which
referred .to the settlement .of fishermen upon
certain parts of the crown landsin Cape Bre-
‘ton, whom he termed squatters. . Perhaps they
may degerve that title, but at. all events some
of them, and their fathers before them, had
been settled on these lands for 30 or 40 years,
and he thought it a great injustice that these
men who contributed .lavrgely to.the revenues
of the proviace should be called: upon to pay -
for the survey and grant of a small piece of
land, consisting ofien of not more than from a -
half to two acres, as much as was paid for a.
huudred acres in the interior of the country. .
Mr. BLANCHARD agreed as to the injustice
of this system, and thought it was time it was
altered, . L o
Hon. ArTy. GEN. said that he had always
sui)ported the grant to St. Peter’s.Canal. He
did not think that Cape iSreton had any right
to complain. She had always received her .
fair share of public monies; and in the matter
of Crown Lands she was particularly favored

‘over Nova Scotia Proper, Any person in that

island could obtain a grant and have four or
five years to pay for it, which was not the case
anywhere elss. o U

n allusion to the remarks of the member for -
Colchester, the Hon. Attorney General ac-
knowle%ed the importance of having these:
Crown Lands laid ouf, and roads made so as.
to encourage settlers. . Scme amendment of
the law would probably be required, whereby
the young men of this country could ohtain
grants upon the same terms as were now held
out to. emigrauts; for surely it was & wiser
golicy to endeavor to keep the young men at

ome than to allow them to ge abroad, as they
were now doing, to settle in other countries. -
Mr, LoCKE said thatit- always jarred ulgon

his feelings to hear the members for Ca o~
ton coustantly talking of the injustice they re- :
ceived, and especially about the St. Peter’s ca-
nal.. The House had just been told that that

: gmnt had been masle as an equivalent for the

enefits other counties had received from. the
railroads. - He should like to know how much
more_benefit Sheiburne derived from- those .
works than Cape Breton. Ifthat waslthe prin- .
ciple adopted, he presumed his application for
aid to the road .from Shelburne to nAmnapolis .
was safe. I .

He agreed with the member for Richmond,
(Mr. LeVesconte,) that it was exceedingly un-.
Just that the fishermen should bave to.pay so
large a sum to secure their rights. This should
be remedied. CeTe ‘ ,

Mr. BOURINOT said that he would not have .
referred to the question of the.distribution of
the road monies, as he did not consider it the.
proper time to do- 80, had it not. .been.for -
the statements of the. hon. Attorney General
thatthere had always been .a disposition;to do
justice to Cape:Breton. Such was notthe case.
Cape Breton-had-never received. justica, and ho-
much doubted whether evén the Attorney Ge-
neral himself was always inclined o give it to

+ her, The hon. member for Shelburne complain-
. @d-that the members for Cape Breton were con-

stantly urging her claims. = They were obliged:



