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it departed from the paths of rectitude. Buf, 8ir, I
beliave that the contrary is the fact,—that the Tenant
Unlon was at first based on the principle of resistance
to the payment of renis, and that afterwards it
rengunced it and modified its constitution. Perbaps
this hon, gentleman; who is sworn to suppori the laws,
will inform this hon. committee whether the Union
was working on an illegal principle or not, when he
subscribed to its funds. I is easy fo dvaw nice dis-
tinctions about moral snd k?hytiea.l 1¢sistancs ) but
when an sssociation of that kiid, with a large propor-
tion of not very serupulous members, geéis under way,
where is it to stop? Notwithstanding that he has
told us that he warned the Leaguers they were going

too far, and cautioned them to beware of violating the ,

inws, I beliove he sympathized with their association
when it was illegal, and sympathized with it to the
end; in short, that he owes his seat in this House
10 _tfm’. use he mads of that yoﬁtic&i horse. 8ir, I
believe, as I remarked last night, that le rode the
Tenant Union borse to the very door of this Legislative
hall, and then turned him adrift. The hon. member
lizs endeavored to maké it appear that, after all; there
was scarcely such a thing s resistance to the officers of
Her Majesty’s Supreme Court. Ican tell that hon. gen-
tleman that I have bad wriis in my own hands, which,
had notbing to do with vent, that I could not get the
Sheriff to execute. That officer informed me that he
vould not undertake the duty unless a body of some
twenty or thirty men were placed a{ his disposal. I
have, Sir, often gone home from my professional duties,
humiliated with the thought that in this, my native
Colony, society was in such a state that Her Majesty’s
laws could not be carried out without the interven-
tion of a stronger power than the ordinary officers of
justice. We have been told that ihe late Government
‘should have called into requisitiv:: the civil force of
the Colony,~should bave armed man against man, and
brother against brother, before they sent for the {roops.
Supposing they had done so, what would have béen the
conseqiience? The men sworn in to do duty for their
Queen would have been marched forth with the Sheriff;
" armed to execate the writs of the Court; the tin trom-
pets-—~those trumpets which have no doubt been musie
to the hon. mewmber’s ears, and should be taken néw
and hung sround his neck—(applanse)—would have
been scunded, and neighbor have rushed to spill
neighbour’s blood.  But Britich troops are cauntious,
and being under strict discipline,would commnit no
act of violence nuless it was upavoldable, Neither
would {uey be deterred from doing i huir duty by any
fenr of offending or injuring a neighbor. Uuder all
the circumstances, then, I hold that the late Govern-
ment pursued & wise couvse io calling in the aid of the
militayry, for afler they came there was an end {o the
Leagune, True, we had to build the barracks; but
would the hon. member deny shelter to Her Majesty’s
troops? IIad they not been brought here, I believe
blood would have been shed before the Leaguers
would have desisted i their mad resistance; and once
stationed in the Colony, the {roops must be provided
with comforinble sceommodation, Buf the outlay for,
the barracks will not prove a loss, for do not the troops
spend amongst us annually some £6000 of that money
which we so much reqnire? At a particnlar time,
about & year sgo, when & snbject was agitaling the
puablic mind, of mor¢ concern fo us than even-the
jand question--one, Sir, that came home to our
hearths and’ our homes, namely, the Fenian raids—
this kon. meinber, who how complains so londly of the
action of ihe lato Adwministration in seeking the iuter-
vention of the military to guell the Tenant Union dis-
{urbances, said {o me in the course of a conversation
that I had with bim, that he was gratefal to the Gov-
ernment for bringing the iroops heve.

N Hon. Mr. DAVIES.~I am glad that the trcops nre’
cre. A '

Mr. BRECEEN —Very good, Mr Chaliman, sod X
hope he will. use bis infuence as & member of the Gov-
ernment {0 retain thens heve. Bat there is apotherin- -
tervesting point in bis hisiory which the hon. member
did nos give. - He has vindionied the tensntry,and de-
nounnesd the late Goverument, the Bapreme Court, and
all coucerned, for be‘iagé' g0 harsh with the Tenant
League prisoners; and, Bir, this same hon. geatleman
who speaks in this strain, was foreman of the Grand.
Jury which presented to ths Court a troe bill againsi
those men—a bill which declared thet with evil
intent, malice aforethought, and dear knows whal
all, they hiad broken the law. .

Hon. Mr. DAVIES.—What
Judge’s charga? ] ‘ o

Myr. BRECEEN.—I am not prepared fo enter inte
the merits of the case; bat, Sir, I consider it very un-
fair for an hon. gentleman,; onc of His Excellency’s
responsible advisers, to vise up in this House and in-

was the nature of ihe

-sinuate that the fountains of justice are impure,—that

the men whe occupy the Bench of this Coloany, sud
who are sworn to administer justice, have failed to
discharge their daty. He would not venturs {o state
that the Court sald so and so; but simply that he had ~

heard that such and such was the natuare of the state-

ments. If he believed what he heard, he ought to
have instituted a charge against the Judges. Tt would
be easy for him to have %ined access to the records of
the Court, and satisfied bimself whether the seutances
were as veported to him. This was the course for the
hou. member to pursue, instead of bringing up the
matier here; and, Sir, as he is now a member of Her
Majesty’s Executive Council, I trust hé will not allow
the case to vest with his remarks before this hon. Com- -
mittee, but that he will have it investigated to the
very-bottom. Asrvegards the financial question, and
the censure he passed unpou the late Government for

purchasing the Cunard estates, I may say that that

purchuss involved & loss to myself persoually of per-
haps wearly £100 a year in a business wgy—-1nore, pro-
bably, than the hon. member ever pealized from bis
advoecacy of the cause of the tenantry—and also thag
in that purchase the interests of my constituents were
not regarded. But, Siv, it is not right to be too selfish
in considering the expediency of a public question—
it is the duty of an enlightened legislator to look to
the gencral geod. The price paid for the Canard es-
tate may have been higher than the people could have
wished; but notwithstanding the censuve that bas
beeu cast upon the laie Government for this puvchase,
it is & satisfaction for me to kunow that the average
price paid by themn for lauds is 1s. 2d. less than that
paid by the Liberal Government for the Worrell es-
sate.  The Conservatives bought the Cunard estate on
the best terms they could obiaing aud 1 believe the
people on that estate ure satisfled with the purchase.
But we heard nothing from the last speaker as to what
his party is prepared to do in the future. The Bulli-
van ostate, I understand, is in the market; is is to be-
purchased-or is i to be escheated? Lot us’have some-
thing tangible before this Cowmmittee, and not the
nonsgnuse 10 which we have listewed from the hoan.
mewmber for Belfast (Mr Davies).

Hon, ATTORNEY GENERAL.~"The discossion on
this paragraph has, Mr, Chairman, embraced nearly
every guestion beforé the Legislature for many years
past.  We have heard a very lengthy address from my
hon. friend, the wmember for Belfast.  Althongh I do
not agres with him ju many points that he has gmughz
forward, vet I cannot think that his speech called for
such severe eondemuasation from the hon. momber for
Charlottetown. The object of the hen. member was, I
think, simply io explain the reusons thnt haveinduced
him to act as he has in the matter of the land guestion.
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