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Commistes on the Address to Her Majesty, with respect to |
the Lond Question, resumed.

Me. HOWAT—was disposed to support the Address (o
Hor Mujesty, brought forwaed by the hon. leader of the
Guverpmeot  What had called it forth, was the refusal of
the Duke of Neweastle to sanction the two Acts passed lust
session relative to the Awsrd. As tothe Award iteelf, he
(Mr. 1.} thought it was the best measure thuf could be
obisjoed fue the tenantry; and that was all be need say
respecting it of present, us the subject had been very fully
disoussed. e did not think shat we should be bound by
the Duke’s opinios, and maintained, shat before we re-
linguished the Award, we should ask ihat its legality be
tested by a proper judicial tribune. He contended that as
the Home Government were o perdy to she Commission,
thoy were bound in fairness to enrry out its decision, unless
it were proved to be illegal. No charge could be brought
against the mojority of the former houss in regurd to the
Awurd ; they were willing that it should go inte operation.
But kow had the Brisish Guvernment dose their part? It
might be ssid to be presuwption for us to bring a sharge
against the Duke of Newcastle, but, if we had just resson,
we might bring an accusation against any individual, from
the highest to the lowest in the Kingdom. It wag folly to
say thut we were bound to acquiesce in his viewe, merely
because be cccupied such s bigh position. There were
others in tha Britisb Government nnd in the House of Com-
mone who stood equally us bigh as be, aod they might cail in
question his proceedings in our casa. If thesimple faciof a
person being in @ high position goreened bim from blame,
thers could be no justice in the #fairs of the nation. He,
{Mr. II.,) however entertaiced the opinion that if the sub-
joot of the Award were brought formally before the notice
of vhe British Government, this Colony would obtain re-
dress. If the Government refused to take action in the
matter, there might be some one on the Government side’
of the House of Commons who would espouse our cause;
and, if none could bs found am-ng them, perbaps soms
member of the Opposition mighy take it up, ae it was pro-
bahly the case in Britain aa bere, where it was knowu
there were some very active gentlewen in the Opposition.
{ Luughter ]

Mr, BASLAM--remarked that there was a compuot
gntered into between the tenantry, the proprietors, and
the British GGoverument; all the parties were bound to
abide by the decision of the Commission ; at least, we had
renson to doubt that if the Award had been more favour-
abla. to the proprietors, the temantry would have been
compelled to keep by it. The only inference which
enuld be drawn from the various Despatches of she Duke
of Newcastle on the subject, was, thut all parties were to
bo bound ; this being the case, we had o very strong reason
why we should suppors the Address proposed by the hon.
Yeader of the Government. Tue Duke, in his Despatch of
ihe Oth Auguat, 1802, says:

-+ 1 musk instruct you, therefors, however unwillingly, o
traat the Commissioners’ Award only as an expression of
opinion, which, however valusble ussuch. cunnot be
made legaily binding on the parties concerned ; and
which, theretore, sught not to ba allowed to stand in the
way of sny other propusal which promises an amicable
settlement of the queasion.” :

Teve His Graco said the Award was only to be treated as
an expression of opinion, and referred to some other pro-
poasl for settling the question. He (Mr. H.) believed he
wag correct in saying this allusion was to what was called
the proprietors’ bill, in which he understood they proposed
15 years purchase as the terms on which the tenants should

_obtain the foe simple of their lands. The propriotors had
found fault wish the Award, but what had shey offered in
jte stend? They had nod pruposed an equitable measurs.

H

‘The Award, howeyer, Was equitable, because it provided

L

Yy the arbitration clause for a difference of price, aceordiog
to the gaality, as it was well known that while some farms
wers worth 159, an agre, others were not worth e, The
Oowmiseioners themselves, while they laid dows 20 years'
purchase ae the highest rate, bad stated £100,000 would
purchase so much at 2s Gd an acre. This shows shat they
oupsidered shere ought to be s variety in the prive, though
he did mot sgree wilh them thet land £t for guitivation
gould be obtained at the latter price. :

Hon Mr COLEs—They took the Seikirk Estate sa the
basis of their ealculation.

Mr HASLAM—They oughé fo have takeu the Worrell
Estate into consideration as well as the Selkirk Estate.
The propristors seamed to bave taken alarm at the arbitra-
tion clanse as perbops & low price, such as was given for
the Selkirk Estate, might be fxed upon. He thought we
bad no course open but o prosecute the Award. The
British Government were in duty bound to do ua justics,
and seitle this question which bad troubled the couniry for
so long & sime. K[ it be nod settied s0on ne person can seg
the end.

Hon Mr COLES thought we wers about as far off from
getting this question settled e ever we wers. The bon.
member who had just sat down spoke as if thero was some
zrest calamity about to come over the country. He (Mr.
{.) supposed be meant thut the Voluoteers were to Le
called out to protect the tenaniry, as they were now pretty
well dispersed sll over the Colony. But the proprietors
would likely be able to enforce their claims, notwithstand-
ing the hints of the hoa. member. The hon. the Jeader of |

the Government evidently bad not forgotten the old family §

gompact which was in existence in the Uolony whea he

left it years ngo, a5 he appeared to bs suspicious of ihe in-
fluence of family relationship in the old country. He #
seemed to think that as Sullivan was a brother-in-law of 7§
Lord Palmerstons, the Duke of Newcaatle was afraid he

wmight offend the Premier if he consented to the Award.

Hon Col GRAY explained thak thess were not his own }
'giews, but what others stated.

Hon Mr COLES—Perhaps he had misunderstood the hon. if

With rvespect to the Address §
which bad been moved, be (Mr C.) never heard such & j
rigmarole of old ducuments. He believed thers was scarcely §

ieader of the Guvernment.

ever & paper of such length rend which ended in so Jittle.

The hon. member for Tryon said they were not going to 4

yield to the Duke of Newcastle ; he must bo brought up
before the British Parliament, and il he did sos do what §
the listle Uolony of Prince Edward Island wanted, he must |
take bis walking ticket.

an iwportant a matter as the rejection of the Award with-
out cunsulting his colleagues, !
said when he introduced his fawmous resolutions that the 3

whole question might be sestled in 8 months, but it would

tuke § years at the rate the mujerity were proceeding. AllY
' this in reference to settling the Land Question had arisen
fout of various discussions which had taken place on the 3

suhject. A good deal of it had originated with the passing |
of the Rent Roll and Tenants” Cowpensation Bills. These :
Bills were served by the Colonial Minister pretty much as !
were the Bills of last Session, relating to the Award. La-,
bouchere, in a despateh dated 21si December, 1855, ia .
reviowing the correspondence respecting the Rent Roll and y
Tonant’s Compensation Bills, said :— : Sy

; B
*+ T will not now repeat arguments which have been urged
on vacious oecasions by my predecessors ; it will be suffi- '.5
cient fur me to express my decided opipion, that what«
gver character may properly attach to {he circumsionces |
connected with the original grants, which haye been -
often employed against the mainteoance of the rights of |
the proprietors, they sould net, with justice, be used to !
defeat the rightp of the present owuwers, who have ac- $
~ quired theit property by inberitence, by family settle-
ments, or for valuable consideration, o

All this was just & waste of |
words, as it was nob probable thas His Grace acted in such 3

"The hon. member for Belfast !




