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spirit of fairness. A committee, however, had
placed the facts before the House, and it was
in the power of the hon. member to revive a
discussion on the subject, if he desired it.

Mr. MILLER stated that he Lad been chair-
man of the committee in question, and con-
sidered it his duty to say injustice to an absent
officer that the remarks which had fallen from
the hon. menmber from Victoria, in the heat of
the moment, were not altogether warranted by
the factsr of the case. The committee had
closely investigated the charge made against
the department, and came to the conclusion
that therewas no evidence adduced that the mis-
takes in reference to the dates were other than
the result ot accident. He thought, bowever,
that it would havebeen advisable if the debate
had been published fully; but he did not for a
moment attribute to the officer in charge of the
reports any improper motives. He presumed
that it had been found necessary to omit the
debate in consequence of a press of matter
which was considered by the reporter of more
general importance. Every one in the louse,
he was sure, would bear testimony to the im-
partial manner in which that offier had al-
ways endeavored to discharge the duty en-
trusted tob him.

Mr. C. J. CAMPBELL said that if ho bad bad
an opportunity of bringing up the conduct of
the officer in the Crown Lands the verdict
given would have been very different. The
committee, it would be remembered, were not
judge~ and jury. He considered that ho had
been quite justified, under all the circum-
stances of the case, in censuring the conduct-of
the officer in question, for no man in his sound
senses could have altéred facts and figures in
the way they were in the case in question. If
that officer were capable of such conduct, then
ho was not fit for the position ho held. A s re-
spects the Act of 1859, it would be seen by
reference to its provisions that it had not been
strictly carried out. Commissioners in each
county were to he appointed, who were to re-
port to the Government the value of the lands
that were not granted, and the amount real-
ized in their sale was to be expended for the
benefit of Cape Breton; but not one dollarbad
been spent as yet. Instead of getting credit
for this act, ho bad been actually blamed for
passing what was injurions to tue people. The
reason why it was so considered was, that it
was not carried out as it should have been. In
conclusion, the hon. gentleman denied that
Cape Breton had been more favored thanNova
S2otia. The fact was, that in many cases the
people had been called upon to pay forland for
which they had already poid.

Hon. FIN. SECRETARY said that if it were
true that' a person was called upon to pay for
land twice, then a manifest in sustice was com-
mitted, but ho was surethat the act in question
never contemplated any thing of the s kind.-
The operations of that act were intended to be

of benefitto Cape Breton, and he considered it
was entitled to the praise, rather than the cen-
sure of gentlemen. At the instance of the Le-
gisture the period of payment for these lands
had been actually extended from threeo yfive
years. Surveys,had been made, titles perfect-
ei, limits defned, and all disputes settlgd, and
persons bolding the land h ad fie years to pay
for them.. And more than this, the net pro-
ceeds arismg did not go into tie treasury for
thogeneral benefit, but wero set apart for the

opening up of new roads in Cape Breton. l
respect to the other matter referred to, ho be-
lieved.that the hon member for Victoria bad
not received that justice to whichb he was enti-
tled, though he did not think that the omission
to report the debate had originated from any
desire to injure the hon. gentleman. He thougis
that if the question had been fully reported, it
might bave the tendency to prevent similar
mistakes occurring in the future. It was right,
however, for him to add tbat as far as bis own
knowledge went, the bead ofthe Crown Lands
Department was'always anxious to do every-
thing lin his power to discharge his duty faith-
fully.

Mr. S. McDONNELL said he could not agree
with hon. gentlemen as to the advantages Cape
Breton received fron the act in question. It
had been insinuated by some hon. gentlemen
that the inhabitants of Cape Breton enjoyed
the profit of the money paid for these lands
themselves. This was the first time that the
matter had been brought to his notice, and he
was determined that the country should know
what amount of money had been enjoyed by
Cape Breton. fie would therefore request the
Government to lay on the table information in
respect to the amount paid into the Treasury
from the four counties of Cape Breton- under
the act in reference to the settlement of titles
su Cape Breton; also a return of the amounts
expended in the island lu pursuance oftie 10th
section of that act, and for what purpose.

Hon. Psîov. SEc. replied that the law provi-
ded that the inhabitants of Cape Breton were
entitled to ihave the net proceeds expended in
the island. If the money had not been expend-
ed, the island was certainly entitled to it.

Mr. BLANCIHARD said that in the book lie
held in his band (the new edition of tho IRevi-
sed Statutes) it would be seentiaI the law pro-
vided that Nova Scotia should exactly enjoy
the same privilege as Cape Breton with regard
to the laying outof crown landshereafter. The
crown lands, under the 26th chap., were to be
laid off in100 acre lots, and the amount derived
from thëir sale laid out in the opening of roads
through these tracts. The act aplied to the'
other settlers in the country as well as to eni-
grants. Ho thought the money alluded t by
bis colleague shsould be expended as provided
by the law.

Hon FiN. SECRETARY said it would be found
that as yet there were no net proceeds to b
expended. Tie law provided that the parties
holding the lands should have three. years' to
pay for them, and that perind had been subse-
quently extended to five. Whén this term ex-
pired then Cape Breton vould be able tohob-
tain the expenditure of the money in the man-
ner proposed. • At present Cape Breton 'was
actnally indebted, he thought, to Nova Scotia
for the expeuses incurredl in settling the dis-
putes, making surveys, &c., in the island.'

Mr. LEVEscONTE said that h must protest
agains the supposition that'the act in ques-
tion had been of any advantage- 1 his county.
If it had nut Ibeen passed individuals occupy-
ing lands on the coast and barbors in Richnond
could have gone to the Crown Laud- departi
ment, and obtained a grant of 100 acres for ten
or tIelve pounds. As it was, however, a Com-
missioner as-d gune:down to Cape Bieton, and
the resuit was thatparties had té pay as muchi
for amali lot;, perhaps oniy an acre or half an
acre, as for the larger amount of 100 acres.


