
He aid t the al Par tament ought to ratI missio.ne wnly rcomm dad p4rosiU tht ro-

t ot erey a favor, hut e aright, to indes- j prietor ot ug b pvi o La
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W twre the reprentati the ppoition, or j hmade for two ahiungs an sirpnce sterling pr
Pr. rittar. paty made a nt this meatre? They acre and I a=surprid that the Qonnrneot h

pé owazd iarpreentatonS, ahewing that the Col-lin power dia ot aet upo; thit ecommandation.

y was in a.mbarrassedatate, l1 contradiction to the And why did they not do so Because it wu a rc-

report 4ofthe Government and lu direct oppositio to the commendatin whicli did not suit the proprietary paty
acts of teease; and they represented that it would hre. But it ought te have been acted upOua sud
hae aun injurious effct on the mill freehldera, but would have been, were they the true frionds of the

the latter party new know botter, snd their 1present- pepl, as as Iell sd ab1yhownbytheLed
tivet are here to-nxght tu testify to that cffe. But whah tis Guvêrument, Hon. Mr. Colo, at the tio. ad

did the proprietary party do? Why,they said that they they acted upon that recommeudatiou, ail the landen
would establish a court of Inquiry-a court of Baiheat. the Colony would ere this have bena bought up. But

(" Oh," from the Opposition.) And I ask what was itead of doi g that, instead of legisliig for the
the Commission as represented by them, but a court people whom they represetod, they legislated for the
ef Escheat? and tint ticyinposed this opinion upon the preprietere, and gave thm a statatary title: and
Cclony, I vlli make patent before I am doue. No added te all their claîms the property of tht peeple,
party, Sir, that ever came jnte power u this Island, namely, the Fishery Reserves, whch was a property
raised the expectations of the tenantry higher than they never once laid caim to. What absurd legisla-
they did at that time; and, yet I believe, they never tion! Bat, Sir, no one knos better than the learned
intended to beneft the country by that measure. It and lion. member, the Leader of the Opposition, bthat
was all deception. I wll leave you, 8ir, te say when a dispute takes place between two parties, and
whether IL was the good of the people, or their own when they agree ho leave it to arbitratin, oth parties
self-,h propeusities, whiieh nduced them to bring in the are bound to abide by the decision which May
Bill to give effect te the decision of the Land Commis- be given. But ia this rase, while the people were
sioners. That Bill gave to the Commissioners all the bound to abLide by the decision of the Commis.-

powers of a court ef Escheat, and they published that sieners, the proprietors were not bound at all;
the Bill had been sent Home, and that it had bee»nani why were not the preprietors bound down? be-
graciously received by Her Majesty, whea ail the cause they wished, that if the recommendation of the
tinme, Sir, it had noi been sent Home at all! W lie ev Cemmissieners was favorable to the proprietors, that
heard of thle like? who eau -trust suh a party after the tenants should be compelled to abide by it, and on
tha ? Di e ver deception go farther? I never e.e ,he contrary, that if i was net favorable te themselves,
thowugt that they would give the powers contained i they migit set it at defiance. Now, I Maintain that
that B111 to any court; and when fron so m any par whe they neglecd to bind tic preprieters te abide
of the cîuztry I was ehOse by the pople te appear by the recommendation of the Commissioners, that
as their delegae befre that cout in Charluttetown, hey did wrong. Indeed, Sir, their whole couduct
and at St. EeanOrsthe first questeion I put to them Was has disappointed the reasonable expectations of the
Luask if th.ey had power to set nie the whwaleqes-f people, and it is this hich as overturned thc late
tion. I sai Iïo the court, that if sUe proprîier coulId Geovement. The rights of the people that ought to
not subStantr iate their claims to the had, tit tic it have licen upheld by them, wre sunk, and a Bill to
should bce uble p, iropety. And Sir, iî the anc eulis» ithe proprietors' titles, and to bestow upon
had been forfeit', it ought to bcme public property. f thes propcrty they never claimed, was brought in and
The Comxisioers aswered the question, by sayinxg, earried Neothing, Sir, could have been more unjust.
if it could be proved that the proprietors had not coir- jTie Legislature of this Island confrrned them in ail
plied with. the cndii of their grants, that tien teir claims, and mxore than they ever elaimed, when
they had power, vit e n ai of ithefir peos, to erae i passed that Bi1. Prevons te ti passing et tint
their c/ih.ú Sir, i emuld not but believe them.1B WIBi, the proprieters could not imaintain ther claim 'in
did believe thes; nad believed that justice as going jany court. Since I was a boy-I am nov nearly grey-
to be done te us at last. -I never gave the proprieturs j iheaded-I never saw a proprietor come mnto court and
credit for arny sincerity, when their friends heid out sh w that he had a title. I have seen squatters sum-
tic pruspet ot ebtaning an equitable arrangement of! nased up to court to respond to the proprieters, and
this question. It was unrueasonable to expect the they never met them in court. I tetieve that in Eng-
would of their own accord let go the Fpowriiihem inds.,ifa man dots gojute court vitinaim, tint
ewni hand. It ii net in huma» rature to do se. jhli*e iound te siw lis clait, ad produce pro if

required. But haro, I knewi a man te lie breught up
lieu. LEADER 0F TUE OPPOSITION. -You te court six limes by a proprieter, andi for six Limes

d i 1el te maie the admission- jthe propriaer did not appear lu court ugainst im!

Hon. Mr. DAVIES-I aish to show this Cern- The preprieter could not prove tint lie had as geeod a
mittee niai tic course I pnrsued aas pertsetly justifi- title as the squatter. Thorefore' tic squatter las a
anle, and tint i num worthy et the cornfidesnce nad jbetcter tiLle than Lie proprieter, ner can the geoernment
esteaet ofite peeple whonm I liane Lie louer te repre. j r auy offser party disiturb him in his possessIon. I
scnt. Weli, what did tic Duke et Neacastle say? imaintailn, Sur, tint Lie squatters lave a better tille
He said tînt the Cenmmissioners had ne peoer te settle1 lha» Lie prepr'ieters. IL .is trot te preprieters havc
anyting. Ttat all tic poeri the; had as a title nov, ty virtuaet fite Bi111 passed for tint

. .j.7purpeo by tise late Governmxent, amd as a resait wre
nîimpiy te enquine iste Lie existing grievances, andi sec tir Sanuel Cnard ismediately raisino' hie hand
recommnesnd a mode fer settlisng tieux; anti thse Cern te double tic price set upon ILt by ttce La 4å Commis-


