26

PARLIAMENTARY REPORTER. ‘

1867

He said thet the Imperial Parlinment ought to sgree
4o it, not werely as @ favor, bué as a right, to. indews-
pify us for the ipjustice we had been laid under.
What were the representations ihe Opposition, or
Proprietars party, made sgainst this measure? They
pus forwasd misrepresentations, shewing that the Col-
_ omy was in @« smbarrassed state, in ecatradictionto the
repor: of the Government and in direct opposition to the
acts of ihe case; and they represenied that it would
bave an injurious effect on the smill freeholders, but
“the Iatier party now know betier, snd their Representa-
tives are here to-night to testify to that effect. But what
did the proprietary party do?  Why,they ssid that they
would establish a court of Inquiry—a court of Escheat.
(% Oh,” from the Opposition.) And I ask what was
the Commission as represented by them, but a court
of Encheat? and thai thoy imposed this opinion upon the
Celony, I will make patent before I am done. No
party, Sir, that ever came into power iz t'!ns Island,
rnised the expectations of the tenantry higher than
they did at that time; and, yet I believe, they never
intended to benefit the country by that measure: It
was all deception. I will leave you, Sir, to say
whether it was the good of the people, or their own
gelfish propensities, which induced them to bring in the
Bill to give effect to the decision of the Land Commis~
gioners. That Bill gave to the Comuissioners all the
powers of a court of Escheat, and they published that
the Bill had been sent Home, and that it had been
graciously received by Her Mojesty, when ail the
time, Sir, it bad noi been sent Home at all!  Whoever
beard of the like? whe can trust sucha party after
that? Did ever deception go further? I never ence
thought that they would give the powers contained in
that Bill to any courty aud when from o muny parts
of the couuiry I was chosen by the people to nppear
a8 their delegute befure that court in Charluttetown,
and at 81, Kleanors,the first question I put to them was,

 to ask if they had power to settle the whole gues-

tion. 1 sail 1o the court, thut if the propriciors coald
not substantiste their elaims to the land, thut then @t
should beeowe public property.  And, Sir, it the Jand
had been forfeited, it ought to beewme public property.
The Commisrioners answered the guestion, by sayieg,
if it could be proved that the proprietors had not com-

plied with the couditions of their grants, that then

they had power, with vie dah of their pens, to erase
their ¢luims. Sir, [ could pot bat believe them. 1
did believe them; and believed that justive was going
to be done to us at lust. I never gave the proprictors
eredit for any sinectity, when their friends held out
the prospect of obtaining an equitable arrangement of
this question. It was unrensonable to expect they
would of their own accord let go the power in their
" own hands. It is not in human nature to do so.

Hon. LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION.—You
© did well to make the admissioni

Hon. Mr. DAVIES.—I wish to show this Com-
mittee that the coursc [ pursued was perfectly justifi-
able, sud that I am worthy of the confidence and
estecin of the people whom 1 have the honor to repre-
pent. Well, what did the Duke of Newcastle say?
He said that the Cummissioners had no power to settle

anything.  That all the power they bhad, was
simply to enquire inlo the existing grievances, and
recommend 8 mode for gettling them; and the Com-

in power did mot act upon

missioners merély recommended xrmigékasiug t};zglm-
prietors out under the provisious of the Land Purchass
Bill, and said that they thought the iransfer should
be made for two shillings and sixpence sterling per
acre; and I am surprised that the Governmest then
that yecommendation.
And why did they not do so? Beosuse it wasa re-
commendation which did not suit the propristary party
here. But it ought to have besn acted upoa, and
would have been, were they the true frionds of the
people, as was well and ably shown by the Leader of
this Government, Hon. Mr. Coles, at the time. Had
they acted upon that recommendation, all the lands in
the Colony would ere this have been bought up. But
instead of doing that, instead of legislating for the
people whom they represented, they legisiated for the
proprieters, and gave them a statatary title: and
added to all their claims the property of the people,
samely, the Fishery Reserves, which was a property
they pever once laid eclaim to. What absurd legisla~
tion! Bus, Sir, no one knows beiter than the learned
and hon. member, the Leader of the Opposition, that
when a dispute takes place between two parties, and
when they agres to leave it to arbitration, both parties
are ‘bound to abide by the decision which may
be given. But in this case, while the people were
bound to abide by the decision of the Commis-
siuners, the proprietors were not bound at all;
and why were not the proprietors bound down? Be-
cause they wished, that if the recommendation of the
{lommissioners was favorable to the proprietors, that
the tenants should be compelled to abide by it, and on

ihe contrary, that if it was nut favorable to themselves,

they might set it at defianco. Now, I maintain that
when they neglected to bind the proprietors to abide
by the recommendation of the Commissioners, that
they did wrong. Indeed, ‘Sir, their whole conduct
hus disappointed the reasonable expeetstions of the
people, and it is this which has overturned the lato
Government. The rights of the people that ought te
fiave been upheld by them, were suuk, and a Bili to
coufivm the proprietors’ titles, and to bestow upon
thew property they never claimed, was brought in and
carried. Nothing, Sir, could have been more unjust.
'The Legislature of this Island confirmed them inall
théir claims, and more than they ever claimed, when
it passed that Bill. Previous to the passing of that
Bill, the proprietors could not maintain their claim in
any court. Since I was a boy—I ams now uearly grey-
headed—I pever saw a proprietor come into court and
shew that he had a title. 1 have seen squaiters sum-
moned up to court to respond to ithe proprietors, and
they never met them in court. I believe that in Eng-
land, if s man does go into court with a claim, that
he is bound to show his claim, and produce proof if
required. But here, I knew a man to be brought up
to court six times by a proprietor, and. for six times

‘the proprietor did not appear in court against him!

The proprietor eould not prove that he had 85 good a
title as the squatter. Therefore the squatter hasa
better titls than the proprietor, nor can the government
er any other party disdurd him in his possession.

maintain, Sir, that the squaiters bave a better title
than the proprietors. It .is irue the proprictors have
a title now, by virtue of the Bill passed for that
purpose by the late Government, and as a result we
see Sir Samuel Cunard immediately raising his land
to double the price set upon it by the Land Commis-



