e

e &

dassary’

Gascstie,

VOL. 22.

CHARLOTTETOWN, PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1852,

NO. 1144,

_ Hegislative Procecying.

T HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.
Frioay, Feb. 13.
MORNING SITTING.
Suverny.

Hon. Mr. POPE moved, that it may be made an order of
the day, for to-morrow for the House 10 go into Committee of
Supply. Ordered accordingly.

EstivaTes,

Hon. Mr. WARBURTON laid before the House the Esti-
mates for 1852,

Compensation 10 Esecren TenanTs.

Hon. Mr. COL: ntroduced a Bill to provide Compensa-
tion to ejected T for their improvements. The Bill was
read a first time, and its second luJ.nz ordered for to-morrow.

Seovcriox or Femaves.

On motion of M. Palmer, tho Bill to provide s summary
remedy for females seduced, time, and there-
\lpon submitted to (,ummmee nl lha whul- House. Mr,

ARK in the Chuir.

M-. PALMER in explaining the principles of the Bill said,

it doubtless was knowu to hon, members, that by the law as it
existod at present, the party aggrieved hus a remedy by action
m the Supreme Court, brought by either the master or her
of service, lennml though so laid,

o by her own &

i

action is thus brought, are such m
times when an  injury of this uature is inflicted; for
shou'd it happen, as indeed it too frequently does, that the se-

duced has naher parents nor guardians to ook to for protec-
tion, or having either, happens to be se luced at a time w

not fiving
fact,

£ Ln'tholr servide, o under thelr soteal €are, she Is, in

without remedy, however pitiable or aggravated her case
1 thi + she cannot comply with_the le

!l

of
who
Tln

culties ; and to allow the action to ba brought under any
cumstances, in the name of the woman herself, and at the same
time to give her the benefit of her own testimony, although a
party tothe record. 1t dispenses with the necesiiy of show:
ing lose of service, or any pecuniary lo

atly guarded to prevent
the crodibility uf. the
inony whally with the juey, who, notwithatand-
ing such ouy, wero not bound in law to fin
o et Sk L i el
place the damages recovered in the hands of a trustes
Plaintifl, if he thought it for her interest ; and the Bill iwse!f
was only to exten| 1o actions whers the damages claimed did
not exeeed ape hundred pounds. He_dountel not, therefore,
that it would taeet the support
i h

ot ;
to his knowled ze, exceolingly distressin
, owing 10 the present stato of the law. ('rn. 5
meimber here narrated som instances of extreme destiiution and
suffering brouzht upon young and unprotected women, and
where their seducers, although able to alleviate n, Father
than attempted o relieve their misery.) '

Saered loba, n the 1nerease, wad L hia oplaive;

ur p
cause if redress was (o be obtxin-d in the Supreme Court only,
mmunu mi gt happen, belore the sitting of the latter cane

ntroduce a Bill
which would

Mv PALMER suid, it was hig intenti
on Bastardy berore the closing of the Sos

empower b het 10 affiliate the ehild before a Justice of
u previously to confinement, #s in England ; this Bill
woul more lmm ded 10,by
the Hon. Mr. C endant of the one

! SR . waich latter woul! be
women in any cl.es of life. He, (Mr. P) expecied many
cases would oconr, where parties might bo in  circumstances
sulficiently easy to deter thom from secking a remedy intended
only for the destifute, bt who, nevertheless, looked mare to
theajiy o thei repataion ; heught the 1w shosli pror

which the preseat. Bill would, ensble them o do,

d be

and 8
“The. ann
would transcript fi
OISR 00t hod base eiely vised, b had ne deubt, kad boon
found to work well.
o a fow remarks fron Mr. Montgomery and the Hon.
Mr. Coles, the Bill was reported agreed 10, and ordered 1o be
engrossed.
Brt o Awexo e Law or Evivesce.

This Bill, on motion of Mr. Haviland, was read a second
time, who therenpon explained its principie: 1t was, he s
frame fom a Britsh Statute,of which Lord Camphel was

d 10 bo's great saving in causes tried in
“J¢ had boen found that where parti

much expense was incurre:
Bnll would remedy. Another was, that masters of vessels
should produce their Registers in any Court, without the delay
and expense of perhaps having to send thousands of miles.
Anmher cause of expense intended to be remedied, was whero
itted, and a second indictment
hould nat bo bound 10 be put 1o
sl the m-.d--.. had in the first

‘hen any book nal
n Court, the Bill provided by oom
bu substituted, inasmuch that the book or
in several places at one and the

ument
by e cbou
other document may be wanted
same Any person or persons found |ullly of certifying

mitted & mi

0 be considered as has
Ald if & seal

considered felony.
said bo did not, perhaps, compl
& whola he appraved of some parts of
iFall afler the word book was struck
SRR 1o hoa, mamber bo need be

Mr. FRASER had known copies of deeds admitted in evidence.
Mr. IIAVIIAND reminded boa member that that must have

i
b g L r Mr. Fraser, he did
ing to England for copies ord.-l.. they may say
the coples are émm-. and yet they may be sixty years old.

Mr. iad known witnessess io be detained many dnys
Aa e Ot s it signatares, sod very much inconvenienced
aad avnoyed.

Hon. Mr. COLES did not approve of copies of deeds or other
decaments from England, in the Taand st s0, bocaus i any sup-

wls'could at once be referred
. TAVILAND ‘was not wedded. 1 the Bl bui was morally
certain, that if it became law it would be found a £t bonafit Lo the
Colony, and wa sapeisad at the oppositon o v for
Belfut, Mr. Davion Campbell ou‘muud \he Bua

was u great L
. HAVILAND moved that the Housa £0 into a Commitee of
the whole.
Mr. F moved that the House g0 into

RASER, in amendment
this dn veks.
~Hon. Mr. Pop

"The Hou
i Xy

and M‘Neill

-4
Navs—13.

Houso then went into Committee—Mr. BEATON in the

And the Houss being resumed,

SPEAKER ust make a fow remarks

D reminded the hon. Speaker the Mort-
egister his deeds, then he could not take advantage

AKER knew the propei ould not do so.  Afier a
satlie’ spent in Coimiliney the Chairman reporied progroess
asked for and obtained leave to sit agai
Message from the Legislative Council, by C. Desbrisay, Exq.,
forming the Hoase that- the Council had passed the following Bills
without amendu
The ill 10 regalate the Sale of Arsenic and other Poisons.
The Bill to regulate the Public Adver soments, and sl o Bill o
incorporate the Diocesan Society, 1o which they e concur-
ronce ofthe Hou
Hon. Mr. COLES presented a petition from the Rev. Dr. Jenk
relative to the last Bill, and then moved that the Bl be read n first
time, which being done, its second reading was ordered for to-
mor ow,
Hon. Mr. COLES moved that said Bill be referred to the Com-
mittee on Private Bills, to report thereon, and it was reforred ac-
cordingly.

g

Biir To ixcomrorATE THE GrAnp Division or THE
ons or TEMPERANCE
On motion of Mr. Palmer, this Bill was read a third time and
passed.,
f Hon. 0Mn WARBURTON luid before the House the Blue Books
or 1850.
Adjourned 1ill 3 o’clock.
AFTERNOON SITTING.
Law or Evioexc.

"nm: w~ l‘olunf'ru on Mr. Havitano's Brue, —Mr.
ATON in the Chair,
AVILAND

oved, that the Bill for amer:ding the Law of
ted to a Cor o

stago of the Bill, he by
res of the mea
contained, were

Pa

sisnd by the Courtof Chane

lIlII. that if any Public Officer certifies a false Docament,
Al be guilty of a Misdeme o if any party 1o an Ao
on ahall tender in evklence, any Desd or othe
be forged or false, i
rofiigr ity ey e el pur,
saving exponse 1o Suitors i other written Tn-
erethe attestin are not within

viland, believ-
ed, that he had stated to tho House, an Epitome of the principal
contents of the proposed Evideace Bill, and ho had litle. doupt;
that if the same should become the Law of the Land, it would
prove a great benefit 10 all parties concerned in the due Adwinis-
tration of Jusi

Clnuse to provide that the Parties and the Persons in whose be-
half auy Suit or Ac y be brought or defended, shall b com-
polled and be compellable to give Evidence.

ron e, WHELAN i 16 know. whether the hanorsble
and learned memher who hud brought in the Bill, intended 1o in
troduce into it a clause similar to that in_the L..,I..n S ma, of
which the Bill by

AND.
hat ts adoption might frequently prove too strong n temptation to the
erime ofpl
Mr. PA
would be

UMER was glad, , that the cl

- plllnlllr. N s e |-.
e had not been the seducor, and was not t

Such cases had caused the Judges to S i i opinion na o po-
licy. ‘They had come to a conclusion to e both parties on
eulh s the law dicoct, bet o give oredanse 1o the party whove
nce was mostsrongly corioboratd by the evidence of other,

Jury in determining on which aide the trath iy justico la
House had been almost unani allowing the admissibility of
the principle in the Small Debla’ Courts; and. he could 800 no rea-
son why it should th The House
had the determinati
and although the Engl
respectto ho poicy 'f the principls, th
that it had m dialuvour fyom ihe pablic.  When it wa the
praciic 1o reaive the porsonal avkdence of the plaiai oaly, the
could b no doati, many  respectable mtn had been declred g
which ho was perfectly innocent. If no one else
o the doption of the principle in the Bill beore the
 the House upon

ould
Cominitos, be woukd ta
Hon. Mr. cous

an
d dexterity
in operation, for th
ection nl‘ fafsehol.

nd_detecting fulsehood, perjary
nd, in the Small Debts
i extended to £20, the
ission might be quite as frequent ns in the

o
tomptation 10 its cou
Supreme Court.

Mr. THORNTON. Was in favour of the practical adoption of
the principle in the Small Debts® Courts, because he was persunded
it would frequenty promote te eads of jeuice, by ‘maling fucts

id not have been fairly
nd he could not think that any greater
could be attendant uj

danger, with respect to perjar n its in-
troducton nto the Suprame Coart, than, would s from it in
the " Cour f allow-

55
&

eneral g
18 sath, the tesimeny
could, he thought, be bat o

s favour,

to rebut, on
o

Dot A2 oy
ow the .ulvnnm(u whu:h might frequently result
fuvour defendunt, in other cases, such as

n

ald jus a,
of a Newspapor va. 8it Willam
Dublin, e

oved by his testimony, corrobo-
of Lotk quumlon. and

safe to give to the ev

iniquitous extent, vi

e go nsci
n e of ul correct
entious scruples.  Neil

the Court or Jury; and

of wom, tnd, by soareh

Vi opion. b mich bater. to dlay thy wloption o
Rere! 481 the wialom of the s1pement ol bova. indemed b7
the experionce of the Law Coarts at howe.

The Hon, the SPEAKER thought, th cases, it would
tend to the fartherance of justice, that the evidence of the defen-
dant on oath, should be admitted but, that, in others, it would not.
Towever, us it would not be exsy for him to specify either the caser,
with regard to which, he thought, the practice might safely be ad-
mitted, or those in which, he was o that the admissi
it might be prejudieial to trath and justic
in his power_clearly 10 point out all the cases in which it
safe, an well as all in which it would be daugerous, o adwi
c«lulsl not hope to have the law so framed, as clearly o point out when

ught not; ho would vote, with
dogtion of the clause in the

lonorable the Treasurer,

ct, which estal
Hon. Mr.
tion of the
on the score, that i o Pace the hoooet
with reapedt o the wght of his evidonce, upon, the
with the dis wd unserupulous, was not at all in point
was quite a8 applieablo 10 opposing witnesses who were not  princi-
pals, as to lo I wdmited 1 give evklsnce themelves; snd
The ral by whie which party the gronter degree
ity shouid Atinch, would, in the bne actly what
mb.my, o
n.. amount
He did
Ihare was ny foroe or sifot in the objestions of1he hos.

wember (Mr. Paliner. )

firt boen srongly lnclined
r‘.... equity
upon

o & prosesaton for the Crime
s o was now fortified in his judgment by the co
T s o be seatTven Rl e
o the Bill.

in question, from the English
Bl

hen agreed, that the C|
shiould be introduced into

SaTumpAy ldth,
MORNING SITTING.
Diocesax Sociery Inconporatiux Biut.—Mr. FRASER,
rman of the Committee on Private Bills,reported in fav,
Bill and recommended tho remission of the usul fees.

ox tie Compnsation 10 Esscrep

.
of thi

o
and to chargo the jor

ry
b um.m a very d-npm- o) el offored 100 grons o beeplarion

© o Mr. WHELAN. The princigle had been recognised as a
jot ana o the Senll Dabts Bl why shoald e not be held o bo
onsally , h respact o he Sapreme Cou

i andorstont, wien i web aditiod el ki
Son n.m- n.u, hat its ndoption was to b-‘...m: with respect
10 all the C What had been stated, ble_mom-

beor for Ch-rlul-low- wilh reopect to the, prad s English
of an wrgament ngainst the principle, a
siou, when duly regalated , could not tend to the

,mm. In L Whe ssas ol eged, prosioms Ja. wiich

p| n of abandoned character, and the
Pl o poaaral repatation we oo, 4 bo
porfocily in Necordance Wb the principles of Josio for the Court

in receive bistetimany in bis own.fu
bia umming 0p, o shew whather, v

ructer, m o o
s egiy of & poly e ad oo oot would_ depend
o fony wad lhe ,.d. Pl vt Sl 2

M-
‘The principle, ho

defendant,
Ih‘*l Id‘ y foanded
- m’h u‘q—n-ﬂlwﬂm.mﬁh“

House v Cos
e .~Mr. BEATON in the chair.

the same which

anTs B

Ton, Mr. COLES aated, the Bill w
was hofore the House in its last Session, with the exception of
a few altera‘ions in the detail, which had been made, in pur-

. member when the House
ropriety of which, the
o hoped no_opposi
for it was one of vital impor-
.na consequently to_the

intended to afford

suance of the suggestions of some hon
was in Committee thereon, and in the
appeared .muny 10 coneus

wou'd now be made to the me
tance 10 the rest of the
well-being of the Colony.
S siatisn 48 ontnengn
it eould seareely be expected they could, with sufficient
spirit and determination, contend against the many  dificulii
lhny had to encounter in the clearing and improving of thei

farme
"The hon. membor (Mr C.) slso, as the Bill progressed, ox-
plained the nature ul' ‘each clause, upon nune of which was op-
position offered, g that either landlord or
tensnt should have peal to the Supreme
in the case of feeling l"ﬁlnl by the A'ni of the Avihn-
tors, whon

Mr. MOONEY disspproved of the provision, as being likely
to take out the cream and marrow of the Bill, observin u--u
tenant stood little chance of contending agains® his landlord

ourt.
Mr. M‘NEILL was of the same opinion as his hon. colleague,.
nd  belies that, in e cases out of ten, the tenunt
would be un.m...r.n st the proprietor in cou

Mr. WIGHTMAN thought, as the arbitrators wi
chosen by each party, that a

ust say, he could not but thi  tenant would not be in
tuation o compete with For this reason be wish-
ed to see the award ulllle lrblluwrl made fin

Hon. Mr. POPE approved of the clause. The tenant should
be protected by all just means; too much caution eould not be
used to keep him in possession of his property till he received
a just compensation and that was the great aim and ubject of
the Bill. He was of opinion, that reference in case of dispuf
ought to be allowed, and that the should be lnbj-q 0
the strictest scruf lny. He did not think the ol offer-
ed had been in

Mr. MODNI-P« Y considered he had as good a right to give his
opinion as the hon. the Trersurer himself. He was pretty cer~
tai, from his knowledge of the matter, tho tenante would pus

with alimost any injustice from their landiords, sooner than
run the risk of going to law, where they stood o little ¢hance
of redress against the power of the landiords.

Mr. HAVILAND did not
which way he intended to voue
the opposition of hon. m:
lowec e
was founded in equity, it would not be requ
the Supreme Court, The
down, scemed 10 insinuate that a tenant could not obtain jus-
tice in the Supreme Lourl To convinee the hon. member
how emnplnlaly erroncous his opinion was, he need only re-
mind him that in the very InlCoun, out of three cases, two
were given | in favor of the ten

WIGHTMAN cunellvld it would be very hard 1o com-.
n

- t0 the fears expressed sbout tho
|enlnll not getting justice Supreme onn, that it llnu
had ever been wrong committed there, e Gove

ment would prevent it in futare, Appeal et bo. had some-
where, and he saw no other so fitting, as that provided for in
the clause under consideration. If the award was made final,

pric agents, sev resent.
Mr. \m\ TGOMERY said the clause punm-d the te
equally with thelandlord. The Bar would proteet the lellnl
that of the pvupne«-m but it appea:
some hon. members wished o legis| the tenant oaly.
Mr. MOONEY would be sorry to ,lhli the Judges of the
Supreme Court or the gentlemen of the Tar were a corrupt class
of men. He said no such thing, lllhongh some hon. members
would wish to make hi he fault he had to the
S\lpuma Court was, that the tenznt had not the means at
di 110 contend againsi dlos
&r LAIRD expressed himself of the same opinion as the
hon. mmh- ln Ihl llllr chance a tenant would have in con-
tending with .

Hont M. WARBURTON ssid such s provision as was eon-
tained in the elause was necessary. The Court must be appeal-
ed to, before the procoedings for the ejectment of a tenant com-
menced, and the matier would not be taken out of court till the
award of the arbitraors had been dotermined.  There was no
fear but tha ould be done to both landlord and tea-

M,
for the seca

PDI’E observed, that the idea ol‘lhn hon member
district of_ Quesn’s County relative toa fresh
mprasticable; fut choosing and ohouss
ing again might continue,til there should be nv end to it. Th-
arbitrators might be chosen by each party, and if they abid
by the rule laid down, nnd did their du it wae nnll-klly |hu
the court would set its t was Dot so
corrupt 85 that,  There & must boa. tribunal 10 appeal to, and
the Supreme Court was the proper one.  He had no doubt but
cate would be taken tat one hid no sdvantage over the o

Me. DAVIES was f le: matter to
jadgment of the Coarty dreaded moat ws lm
might be put off from Cuun to Court, often
case, and such proerasi jon 4 poor man would llml most |
convenient. Perhaps f second srbiiraiors were chosen, their
award would not be final.

Mr. MOONEY thougt that a doe
indings it ought ia bu 3o at sny did not want to
rmucl the tenant oaly, o oo ot passed any u
aw to uphold his |l|-pullrll\ ‘but he coneidered he had as
right as the hoa. member for Prince County (
1y) 10 give his opinion, which he considered as
say time, the wanted w
made fina

Mr. MUV TGOMERY explained that, what he had befors
said was that the tenant would be protecied as much as the
landlord, and that he considered the Suprems Court 10 be tha
proper place of appeal, partiealarly as large amounts might
liave to bo decided on.

Mr. HAVILAND maust correct the h;\-’n member for the se-

ney.) The set

n by -rbilrnnn would be

good
that lh- rbitration lhould h‘

rance in the old country
lion. member, that a wi X
15300 snd the award by the abitators undor th
be only £50, the hon. member surely would not contend _that
1R was right, sad that 56 appeet eighi 1o be alloweds b ee
st be restorted to, to reconcile disputes, and the Su-
o Court must he the most legitimate source.
- THORN TON could vt desigate he oppositen to the
clause s any thing less than sh iculousarss, What
bo more fur, than the pre should ¢llm|,:

ald
tory, roet b g o e
coarse more proper could bo adopted than that Jaid down in
the clause. I hon. members did not approve of the remedy
being in the Supreme eourt, why did they not come forward
with some amendinent, some plan 1o meet their views; but no-
thing of the kind was proposed. He (Mr. T.) could not think
that the npponents were reall, nuating that  the
of ho Supreme Court was no a9t t jusiosor that the
nd Judges could not be confided in.

5 anid i o mermber for the seound dlo-
trict of Queen's County seemed very hard 10 be convinced by
the House, that the award of arbitrators in all cases was not
binding. Perhaps the law made and provided apen the wubjec
would ave more weight with him—ho would terefors resd
him the hmmn isfy hi
A n.n 'h-um the law might be, he

, the arbitration ought ta

r. O()N
mld‘:mnhn: lh'nk L
be e final.

Mesers. 11, MONTGOMERY, and CLARK, on
eluded the d 2 motion the Chairmas Faporied 1

Bill agreed to.
On motion the q-m n being about 1o be nl ln- thchlv.
-

that it be en, ed, Mr. Moow: mw

in order to make the arbit - ? N
bein, and the question cylln ubdqw
ldl"lluny ‘hm‘h H ‘when the hon. member stood
slone, The Bill was then 10 be engrossed.




