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- kol 5 s o y ber who has just sat down, that tenants would be leav-
': y , ', N f' ‘!]leﬂl er w | . ) iy 1 u ¢ icav
\'chn“ﬂ L‘L 1s.ature. ing me, T can only say that consideration nced not distarb
SR his equanimity. 1 feel very easy about my<elf. Bat, Mr.
(Continued from our last.) Chairman, when the hon. member was manifesting such sym-
; STUD HORSES. {pathy ' r the unfortunate tenants, he said not one word on

.  beball of the unfortunate landlords ; and I feel pretty eertan
dl{:ﬂg LJ‘:’ [X:::lri.\:l“:h:-h;}cneo';::i‘(;‘r;’.h::\n'f]ili‘cl;.ul',:ﬂ:v?}hs(;gzg. that when he is travelling about the country }ooll)&ingyfor tim-
vl;°ch.was carried on a di\'i>ia;n of O to 8. Hons. Messis, Lcr.i ‘ btr' b :is ";)‘t P?rtlcular who?e. I;"jd ‘l: e(l)u.les 2:"3' e w—
and, Whslew, being.abosc! ab the divisiee, the supperter. of| | CUTE LU PN S LSS LS S (e e e
ti'e original motion for £1,000, argued that the resoluiion i)ro\'fde compcusa‘xt?on for landlords; thcre'\voulld :;)e somg
y:;:g:):‘;iu;::;‘l:r:eﬁc I:L:ii';r:kl“:”;,l;lt: t}:":tc:"::"'vl‘_t::el;:du’:ld cseuse in that. I cannot recognize the propriety of puying
sidered, and the original motion fir £1,000 was agreed to.
When the resolution w.s reported, Liou. Mr. Mooney moved |
a rccOPsldernUun. Van»d 'pl.mcﬂ?\_l v -uﬂx.l)' aguiist tae cun';'cl but a few leases for twenty-one years, und they were given
adopted by the majority ‘tsd““l"‘ r. 5 X . | with the vicw of securing to the tenant the. value of his im-

Hon. Mr. Parues ate ‘,'h“; " "’0“0_" as MWTeEWar, | o ovements, as they contained a clause by which the fandlord
and 10t the proper ¢ EPRIS 190 M- MaaENs: PUTSUe [ oreed to sell the land to the tenant at a sam specified. Tt
would b to move $0 JeGuce ‘h\f ‘ti'"“',m"'ﬁ-oﬂ . a |is not the interest of the landlord to deprive a tenant of his

“‘j“- Mr. M}”"“’ .l“"‘:': "“,“‘,' ‘“llt“) s ,gm_'_"“ l' i {imjrovements ; more money c¢an be made of wilderness than
mﬁc.lcm f«:r Al e ‘:'f“d" ‘i“f'“h ""l'l’“‘{ WINOS "Wan J0%0 { improved Jund, I cen.tell the bov. miember (Mr. Cooper),
and the wain motion agiced to by the H.use. that at the timehe was agitating the country on the question
of Escheat. and going about seiting landiord against 1enant,
{and tenant against landlord, several tenants refused to pay
zmeir reut, and s» fell iuto arrears; and they have since de-
|clared to me that the agitaiicn of that question was the eause

the laudlord. I can inform the committce that applications
to me for Jand are constantly increasing, aud that there are

Moxpay, February 19.
TENANTS' COMPENSATION BILL.
House in Committee on Tenants’ Compensation Bill,
M. Coorer o ;.;.-ct-;«l to tue Bill as not 'bcl-lzlz .~:utﬁc ently | 1 ve not Shats bdan: abls
comprehensive in its nature. A measive of this kind should bendind
embrace all elasses and duseripiions of tenaats, and all des- ! d
c.igtious of impruvements.  Tu Great Britain all tenunts are o il

rotae iving comnensation for their improv s, |_- sy

ted by receiving '~fl,»l)-“,t_ on lo:: heir 1hm bm e"l'e""" will do no good one way or the other, and it is all smoke
St B ely apylies 10 thos ave leases | i

while this measure merely applies (o thuse who bave leases (Luughter). I am, however, very glad to see the Govern-

. . hars ia POV IS . et | i % - pe
for limited periods. '1:"‘““- i uo provision for compensating | proprietors.  As such, they will, of course, afford their
thuse who huve settld on and iwproved jands without any | I must say

| 1 y richts of v auel .

wiitten les: or agrccment. and 1 contend, Mr. Ch;n?rmuu. Q;‘\:(Cl('(|l’(;lilr::u‘r§)€tl"‘lftlli 05]_};}_‘:;??‘;3"(Itl‘-;:t}':(;:-;l)-“‘em!er Me
that every man who spends his time und his lubor in improv- Cm )er‘) wheén 'he c':'w:c'-*e iy eyl ‘of 19s .GJ‘ ok (,' ok
ing the lands of avother, should Le paid for his improvements; b i,.I,, 'o;) Kitoh I.J i ] L p‘ : L Y- ].'D.'. : I]L;]‘“" '\ilt
! e .anevile. combembaite A Bonanls sndic | R 50, Hgh, » sir. do net think 1t high enough, My
and the B.II FOSINC .DRSVING. Cpmpor: ? 10 fenan's under | oyinion is, that more should have been put on those fands
short leascs, at the expliat kol “"‘“' ters, as well a8 for | wni b have a shore front, and less upon those in the interior,
ticse wiho may be ejected during the period of their JeaseS. | o S huve mot. end catnct . have the advautages the oihers
_L,wer this Bill, the proprietors wmay do as they piease, and po=sess.  The hoin. ‘member, in his allusions to 1le comensa-
it scems to have been T‘»‘P’»‘-":d Wilh & view fo preventiten- | ., 4y ténsnte'in’ Biitain Joscs sight of the greut differe
1S MNpIOving, and, In reality, ¢ PR D It hetween the tenants thece and in this country, The
weu d he beiter for HisipRmanes foon SEVER Phat all teBants | o oat ndniber are wicre tenants st will, lisble to be taroed off
b.l.ﬂl‘.(_i be C“”‘ el to compersation, *OF POWCIL & lenant £an | £, any mowent 3, end the uscertainty of such title renders it
be driven off the land at any womeit the projrietor choeses, |y, just that the t nant should receive cowpensution for his
¢ has mo induceveut Lo imp ve propo:ty, bat may burn | lmprovemeants.  Here, sir, we kave no such eascs; and how-
down the build pgs and injuie ¢ ‘¢ iaudto any extent, and lever_hon. monbers may talk, I contend that there is no
tic preseut .:;V*Y.C‘“ BPehdenpis "‘“-‘;’,' o9 1 therefore | country in the worid where a peor man, if' he to Lonest and
niove, Mr. Chaismas, thai the preawbic of the Biil be recon- | industiious, has betrer prospects than in this Island. Tra,
. sidercd. i R s (m.. |OUr Winters are long, but they are healthy; and a farmer!
liou. Cou bli_L‘RAT::"-“'-“{ have 0% siysation, Mr. (,;‘»a!r- | ean mow get a good price fur his farm whenever he wishes to
man, to the u:wf}‘--lf "::‘dﬂf "'“ “—“" [ t‘f": "."_ GBS Giepose ol .o But I regret to say that all tevants uve not
thit the House is LR AiNG. 0vary rensotmbie protees | Lon of aad indusirious, and I cousider it wrong in principle
tiol o terants 1 cases where i is sougiit to eJeet them ffum | o) ¢ oat tha.idleand dishonest man in the same way that you
tieir hoidngs. I am willng to ticiade in the 10 PATUCS | ould the industrious and bowest. The lutter should be en-
who lu‘ne beea i p ~-"»*~'~"“ ‘JL OF ten years, win sher.Saey | couraged, whi'e the foimer should suffer the consequences of
have leases or uinx. and whether they llil \ sett ""‘ ON Talis | eheir miscondust, Wiy, sir, there are some tenants on the
:;:m orlw::houte'l.:lt‘% :lut l;ll:i‘ (‘.;"",l'“‘ x::l;u rb‘)l L‘}t‘ I,r“"l‘ property uuder my management who have leases for 999

isposed to meet the views of the hien. wember s but. sir, 1l Vot ot 61, an acre. : s vears of that fa
do l.,.,[ agree with him in his idea of afforiing compensation ':;,“: “-i;-b:,c::-(ﬁe::::ngwéh?)g ;:, lé)oz‘c‘;;s?‘“:::t ﬁ\(\:%‘::;
to tenauts who have long leascs, for 00 years, for example. |, e'xe‘ﬁt 3,.; suchAu}e‘ ‘,;; the ; iet ihc t .2 And
I have previcusly ex lainel that this Bil is intended to ap- | in‘ sians ok" the .ng £ ,:: pr)“i Of oxt '] <.3c:un :" .k nr
ly merely to tenants whow the land ord may desire ;0 eject | 1., ) .'l c‘;l.cs o‘ it t _\‘?ms prtage. en'_04,
ply 5 ) ; ! Lo OGS which, us I said before, were given with the view ot making
before the expration their teom, and [ am coufideut that S

if we adopt the sugzestion of the hon. wenber, we shall fin

that the whole muusure wiil be disull wed by the Home Go-
vernweunt. He hiad better emholy Lis vicws in a separate
Biil, and when that shail be troduced, they can be| : e 28!
7'nor'oughl)' disca-sed, aud the opinion of the House expressed. | f‘Ir' I‘l‘(\mD-l-;-er. Chairman, I may mention that, within
But if we embody tiem in this Bill, we will probably find | ;““ lof"i". "‘Owh ge, there are on Lot 24 many tenants (pro-
the iofluence of the propriciors arrayed against it at the Co- | "*7'5 M’)_' Who pay rent, yct hn\:e no security for their im-
louial Office, aud by asking too mueh we shall, I fear, lose pr'cwmeu‘ts. b\_}c.h persons, I maintain, should be protected
all. The des;atch on the Biuk Bill shews how vigikint a | _b-) th&l:jlf.l.l, ‘bnd ”' ”h‘.)' wanted to se!l out at any time, ‘hOUid
covtrol the British Governmeat exes¢’s: over Colonial legis- | ™ P oh or their improvements. No lLovest man can object
lation. With refercace to the natuce of the improvements, I | /0 SUCh  -course, which common justice between mwan aud

to pay. That is a specimen of the
the country bas received from that hon. member:’ con-

¢ any factious oppositien to the Bill; in my opinion, i

¥ ra " .
ciiers no grotection.

1.3 e
ure [

| they have robbed the lands of timber to three or four times
(ihe value of the price for which they could have purchased
the fee simple, .

quires s 2 . v ia g { ot 1
am willing that all valuable improvements should come undep | a0 requires; and cannot ‘see how a clunse to that effect

‘any trespasser who may s:ttle on land without permission of

(of their withholding at that time what they owed, and they |

uct on the Escheat question,  Ido not, Mr. Chairmas, intcndj
t

| the tenants proprietoss, although they huve paid no rent yet,!

Hon. Mr. Mo:«mmr"ﬁ.y.—l thi

imprcv ments.
has been known to the landlord, and suffered to -continue,
should have a right to be paid for the increased value they
had given to the property of the landlord.
ments’can be incorporated with the Bill, without eudungering
¥, [ will support them, =

Mr. McIxrosu did not wish, nor did he suppose the House
desired to injure the propriciors. It was but right that the
wan who had expended his lubor in making improvements
should be paid the value of them, for the improving tenant
worked not only for his own advantage, but also for the
benefit of the proprictor. The Bill sheuld extend to tensgnts
not under lease, so that if the landlord wanted possession of
the land, the improvements might be appraised, and the sur-
plus, after deducting the rent, should be handed over to the
tenant, who might thus be enabled to purchase a frechold
?pmperty. He could sce no reason why there should be any
| distinetion.  The fiuits of industry shculd be secured to the
industrious,
{ Hon. Cor. Secrerany statel that a Bill to regnlate the
terms between proorietprs and squatters had been formerly
‘inho‘.’uccd by the Hon. the Speaker, and he thought it would
tbe better that the matter should be the subject of a separate
| Bill.  The present one applied to tenants for five years, but
| he did not consider that teaants taking a farm for one or two
| yeags entitled them to compensation. The hon. member (M.
| Cooper)
| exmpensation to such eases would require fur more machinery
to carry it into practice than he at present supposes,

Hou. Mr. Patyer.—The Bill before the committee, Mr.

{ Chairman, i+, [ believe, based on one introduced into the Bri-

€| tish House of Commous for the relief of the tenantsat will, of
'€, & whe

m there is a great number in Great Britain, and a very
large proportion in Ireland. Those persons know when they
tike possessicn that they hold the land solely at the will of
the landlord, and iherefore such a measure is proper and
necessary for the proteciion of their richts and interests, [
have been informed, Sir, that ¢his Bill is for similar pui-
poses. It husbeon rumoied that it will give e mpensation (o
tenants at wi.l.  Ifthat be the case, Mr. Chairman, it shou!d
be known—the coun'ry should be in‘ormeld of it. But we
have no sach class in the [iland, squatters are not strictly
terfants at will, and T consider thit those who Hive settled on
land under a promise of obtiining 2 lease, should have the
power to compel the landlord to grant it. It will net do
to limit the clusses to’be affected by this Bill. 1f its opera-
tion be restricted to any particular class, it will be found to
be but of small relief to the Country. Aud, Sir, T acrec
with the Hon. Member Mr. Montgomary, that those persons
he described have as goed and rizhteous a claim for compen-
sation as any tenant under lease or written agreement can
possibly bhave ; at the same timé¢™ I would not’extend its pro-
visions to mere wilful trespassers, who openly dely their Jand-
lords. I myself, Sir. know one township where the terants
set the proprietor at defiance, refuse to pay rent, and do as
they like with the property. I would never consent to com-
pel the landlord to compensate such men, but the class of
settlers who have occupied and improved lands on the undér-
standing that they would receive leases, are so numerous as
not only to justify, but positively demand the interference of
the Legislature. I say this, as my sincere convietion, for T
{am not personally interested either for landlord or tenant.
' This Bill professes to confer great benefits upon the tenants,
I for one do wot think that it will have that effect, nor wiil it
' be such a check upon landlords as has been said. A land-
lord inclined to a rigid prosecution of his claims, may still,
after this Bill may have beconie law, harrass and distress his

the operation of the Dill, and that payment of rent for five *" JCO;»al;dIZC _!he Biil. .
years should entitle a tenaut to its benefits. | Hon. Mr. Wicnrsax.—Mr. Chairman, with reference to
Mr. Coorer read the title of the Dill, and maintained that | the 1emark of the hon. member for Belfust, thatethis Bill is
his plan was ‘preferable, that teua ts should be incuced to tail smol_ic. I must say, I do not attach much weight to his
improve their lands, and compensation would stimulzte them | ciservation, as I have heard him expre-s the same opinion in
to do s0. At present there is no encouragement to them | the ~ame words when we were engaged in passing the Edu-
While they are liable 1o be turned «ff the land at any mo- cation Act uud the Ouve-ninth Bill. ~ On these oceasions the
ment, they may be temptel to destroy every th'nz.  Contrast hon. "thlnhf‘l: cxpz_e.~5“ed himeelf to the same effect, that no
this Bill, Mr. Chairman, with the preemption law in firce benefit would resu't fiom !'l.e measures. But, sir, [ consider
in the Usited States. Theve, any man who goes into the that very great benefit will be ex; erienced under this Bill
wilderness and puts up bis ecalin, sud clears the forest, is| by al. those tenants whose landlords way desive to eject them;
entitied to the preemption of the land he has improved, at a and not onty will the Bill be of service to the tenants, but it
Jow rate fixed by the Goverument; while hieve, our Govern. | will be found to be of mutual advanfage to both lundlords
met churge a man iwelve and six-pence an acee for the Jund 21:d tenants. It pays a due regard to the interests of buth
b has hiovedd waiovel, :

ton. M- T.ou..—Mr. Chairman, [ do net think that 2 tenant, he can select one arbiirator, the tenant has the

there are swany then’ §-one years' leases at present in force Same prvilege, and by those arbitraiors, mutual ¥ chasen, the  Men s ch as these should i)e grute(-!(:zl atgd secared in the‘xr
in the island. It is true that Lord 3:ikick muy have some, | improvemenis are to be aypraised. 1f, howev.r, they can- | Property, and 1 hope their interests will be as carefuliy

but I believe that the gieuter purt of those who took such Dot agree, they can se'e.t a third; aud if, afier that, no
leases from him have Jeft the Island and goue to Canada. [ | sgreewient ean be arrived at, the Supreme Court settles the
thiuk. however, that it is ve:y hord that jcssees fir twenty- matter. Such a mode of action is the best that ean be
one years should be deprived of theiv lund without comen. -ad«-puad: and I do nct see how any reascnable man can ob-
pation.  Such terants will not remain to improve land for ject 1o it.  With referenee’'to the twerty-one yesrs’ lea<eson

the benefit o (he proprictors; and i they exercise a wise re- | Lord Selkirk’s property, [ am happy to say that I believe

gard for their {uture iterests, they will dispose of their pre- | the tepants are now on good terms with the ageat, the hon.
seut holdings and scttie on the Worrel estate, by purchase member from Beifast.
from the Guvernment, aud the hon. member for Belf
soon find them leaving him, and placing t
better situation. I agree, Mr. Ci irman, with the Hon, long leuscs, as be plessed, and if tenants did not choose to
Col. Seeretary, that it wouid be wise 1o let thie hon. member | tike them, they mig!
(Mr. Cooper) introduce a separate .Pa“l‘.,l'n.‘o()li_\il;g his views,
and not to risk the lo-g of this by iuserting wco much, This With the exception, [ bel
Bil is a straightforward and bobest oue. Tt will prevent (8o bad after all, ;
any man, be he sick, or poor, or so crippled.that he eannot| Hon. My, MoxtcoMERY..—Mr. Chairtan, the question be-
labor, from being turned out into the woods wiiliout compen- fejre the commiitee is, shall we re-consider the ;.!-e;.mh.e?
sation for those improvements on which be has expended his Yet we are taking of ameniments without knowing what

| tenant as much as he can at present. e will siill have it
|in his power to sue for the rent, and can distrain as freely as
|he can uow. 1 was not picsent when the Bill of the Lon.
| the Speaker was discussed in the House. I did not eppose
that, nor do [ intend to off:r any opposition to the pussaze
|of thiz. But I repeat that,if this Bill is to realize to the
| people the benefits its friends claim for it, it should embruce
| the class alladed to by the Hon. Member (Mr. Montgomery).
| They comprise a very large number of the Inbabitants of
the Isiand, and have made very extensive and valuable im-
prevements.  Why, Sir, [ have frequently been astonished
to fiud in the course of my professional business, men who
'have occupied for years extensive tracts of lund, for which

| parties, and if a landiord shou!d at any time wish to tuin off | they have been paying rent, and on which they have made

improvements of great value, yet have never received a lease.

guarded as those of other tenants who may have leases or writ-
ten evidences of title. For I do not come- here to legislate
Jor a portion of the community, but what I would give to
(o2 L would give to all.

|~ Mr. Coorer explained that his amendment was intended
to encourage the tenant in making improvements, and to
| prevent the destruetion of property by him, though dissatis-

i They are substantially and justly as much entitled to receive

ieve, of awo years, so that he is not | have been turned out of the Jands they had cultivated and lord, and imj

nk, Mr. Chairman, that all
lessecs for short periods ‘shou!d be protected in the value of ‘mentioned in his observations the propriety of including in
their improvements, and that proprietors of Jands held by 'the Bill those who had settled on lan
leases of 21 years, should be compelled to pay to the tenant  dences of title, but
the value of the improvements, if that tenant pays the land- | receive them.

lord rent. There is no doubt, sir, that the strangers arriving
in the Island take short leases, in ignorance of the great dif- ’ C
ference between the circumstances of this country and that |
they have left. A man spending twenty or thirty years of |
'bis life in Britain, comes out here totally unacquainted with |
the place, and any proprietor taking advantage of his i_«_vno-‘
rance should be compelled to give good compensation for his !
Squatters, too, whose settlement on the land |

1f the ~mend- |

, wonld fiad that the extension of the principle of

[EDITOR axp PUBLISHER

1855.

Hon. Mr. Moxt6omery explained that he had exprelély

without written evi-
with the uuderstanding that they were to

Hon. Cor. Secrerary.—Yet the hon. member (Mr.
ooper) says there is no provision made for squatters, thoygh
jwe agree that the Bill shall apply to cases of usc and occus
| pation for five years.

Hon. Mr. Pauyer.—The Hoa. Col. Secretary eithor mis-
‘understands or misrepresents my meaning; and be is now
advocating the Bill, not as it was introduced, but as it has
becn amended, by including the numerous class of settlers
without leases, The B, as iutroduced, did not extend to
them. :

Hon. Cou. Secrerary and Hon. Mr. Loro stated that
they were included.

Hon. Mr. Paiuer.— Then that class should know that
| they are indebted for the boon to the hon. members, Mesars,
| Cooper and Montgomery. I am perfectly indifferent about
the Bill, for, as I said defore, I do not consider it will pro-
duce any beneficial result one way or the other,

Hon. Cor. Sgcrerary denied that the eredit of the exten-
(sion was due to Mr. Cooper. He was happy to have the
|support of the hon. members oppesite who had declared their
approval, not supposing that it had originated with himse!f.
Hon. Mr. Mooxiy was in favor of the mieasure, as it would
do some good for tenants.  For himself, he could say that he
lalways had, and always would support any measure that
| might be introduced, if he thought it beneficial to the publie,
no matter who brought it in. The dispute as to who was
{entitled to the eredit of including the tenants not under leass,
reminded him of the contest about the birth-place of blind
old Homer, and, no deubt, in a few years we shall have warm
|arguments as to who was the father.of this measure. If Mr,
Cooper is entitled to praise, let him have it Ly ail means.
But T hope the Bill will pass, ard the people will be allowed
to get the benefit of it.

Mr. CoorEr.—The object of the amendment is simply that
all tenants should be paid for their improvemenis, but the
Hon. Col. Secretary argued that because a man executed a
lease for a limited period, he should not at the expiration of
that period receive compensation. Now, it is impossibie for
a man on a farm, which he is improving, to save in a few
years moncy sufficient to enable him to purchase a freehold
property. It is for such reasons that*l wish the amendinent
to pass.

Hon. Covr. SkcreTaARY again explained that the Bill was
intended to apply to all those tenants ejected hefore the end
of their term, and would consequently include tenauts even
lor one or two years, and reiterated his opinion that Mr.
Cooper’s views should be embodicd in a separate Bill,

Mr. Dowsz repudiated theidea of tuking the improvements
from a tenant without compensation, even at the expiration
|of twenty-one years' lease. Such a Jine of conduet had pever
suggested itself to his head or heart. The leases spoken of had
been drawn with a clause giving the tenant a right to purchase
at a fixcd price at any time within the term, and many had
found it to their interest to do so. It is no bad thing for a
man to have £5 or £10 indorsed on his lease as part of the
purchase money of the fee simple. Bat he was strongly op-
posed to legislating for the benefit of trespassers.  People of
that class are injurious to the best interests of the country,
They not ouly misconduct themse]ves, but their bad example
leads otheni astray.

The Hon. the Spzaxer.—Mr. Chairman, the hon. member
for Beliast is merely fight'ng shadows. The hon. member
{ (Mr. Cooper), does not mean to apply the benefits of the Bill
{ to mere squatters or trespassers, as he (Mr. Douse), scems to
 think is his ioteation. The Bill applies to rent payers who
may be ejected before the expiration of the period for which
their leases were given, yet hon. members arc occupying the
time of the committee in discussions about tlte length of the
| tenaney, and whether holders of leases for twenty-one years
' shall receive compensation at the end of their term. Those
‘questions have no conpection with this Bill, and should be
|the subject of a separate measure. The mere complication
Ithe greater risk of the Bill being defoated somewbere. I,
| therefuore, will support the Bill, us it is better to get balf a
loaf than no bread, and it w.ii not do to risk the fate of this
'measure by the addition of what may cltimately cause the
| loss of the whole. I would remind the committee of the fate
'of a Bill which this House sent to the Council, That Bill
‘embraced the One-ninth Act and the Currency question.
| The Council advised us to separate them. We did so; 2and
'they ther: passed the One-ninth Bill and rejected the other.
| The introduction of other matters into this Biil may cause its
| rejection at the Colonial Office by the influence of a ﬁﬁh
power. The sooner the Bill passcs the better, as enquiries
are being constantly made as to whether it has become law.
[ will support the hon. member (Mr. Cooper), in bringing in
a Bill for compensating tenants for twenty-one years, at the
termination of their tenancies, and also sqautters. “The Bill
I introduced some years since, passed by so small a majority
that the Council feit it their duty to throw it out. Had tb?c
measure become law, many would have been saved from ruin
who have becn compelled to sell their little all and go else-
| where. 3 : o
i Mr. Dovse would oppose the rezognition of a trespasser as

la t t. sra's ' B
?a ;;:: Mr. Wicnrxax would support the Bill in its present

' shape, although it does mot go 2s far as the hon. member

- . § g : s - ith him, however, that t
Some years since, when the Escheat ! faction at the conduet of the landlords or a desire for revenge | (Mr. C°°P?') wishes. mlo?g::fer‘:l.,me éars shoul;l be‘conb‘-
ast will question was in agiation, the hon. member may, probably, | for some real or fancied wrong received at bis hands. Those | labor and xmpro]rlemegf five cm"s’ o ezen one year. I am
hemselves in a|bave felt inclined to shew his power, by grinting short or | tenants who have paid rent should not be stiled squatters. | pensated, as well as JOors, 1

'fully sensible of the hardships on those tenants who hold

: - 384 g - i, » years’ v mplied with all the
it go about their business, But since | compensation for their improvements as those who hold leases. | twenty-onc )fca;;. 133509:83":3‘;!11:53:}?;: rfnt w"thnir oy
that time he has reluced the rents and forgiven the arrears,| But, Mr. Chairman, I have known ins'ances in which they | conditions of their leases, and p ; >

oroved their land, erecied baildings and fences,

| improved, and smartine under a sense of the injustice thats and exhibited themselves in every relation as good, honest
] o

‘had been done to them, they have barnt their bui

even the fences, and destroyed all they could. In sucha

case the landlord weuld be put to heavy expense for fencing, |

ldings, and 'and industrious members of the community, Those men

‘should be paid for their improvements, as well as the Ten
:who'go iato the wilderness under long leases, with covenants

. . e 2 ) - » 1 Iy ( s, thm nnds I Ml
steengih and labor. Some landiords, I am well awure, wonlg  those amendments are. It will he time enough to discuss | which we all know cocts considerable mones, and my amend- | for the payment of improvements On gro

cheerfully pay, of their own accord, to such persons what them when they are brought before the House.

their improvements were worih, for the purpose of gettng! Mr. Coopin then proposed to amend the preamble of the
them off their
ta_cle than that of a poor settle:’s hut i the furest. The same footing as le-sees, aud he read t:
miserable cabin, with its wretched inmales shivering round and proceeied to mention the case of
-thc scanty fire, with but a few potatoes fur their susienance, u lcase at one shilling per acre rent, payable paitly in-kind,
is a sight which would, I know, incline me to pay - liberzlly and after h:n’}ng gone to great expense in erecting a mill
to e'ear my Toperty of such destitution. But that should aud other buildings, and making valuable imjrovesients on
mit be left subject 1o the diser.tion of any landlord=—it oaght the property, was actually compelle! 1o leave the land and
%0 be secured to the tenan; by the law of the Jand, lose all Lis Jabor and cutlay, or take a lease from nuother

Mr. Doz —As to e obocrvations made by the boo. | party for two shillings an acre, which bo is now paying.

e sreamble as umended,
a tenaut who had taken

property, as 1 koow ot a more painful spec- Bill, 50 us to put tenauts attorping to the land ord on the!

j ment proposes 10 bring fences and any other improvements

1o the Jund within the scope of the Aect.

| Hon. Con. SBrreTARY saw no necessity for this prolract_?_:}
discussion—all parties agreed on the principle of the BilL.
Even the Hon. Member for Charlottetown bad spoken in
favour of it.  He was mistaken, however, in saying that ‘h&‘
Hon. Mr. Montgomery bad first suggested the propriety of

tinclud oz in the Bill, thos: who had settled on lands under
promise of leases. He hiw - If had stated ibat they were fo
be comyrised in the Bill. Tha flon. My. Mobtgomery werely

| referzed to paities baving short leases,

be happy to support the hov, member (Mr. Cooper), in a dis-
tinet Bill providing relief fur sach tesauts,

' Hon. Mr. Lorp.—I bave no cbjection, Mr. Chairman, to
support the introduction of a separate Bill. I t‘un.k that the
insertion of the proposed clause in this Aet would Jeopu:m -
the whole measure. I will go heart and hand with any hon.
members to provide compensation to tenants with :;t‘ll;t leases

‘and to squatters; by which term [ wean those W ;;Ca

' written leases. 'There will be found, I thfl*?m feir of :

“¢lass on lands, the title to weich is Ifa -l-::;"

}tled on land aad made improvements, a Jaodlord with good




