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    MOON'S PHASES.— MAY, 1856. | degree the interests of proprietors ; aye, even some measures|New Moon 4th day, 10h. 3m. morning. __S. E, , which didnotaffect proprietary interests have been denounced|First Quarter 11th day, 4h. 6m. evening. S. E. ‘by them as arbitrary and oppressive—such as the Elective|* ‘ ‘ & = : ° . y i . , . . ’ a \Full Moon 19th day, 7h. 17m. evening. S.E Franchise and Sheriffs Bills. hey petitioned the Crown!

aast Quarter 26 ay o ning | aeains . .Last Quarter 26th day, Oh. 54m. morning. against these, as well as the Small Debt, the Education and
— : — | the One-ninth Bills ; but, happilyfor the Colony, the British |

Colonial Legislature, Governmentdid not consider their representations as worthy|
= lof a favorable consideration. As an excyse for opposing the|
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i Da 30 $5 + s¢ + ; + ae)enant Compensation Bill, itis stated in one of the petitions,|
NOUSE OF ASSEMBLY. that ejectments seldom occur—that there have been only six |

Fray, March 28.
cases of ejectment in a period of four years; and that that|

: isa triumphant proof of the lenity and indulgence of the’
PETITIONS OF THE LAND PROPRIETORS AND| proprietors. ; :
AGENTS AGAINST THE RENT ROLL AND COMPEN

E )| Now, Sir, if that statement be true it is an
BILLS SATION | argumentagainstthe petitioners ; forifthere be no ejectments,

oo Ceca as a general thing, there can be onsati ;(Debate continuedfrom the Examiner of April 14.) riesage be ao antipathy arinae ons Saat
Hon. COL. SECRETARY.—If Mr. Labouchere and Sir! there 'Gieorge Grey were here they wouldat least have an opportunity| teof seeing Lord Selkirk’s agent. As to the hon. mombor’s| Yeatsand that ejectment wasnotfollowed by compensation|

remarks about the management of the Worrel Estate, his own| to the tenantfor =“ mprovements he may have affected, [|
experience in managing property has probably induced him| Consider that an act of injustice was accomplished, andto believe the opinion he has expressed. However, if the Go-| Sufficient reason shown for the introduction of the Bill so
vernment wereselling that property on terms which suited the | strongly oppcsed by thepetitioners. I am, however, disposed|
purchasers, whatbusiness had the hon. member to do with it?) to give considerable latitude to the statement of the|
‘he wean penenated by the-ham. momber and Mr. Yeo was proprietors, that there have been only six cases ofejectment

natura - as acy th representec ropriet y ‘rests ‘2 .

Mr. pOUSE)—1 ask the hon. CL. Secesdieyaf ‘he oceaie | - ~ oe There naw be only six such cases on the
1 amso silly as to pay anyattention to his nonsense about | TFS of ~— Supreme Court ; but who cantell how ~—buying out the proprietors? “£150,000, indeed, to be borrowed| ® ¢aS€ of hardship and oppression has occurred, approximating
ata time when money is worth six per cent! It may do to| to ejectment, of which the public could have no knowledge?guli the Frenchmen about Rustico, bat I pay no attention to llow many a poor tenant has been driven to the verge of)suc h I 2 Si) ro ss despair and ruin by the cruel exactions ofhis landlord, beforeHon. Mr. WHELAN said—The resolutions which I now| the extreme measure of ejectment was accomplished; Itis
hold in my hand IL intended to havelaid on the table as s00n| only when more than usual obstinacy is manifested by the
as the Hon. Col. Secretary had concluded his speech, so that | tenant that ejectment is resorted to.. If the unfortunate
hon. members weuld have something targible to speak to ;| wretchwill only quietly submit to be stripped, his ejectment
but I was prevented from doing this by Mr. Yvo’s extreme| may, be if not entirely abandoned, for a long tiene postponed.
anxiety to rush into debate, in defence of his friend Mr. With these observations, [ will, now read ya resolutions 1}
Robert Bruce Stewart, whomhe eulogised as being anhonest| intend to propose. They caynot be agreed to this evening,
though a mean man. Now, Mr. Stewart has not been|as they contemplate an address to the Qucen; honorable
unjustly assailed by the Hon. Col. Secretary. It is true that | members will, therefore, have sufficient time to give them full
some personal peculiarities have been noticed, which might| consideration :—
as well have been left in obscurity ; but considering that Mr. Whereas by a Despatch from the Right Hon. Sir George
Stewart has caluinniated the country and the Legislature Grey to the Lieutenant Governor of hin Colony,.dated 17th
to a very great extent, he ought to be prepared to receive November, 1855—an extract of which is now before this
even harder knocks than those administered to him by the Committee—His Excellency is informed that Her Majesty’s
Colonial Secretary. The hon. member from Belfast (Mr.

|

Government could not advise the Queento give her sanction
Douse) was also very impetuous in the expression of his| to two measures passed by the Legislature of this Colony,|
opinions before time was allowed for submitting the resolutions| namely, an Act to impose a rate or duty on the Rents Rolls
which I hold in my hand. That gentleman seemsto labour| of Proprietors of Township Lands, and an Act to secure
under the erroneous impression, as he very often does, that | Compensat‘on to Tenants in cases of ejectment,—on account
the House is about to make some furious attack upon the) of certain objections urged in memorials to Her Majesty the
rights of property, and his eloquence and his indignation | Queen, and to the Colonial Minister, by Proprietors and
are employed to avert the calamity. I] amsure there can be} Agents for the management of lands in this Island; and
no objection on the part of any honorable gentleman to listen | whereas those objections, as can be clearly shewn,are, for
tothe most eloquent displays on behalfof the rights of property. | the most part, based on misrepresentation, and have their
What I should be inclined to complain ofis, that public origin in selish motives and interested views on the part of
characteras well as propertyis not likely to have its advocates| the said Proprietors and Agents of land; and whereas the
on the opposite side of the House. The honorable member Right Hon. Sir George Grey himself, in commenting on the
has amused us with some little witticism about the Worrell | Tenant’s Compensation Act, has clearly misapprehended the
estate which, he says, im allusion to a remark often madeiu | object of that measure, when he states “ that its plain and
this House, is only “ self-sustaining ” to those parties who | direct tendency is to transfer property in Jand from the
arc entrusted with its management. ‘ihe honorable gentleman, | owner to the tenant’—the real object of the Act, on the
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But supposing |

was only one caseofejectment, even within a period of

 

 

no doubt, spoke from experienée, end with a vividrecollection| contrary, being, to use the language of Sir George Grey
; , 2eedince } ere o he Selkirk nrone ,. 2a >of his own proceedings in reference to the Selkirk property «| himself, “to secure to the tenant the enjoyment and profit

If the Commissioner of Public Lands, who is the principal
person engaged in the management of the Worre!l property,

honorable member did while agent for the Selkirk estate,
there might be some reason to throw out hints and inuendos,

‘of his improvements, andto protect him against harsh and
raged | oppressive conduct at the handsofhis landlord :”

benefitted in his own person to nearly the same extent as the |
Resolved,

that this Committee deeply regrets the disallowance ofthe
Rent Roll and Tenants’ Compensation Acts ; that the objee-
tions urged against their passage in the memorials and

aud to suspect that he was not a modelofficer, so far as the | petitions of the land proprietors referred to by Sir George
public interests could be affected.
hon. member from Belfast, I cannot help noticing a manifold
inconsistency committed by that gentleman in his private

While alluding to the|

 

Grey, are untenable, frivolous, and in part highly offensive
to the Legislature and people of this Island, and this Com-

| . ° , .
,mittee regards the successful interference of the proprietors

capacity. As one of the petitioners, he states that the Govern- ‘of land against the Acts referred to, as derogatory to the
ment seek to purchase the Township lands of this Colony at | honor and independence of the Legislature of this Colony, in
one third of their value. Now it is notorious that the
honorable gentleman himself went to England a short time
since, and purchased from a proprietor there a.very valuable|

so far as its efforts are directed to promote the peace and
prosperity of the people committedto its care.

Resolved, That while this Committee fully recognize the
estate in this Island at a less price than the Government jnalienable right of Petition, and would not deny its proper
would be disposed to give for it. The Governmeut are
prohibited fromgiving more than 7s. 6d. per acre for Township
Jands. The hon. member from Belfast says this is only one
third of their value ; yet if any person will take the trouble
to go to the Registry office, it will be seen that the hon.
gentleman himself has purchased Township lands at even
less than what he says is one third of their value. With
respect to the petitions and other documents nowunderthe
consideration ofthe Committee, it is quite unnecessary that
{ should trouble you with any lengthy observations, after the
elaborate review which has been given of them by the Hon.
Colonial Secretary. I am glad, indeed, to think that those
em are about to be disposed of, for it appears to be a
ong time since they werefirst brought to the notice of the
House. Hon. members are, however, aware of the fact, that
the consideration ofthese petitions has been delayed solely
on account of the absence, for some weeks past, of several
members from both sides of the House. It has been often
falsely alleged against the majority of this House and the
party in power, that they have been and arein theinterest
of the proprietors. The calumny has been often refuted, but
as the calumniators always pretend to have a great fondness
for documentary evidence, it is to be hoped that they will be
fully satisfied om that head, if they will only examine the
array ofpetitions against the acts and proceedings ofthe
majority. Ifthe Government and the majority of this House
had any desire to promote the exclusive interests of the
proprietors, it is by no means likely that the latter would
not only oppose the measures of the former, but would couple
their opposition with the foulest abuse; and in noticing the
opposition of the proprietors to the measures which they have
been successful jn defeating, I think it will be seen that the
majority bere have no very affectionate consideration for
their good friends the proprietors. That the proprietors
exercised @ proper and constitutional right in petitioning
against measures which affected their private interests, I do
not for a moment dispute. That is the peculiar, and,
perhaps, one of the best privileges of every British subject.
The proprietors, it is said, should not therefore be censured
for using this time-honoured privilege. I censure them merely
for abusing it—not for using it;—they could have stated
their case to the Colonial Office without bringing falsehood
and misrepresentatiom to their aid—withoutresorting to gross
libels upon the inhabitants of the country, and without,
traducing the character of the local Legislature, both indivi-
dually andcollectively. They allege, in justification of their
conduct, that ourmeasures have beenofan arbitrary character;
but they have said the same thing of every measure adopted
by the Legislature of this Colony, affecting in the smallest   

exercise to any class of Her Majesty’s subjects, yet they
cannothesitate to enter their solemn protest against a most
flagitious abuse of that ancientright, as is the case with respect
,to the petitions and memorials of the land proprietors and
their agents, against Acts of the Legislature of this Colony;
and that while it is perfectly constitutional and_ proper to
memorialize the Sovereiga against the final enactment of any
law, it is a grave offence to misrepresent the conduct of the

Legislative bodies in passing such law, and to libel the
people with whose interests they are entrusted.

Whereas, amongst other passages of a similar character,
in a letter signed “ Robert Bruce Stewart,” dated at Char-
lottetown, Prince Edward Island, May 19, 1855, and addre-sed
to the Right Hon. Lord John Russell, the following extraor-
dinary Janguage is used in reference to the Tenants’ Com-
pensation Act, viz: “The Act would have, and is intended
to have, in’connection with other Acts, the effect of depriving
the landlord of every remedy other than the expensive one of
an action at law in the Supreme Court of Judicature—the
rent being no more than one shilling per acre per annum,
the defendant being generally destitute alike of property and
of principle, the jury being unavoidably composedoftenants,
or persons interested for tenants, or hoping themselves to
become freeholders without purchasing their land, and the
sanctity ofan oath being but little regarded when a proprietor
is to be injured by its infraction. Under all these adverse
influences or circumstances, the landlord pas butlittle chance |
of benefiting by success, if he should gain his suit; direct
intimidation and threats are then brought to bear against any
person daring to take or treat with the landlord for taking
the vacant farm—intimidation and threats of injury both to
person and property:” Resolved, that the foregoing state-
ments are untrue, both in inference and in fact; that the
Compensation Act was not intended to have any such effect
as that predicated of it ; that the landlords’ rights, underits
operation, would be fully as well, if not better protected,
than the tenants’; that the annual rent is, in very many
eases, more than one shilling per acre; that the allusions to
the character of defendants in cases of landlord and tenant,
and to the composition ofjuries in thetrial ofsuch cases, are
false, scandalous, malicious, and premeditated libels on the
whéle community, deserving as such the strongest reprobation;
and that the statement with respect to threats and intimidation
against person and property, being used by any portion of
the community, is wholly unfuunded,—-threats and intimidation
being unknown, unless perhaps, in one or two cases, where
the title of the claimantof the land was deemed to be unques-
tionably fraudulent and spurious.
And whereas, in the before mentioned letter of the said

Robert Bruce Stewart, the following passage also occurs: “I
may also state that an Act was passed by the House of
Assembly, during its recent session, »requiring proprietors to

  

slaught on the interests of the much aggrieved proprietors.
Now,Sir, it is quite needless for me to remind you, that the
owners of land in this Colony are those who are the least

put their titles uponrecord, before recovering rents from their | taxed for the maintenanceofits institutions. The only tax
tenants underlease, agreement or otherwise. * * * The
Legislative Council have not passed this Act, but it was brought
forward as a government measure—assuchit was passed bythe|
House of Assembly, and it has been published as having
been passed by the Legislative Council, so as to lead the
country constituency to believe it to be the law of the land,
and thus to be strengthened in their obstinate resistance to
the landlord.” And the following passage occurs in the con-
cluding part of the said letter, viz: ‘The two opposing
parties who divide our little State, abusing each other under
the nameoftory and liberal ; or, in Colonial phrase, ‘ snarler
and snatcher,’ differ solely upon the division of the spoil, and
are, as it were, constantly bidding against each other for
popularity, by promising their constituents, and, so far as
they are able, performing their premise, to keep up anincessant
and sweeping attack upon the rights of property and laws of
justice :”’— Resolved, that the statements with regard to the
Registry Bill as being a government measure, and published
as having passed the Legislative Council, are utterly untrue ;
and the imputation so flagrantly thrown out againstpolitical
parties in the Colony generally, as being actuated by a desire
to attack “ the rights of property and the laws of justice,” is
an unwarrantable and maliciouslibel. =
And Whereas in a Petition and Remonstrance of certain

Proprietors and Agents of land in Prince Edward Island,to
Her Majesty the Queen, dated 4th June, 1855,it is stated,
amongst other things, that under the Land Purchase Bill
lands are sought to be obtained for the government at one-
third of their value ; and in anotherpetition and remonstrance
from the land proprietors (many of them being the s: me
parties who signed the previous petition), dated 19th June,
1855, addressed to Her Majesiy the Queen, the following
statement occurs, in reference to the Tenants’ Compensation
Act, viz:—* It is aspecimenof class legislation, of the most

odious kind, and can serve no other end than to reduce the

value of real estate, already at a very low rate, as may be
seen by the price paid by the government for the estate of
Charles Worrell, Esquire;” and in a further petition of
owners of land, dated 27th August, 1855, addressed to the
late Right Hon. Sir William Molesworth, then Secretary of
State fur the Colonies, it is stated, in substance, that the
Land Purchase Act was passed “ to enable the local authorities
to resell and dispose of the public lands to their numerous
friends and adherents :"—Resolved, that the statements thus

put forth by the proprietors and agents of land, are, ia every
respect, unfoueded ; that the government has not sought to
obtain land at one-third of its value; that only one estate
has been purchased by the Government under the operation
of the Land Purchase Act, and that was purchased ata price
considerably higher than that for which the same laud was
obtained by a private individual a short time previous to the
Government purchase ; that one of the petitioners who com-

plains of the action of the local authorities in this respect, has
recently purchased a large and valuab'e tract of land in this
Island for a price very considerably Jess than the maximum
price in the Land Purchase Act ; and that the purchase op
his part was effected while the Tenan's’ Compensation and
Rent Roll Bills were underthe consideration of Her Majesty’s
Government,—thus shewing the inconsistency of the petitioner
alluded to, when he affixed his name to one ofthe petitions,

wherein it is untruly stated that one of the disallowed Bills,
if passed into law, would have a tendency to “ drive all
monied men from the Island, as no ove will be inclined, or

can be expected to invest capital in the purchase of land ;”
and with respect to the assertion that the local authorities
either did or ever attempted or sought to resell the public
lands to their “ numerous friends and adherents,” it is wholly
without foundation,—all persons in the Island without
distinction, being at liberty to purchase from the. government
lands on the estate alluded to.

Resolved, That nothing has contributed so much to retard
the prosperity of this Colony, to foster discontent and agita-
tion, and, at times, seriously to imperil its peace, as the con-
tinuance of the leasehold tenure, and too often the absence
of a conciliatory spirit towards the tenantry on the part of
the owners of landed property ; and while the Legislature of
the Colony, actuated by a sincere desire to promote public
harmony and prosperity, has directed their efforts towards
the removal of the evils complained of, by passing such
salutary measures as would tend to elevate the character and
improve the condition ofthe great majority of the inhabitants
of the Island, without injuring the rights, of property, or
pressing unduly on any class, their exertions have been
counteracted by an absentee proprietary body, wholly irres-
ponsible to any authority, aided by resident Land Proprie-
tors and Agents who invariably embrace the views ofthe
absentees,—that while such a state of things is allowed to
prevail, and while absentee landlords and others are allowed
successfully to thwart the intentions of the Legislature, and
thus despotically to wieid the destinies of the Colony—it
would be in vain to hope that the people of Prince Edward
Island can attain to that measure of prosperity and content-
ment to which their intelligence, their industry, and their
fidelity to the British Crown entitle them, in common with
other of Her Majesty’s subjects in the surrounding Provinces.

Resolved, That an humble Address be presented to Her
Majesty the Queen, embracing the facts and views set forth
in the preceding Resolutions, and praying that the Royal
interference and clemency may be exercised, with the view
of relieving the Colony from the anomalousposition in which
it is placed, from its being practically under the sway of a
power so foreign to the constitution as that of a body ofland
proprietors, chiefly non-resident,—and that the Legislative
Council be requested to join in the said Address.

Resolved, That an Address be presented to Her Majesty
the Queen, praying that the Imperial Government will aid
the local Administration in carrying out the recommendation
of Her Majesty’s present Colonial Minister, with respect to
the further purchase of Township Landsin this Island, and
that the Legislative Council be requested to join in the said
Address.

Mr. WHELAN continued — These resolutions appear
lengthy, but they could not well be otherwise, as it was ne-
cessary to recite in the preambles the false statements of the
petitioners, which it is our duty to expose and contradict.
There can be no doubt that the petitioners have manifested
much zeal, (though they have been wanting in discretion and

they have at present to pay is a small one for the support of
education, levied on their unoccupied lands. It has been
often affirmed, and justly so, that no description of property
should be held so liable to taxation as real estate. In this
country the principle must apply with peculiar force, because
nearly the whole of the land of the Colony was granted
away in a few days, to a few individuals, who, though they
may have made someslight show of services to the Crown,
conferred no benefits on the Colony; aud it should be re-
membered that when a seperate Government was established
in this Island, at the reqnest of the proprietors, they readily
engaged to bear the expenseofits civil establishment. That
engagement, like their previous ones, they very easily
managed te evade. It may indeed be said, that all, or
nearly all the present owners of township lands are not
justly chargeable with the payment of our civil list, as they
are not the parties who entered into the agreement, and
had given valuable corfsiderations for their estates. This
argument has no doubt considerable force, and it has often
impressed itself upon my mind as conclusive against the
measure of escheat, so long and fruitlessly agitated in this
Island. But the changing of the landed property of the
country from hand to hand cannot for a moment be held to
give an exemption against taxation. It is not the proprie-
ter but the land which is taxed; andif it were just and
equitable to levy a rate upon it fifty years ago, it is equally
so at the present time. Now, Sir, I contend that the rent
roll tax would have been a just and equitable rate; and the
d-feat of that measure, as well as of the Tenant Compensation
Bill, leaves the proprietors open tothe severest animadversion..
{Mr. Whelan then went on to say that he had already ex-
pressed his opinion, in the press, in strong terms, of the
disallowance of the Bills under consideration—thathis opinion
had been quoted in a little pamphlet which he then held in
his hand, and coupled with intemperate denunciations by the
author of the pamphlet, which he {Mr. W.) or any one else
might well afford to despise. He (Mr. W.) said hestill
adhered, most thoroughly, to every sentiment he had expressed
in his capacity asa public journalist, and would readily
repeat it asa member of the Legislature. He was then
about to read an extract from the pamphlet, after makin
some allusions io the writer of it, when he was iiedwnten

by two or three members in the minority, who said he was

out of order. Mr. W.persisted that he wasstrictly in order,
as the passage which he intended to read from the pamphlet
had reference to the Rent Koll and Compensation Bills,
wich were incidentally the subject of that debate; but he
suid he had no doubt that those who interrupted him could
not reply to his remarks, and perhaps he was attaching much
more importance to the pamphlet than it really deserved.
Acting on that presumption, he would throwthe worthless
thing away. Mr. W. then concluded with some general
observations regarding the resolutions he had read—they
were no doubt strong,—but the character of the petitions—
the gross and malicious libels on the Colony contained in
those petitioas—and the systematic falsehood and misre-
presentation by which the preprictors were enabled to mis-
lead the Colonial Office, in a matter of great importance—
called for a very strong expression of opinion on the part of
that House; and if more forcible language could be suggested
than that which he had adopted in the reSolutions, without
detracting from the dignity of the House, he would be heppy
to avail himself ofit.]

Mr. COOPER.—I do not intend, Mr. Chairman, to
occupy much of the time of the Committee. I shall merely
stete that 1 think the Government are in the position of a
person who deviates from the truth. The first error makes
other statements of a simple character necessary. Now,
Sir, the lands were originally grauted on certain conditions ;
those conditions have not been fulfilled. The right of the
Governmentto try the titles is undoubted. In 1518 anin-
quisition office was held. The ministers have so far com-
mitted themselves, that the proprietors would have a clain
for compensation, if their titles were bad. The ministers
have no right to prevent the trial of the titles. I do not,
however, object to the resolutions against the petitions, and I
consider that as far as strong language goes, the resolutions
are on a par with the petitions,

Hon. Mr. PALMER.—Mr. Chairman, I can see nothing

which justifies what appears to be the object of the debate.
I had supposed that we were to consider the various reasons
which had influenced the Imperial Government in their action
on the Rent Ro)l and Tenants’ Compensation Bills. But,
Sir, the Hon. Col. Secretary appears to have lost sight of
that object in the fervor of his desire to manifest his person-
al feelings againt individuals. Sir, personal allusions of a
disparaging tendency ought not to come from him, ofall
men. He endeavoured to amuse the Committee by abusing
Mr. Stewart, and holding him up to us in a ludicrous and con-
temptible light. Sir, 1 do not stand here as the defender
of that gentleman, nor am I acquainted with his peculiar
habits. The principal objection, however, appeared to be
that he was not as free with his liquor as the Hon. Col.

Secretary wished. Whether that be so, or not, the tenor of

this discussion is derogatory to the dignity of this House.
The Hon. Col. Secretary has adopted the samestyle of ob- servation in his allusions to another of the petitioners, Mr.
‘Pope. These remarks were followed by the Hon. Mr.

Whelan, attempting to explain away the attacks of the Hon.
Col. Secretary, and he admitted the right of the parties to
petition, a truly liberal admission, but forsooth that right
must be exercised in such a manner as not to offend the mem-
bers of the Gevernmeut, so that the whole discussion resolves
into a question of forms. While the right to petition is not
denied, and the only avowed objection is to the particular
manner adopted, the parties who feel sore at the reflections
on themselves as legislators shew themselves far worse than
those whom they abuse. ‘he Hon. Col. Secretary and Her
Majesty’s Printer descend to depths at least as low as the
petitioners. Are they not to repel the vile attacks made
upon them? And I ask, Mr. Chairman,if it is the prevince
of a Legislature to occupy the public time, and delay the
public service, in order to give expression to vindictive
feelings against individuals? Sir, we should manifest a
spirit above that. Were it not that it would take up too
much time, I would investigate some of those gross charges

preferred against individuals, and could easily expose their decency), in making out a case for themselves at the
Colonial Office. They would fain make the world believe that
they are a very much iniured class of Her Majestys swbjects—
that al] the taxation of the Colony is either forced upon them,
or attempted to be forced in that direction, and that nearly  false and malicious nature. But, I shall content myself, by

cautioning hon. members to beware of making charges such
as we have heard to night, of land-jobbing, fleecing the
country and the like. I would remind them, that the Go-
vernment has been accused of land-jobbing, of creating fat every Bill which passes this House contemplates a direct on- offices to reward their own supporters. As the resolutions
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