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Tururspay, March 26th,

A Bill to incorporate King Hiram Lodge, No. 1123, of
Free and Acoepted Masons, was read the second time, passed
through Committee, and agreed to without any amendment.

Hon. Attoroey Geaoeral laid before the House the Colonial
Treasurer’s Accounts for the past year.

The Committee of privileges and elections was then re-

— ——
Hon. Mr. ANDERSON — I think your honors will al- |

| ways find that when a farm is in a high state of cultivation

|

there will be some taste displayed about the buildings; and
if it were o in this case, we would ot hear sucha ridiculous
and humorous deseription of them given by the witnesses.
Hon. Mr. McDONALD —Wnea the evidence on this vote
was read, I did not think there could be two opinions about
it; but if it is to be condemned it is no use te bring evi-
dence. One witness says if the property were his he would

| not take £150 for it; and Hawmilton, whose evidence your

samed, and the evidence relating to the vote of Jumes Dewar |

was read.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD—This man voted upon 75 acres
of land fronting on Grand River. It is well known that it
is a valuable property. The only witness brought forward

[ £150.

by the petitioning Candidate is Alexander Hamilton, and all ‘

he knows about the property is, that on the 4th of April last
there was an agreement drawn up between the voter and his
father. He says he only looked at the date of the agree-
ment, which is very extraordinary. Then he says he has
50 acres of land on Grand River Road. Itis well known
that the land was given to him by his father when he went
to live there 10 years ago, and it docs not follow that if the

father gave the son a farm for 3s. it may not be worth |

£100. The witness saw the agreement, but he does not
know what it is about. It may be about a load of potatoes
or a stack of hay. I have seen the place, and it is one of
the most comfortable leoking places in that neighbourhood.
Mr. McGOWAN — His qualification is a piece of land

that be only holds since April last. I believe he has a piece |

of leasehold land in anotber place, bat it is nct suflicient to
eatitle him to vote. .

Hon. the PRESIDENT—He has voted on freeholl and
leasehold property. This document, that the witness
speaks of, must be a Deed, for he says that 5s was the con-
sideration money.

Hon. Mr. McLAREN — Some years ago the father gave |

the son this piece of land for a certain portion, I think one-
third, of the crop.
father the part agreed upon, and they quarreled.
different arrangement was made last April.
of land is on the same Township. I believe he Las neither
a deed por & lease. The land is bis father’s.

Hon. Mr. BEER—I think it is very evident that he has
no deed or lease, and that be was only allowed to occupy the
farm by giving his father a portion of the erop.

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL — I would

Some

The other piece |

like to know from |

what part of the evidence his honor fiuds that the man has |

no lease ?

| polled for Mr. McGowan, was read.

Hon. Mr. BEER—1 think it is at least very doabtfal if |

the man has a lease.
will not say that he has a lease.

Hoan. Mr. LORD — I believe he has a ¢
respectable man and a good liberal—a man who would
take a false oath. It appears that it is no matter wi
sworn, for thereis no distiuction made b
of parties. I believe every word the vot
Hon, Mr. HENDERSON—I think it is very strange if
Mr. Hamilton did uot satisfy himself respecting ihe nature
of this document. [ think the statewmeuts
this House who are acquainted with the jarties aud with the
property should have some weight.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY —I would
woted upon the same property.

Mr. McGOWAN—He attempted to vote, but would not
qualify.

lease.

of members of

like to know if the father

His honor who asked that question |

| Thomas Clow.

Hoo. ATTORNEY GENERAL—The entry in the poll |

book is not very clear. On referring to the Accounts of the
Public Land; Office, I find that this man got his deed cn the
Sih of Mareh, 1862. The purchase money was £18 10s.;

g0 L thivk there can be very little depeudence placed on the |

79 acres on Graud River. Then the voter says, I have 50

acres of leasehold on Brudenell River, where [ reside. That |

is a sufficient descripuign.
been a reagousble Joubt thrown on that qualification. I

confess that it 's difficult for we to see that there has? The

The question now is, has there |

witness says there was an agreement drawn between the voter |

and his father last April; but how can he tell what the
agreement was about, when he says he did wot look at any-
thing but the date. The consideration of s, even if it re.
lated to the farm, would not show that it was of no value to
him. The father way have given the farm to the son, and
it may be worth £100 to him,

Hoo. Mr. WALKER — There has been a great deal of
stress laid on the evidence of Mr. Hamilton, but when I
look through it I cannot ses anything positive in it frow
first to last. I caunot think that a respectable man like
Mr. Dewar would swear to a qualification which he did not

Hoo. Attorney General submitted the following resolution,
and it passed in the affirmative :

Resolved, That there does not apoear to this Committee | he . :
| his father left a great deal of valuable property, he, as his
| father’s heir, might have an interest in it to the amount of

to be sufficient evidence to invalidate the vote of James
Dewar.

Yote of Thomas Walsh—evidence read.

leaschold land. It is said that the lease was trausferred to
him without the proprietor's comsent ; but the proprietor has
received rent from him, and that is sufficient to show that he
bas acknowledged him as a tenant. The witness says he
would not like to give £100 for the farm; but I do not
think he is in a position to pay £10. Though he wou!d not
give £100 for it, some other person might. Mr. Rice
koows the fsrm, and he mentions another farm which was
80ld for £135, and which was vLo better.

Hou. Mr. BEER—Tuking the value of the improvements
as given by Mr. Rice, and suming the whole, 1 make the
amount ab ut £70.  Mr. Rice says he would pot be shy in
voting upon it.

‘ gy »_ | passed in the affirmative.
The son, it appears, was not giving the |

honors place so much reliance upon, does not deny that it is
worth £100,

Hon. the PRESIDENT — The voter says it is worth
Hamilton would not say what it was worth, but said |
that one third of the 100 acres was clear. Rice swears posi- |
tively that it is worth £100. Not one of the witnesses says
it is not worth £100,

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL—I do not sce that, after
Hamilton's evidence, there was any need to call another.
The voter swears that the*property is worth £100, and |
Hamilton does not say that it is not. e cannot be such a
very scrupulous man but he would say it was not worth
£100, if be thought so. Then Jdoes Rice disprove it?
Hamilton says there are 33 acres clear; Rice says 24.
Well, taking the 24 acres at £3 an acre would only make
£72; but I bave never, in all the votes I have given on
this scratiny, ticl myself down to the £3 an acre for land,
I bave always left a margin for other interests. Would it
be supposed that a man would not give something for the |
leasehold interest or good will of the farm ?  Rice says that |
the 24 acres are in a high state of cultivation ; considering
this, along with the statement that it is worth £100, 1
do not know how we can say that it is not worth that much.
It may be within two or three pounds of the amount required,
but U would give the elector the benefit of"the doubt. I
would give credence to the testimony of Mr. Hawilton; I
think he has always kept within bounds.

A resolution was then proposed to the effect, that the vote
of William Clarey appears to be sufficient in law, and it

The Presidest then resumed the Chair, and the House
adjourned.

ArrteryooN SiTTING.

A message was.brought from the House of Assembly by
the Hon. Col. Seerctary, with a Bill to incorporate the
Grand Oravge Lodge of Prince Edward Island and the
subordinate Lodges in connection therewith.

The Committee of privileges and elections was resumed.

The evidence relating to the vote of William Geordon,

Hon. Attorney General submitted the following resolution,
and it passed in the affirmative :
Resolved, That the vote of

ient in law.
Vote of William Clow—voted fgr McGowan—evidence

Villiam Gordon is not suffi-

-
¢

0. Mr. McDONALD—Evea from his own testimony |

He votéd on frechold and leasehold, but |
ed nor lease in his own name. Under
C ot have a Q'Aud vote. “l‘r;livf‘»‘,

hing about the affairs of the
t there were bonds against his |
Wil- |

1 the property would amount to.
re. could not vote on the property as his

r. YEO — T was weli acquainted with the late
He was a very houest wan. [ do not think
his son would have attempted to vote if he bad not been pro-
perly quahfied. I know there were very valuable buildings
on the place. It is evident that he voted on freehold pro-
werty.

Hon. Mr. LORD—I know that Thomas Clow died intes-
tate, and the creditors seized al! the property. William
Clow lives there merely by suffrage. He might bave a
lease, bat I do not think he has.

Hoa. Mr. BEER —I presume that it is not the same piece
of land, for ke says freehold and leaseholds He says he has
no lease, but he does not say that be has no deed. When
he says freehold and leasehold, it gives us the idea that he |
had another property besides his fathers's.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL —1 am always a little |
suspicious of entries made in this way, but yet the Act ad- |
wits both freehold and leasehold. The entry is not made |

Hon. M

| by the voter himself, but by the Clerk, and perbaps the |

|
|

Hon. Mr. WALKER —His houor has not allowed any- |

thiog for wood laud.

Hon. Mr. BEER — There are 15 acres clear and 27}
chopped down, so there cannot be much left for wood.

Hon. Mr. YEO-~If it were free land it might be worth a
bare £100, but being u leasehold it is not worth it.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY—If we go into a valuation of the
property, as we did in other cases where there was not suf-
ficient evidence, 1 do not sec how we can bring the value up
to £100. )

_Hon. Mr. LORD—Here is a man who takes a lease and
binds bimself to pay rent, but we ouly calealate the value of
the improvements. 1 thivk we should allow sowmething for
the wilderness land.

tlon. ATTORNEY GENERAL—I confess that taking
the whole evideuce, 1 canuot bring the valae of this farm up
to £100. Oace witness, Mr. Rice, says he cobsiders it
worth £100, bat that is only an expression of opinion, and
if he had said no more his evidence might have some weight,
but he goes oa to describe the property, and I do not think
he brings it up to the required amouat. QOage witness says
there are from 12 to 15 acres clear. It is a rule in law
that when a mau speaks that way always to take the lowest
pumber. 12 acres at £3 an acre, £36; 25 acres cut down
at £1, and £06 for the bouse, wakes £07 in all. If it come

| another.
| a vote, the opposing candidate had to bring evideuce to

| to invalidate the vote of William Clow.

near £100, I would give the elecior the benefit of the doubt,

but I cannot bring it uear that figure.

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL —. I agree with his hunor the
Attorney General. I do not think we can bring this pro-
perty up to £100,

. The following resolution was submitted by the Hou. Mr.
Beer, and it passed in the sfirmative :

. Resolved, That the vote of Thomas Walsh is not sufficient
ia law.

Vote of William Clarey—evidesce read.

Hon. Mr. REER—I thiuk it would Le for the interest of
the sitting member if Do evidence Lad been called but Hamil-
ton. There are 24 acres clear, which, at £3 an acre, would
make £72, and that has been the price we set upon clar

answer of the voter was more distinetly given.  There is |
very little of the exidence that can be called evidence. One
says I do not recollect whether he said freehold or leasehold
—1 understood him to vote on the lcasehold. 1 do not |
think there is sufficieut evidence to throw a doubt on this |
man’s vote, even if we admit that he said he had npeither a |
deed nor lease, for he may have a freehold property without l
either. He may be a leaseholder without baving a lease; |
he may have a seperate assignment of the original lease. If |
|
|
|
|

£100, and have neither deed nor lease. When he was

o 5 | asked at the hustings if he had a deed or lease, the circum- |
Hon. Mr. McDONALD—This man voted on 50 acres of | o

stance was then brought to his recollection, and, uader these |
circumstances, he sarely would ot take the oath without ;
knowing that he was legally qualified to vote, though with- |
out being possessed of either of these documents. '

Hon. Mr. WALKER—I do not know how we can say
that that vote is good. It is well known that Thomas Clow I
died intestate. If the voter had a deed or lease it would |
have been easy for him to have said so.

Hon. Mr. HENDERSON — I do not know 2oy of the |
Clows personally, but from what I have heard of them, 1
beliove they are honest and intelligent men—men who would |
feel the sclemnity of an oath, and would not swear to a qua- |
liication which they didenot possess. '

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL--I do not krow why we should
place more dependance on one man's oath than on that of
Oun former oceasions, when a doubt was thrown on

prove it good, but there is no such evidénce produced in this
case. I am sorry that we have departec from our former rule.
Hon. Mr. Beer-submitted the following resolution, and it
passed in the affirmative :
Resolved, That there is no evidence “efore this Committee |

Vote of Donald Johoston—evidence read.

Hon. Mr. McDONADD—This man voted on an agree- |
meunt, and therefore, by his own confession, he cannot be a
qualified elector ; for, it_is‘a fixed principle that an elector
must be either a freeholder or a leaseholder.

Hoo. ATTORNEY GENERAL — It is true that an
elector must be either a frecholder or a leaseholder, but a |
man may be a freeholder under an agreement. I have known
men to hold agreements for a long time without taking out
deeds. If a man held property under an agreement for 20
years, he would then have acquired a freehold title. It is 4
a fixed principle in law that, if a man bas what is called a
color of title to allow him to take possession, it amounts to a
freehold when held for 20 years. If it is under seal, it may
have all the legal effect of 4 deed, without the man beiug 20
years in possession.

Hon. Mr. McLAREN—It is well known that this man
voted on possession. I have travelled through that settle.
ment ; I saw the first man who settled there ; he has receipts
for land tax as far back as 1841, and all who settled there
at the same time were considercd to have good fitles. |

Hon. ATTORNEY G:-:NERAL-—Actions in law have

| been brought against parties in that settlement, in whica I

laod from the first of the serutiny. The buildings do not |

appesar to be worth anything.

Houn. the PRESID ENT—Hamilton does not say-that the
Pproperty is worth £190, but Kice swears positively that it
8. He says there are 24 acr-- “ih
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state of cultivation. |

was employed as Attorney, and we failed to eject them.

The following resolution was submitted by Hon. Mr. Beer,
and it passed in the affirmative :

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this Committee, there is
no evidence to call in question the vote of Dovald Johnston.

| of the poll book to justify us in rejecting that vote.

{ by McGowan.

The evidence relating to the votes of Henry Mashewson, |
Mordock Dogherty aud Donald Nicholson, polled for Mr. |

MeGowan, was theo read.
similar to those of Donald Johuston, and their votes were
sustained by the committee.

Heury J. Brehaut also voted for Mr.
voted under an aer ¢} =t

McGowan. He
ntered im the poll

v

They voted under ciscumstances |

— -
book either as a frecholder or leaseholder, consequently his
vote was not sustained by the Committee.
The President then resumed the Chair, and the ITouse
adjourned.

Fripay, March 27.
Committee of privileges and elections resumed.
Vote of W. B. Aitken—cvidence read.
Hon. Mr. McDONALD — It appears that Mr. Aitken

| stated that he held a lot in Georgetown, but it is well known

that he holds no property in his own name. He refused to

| answer any questions about his property, and therefore his

vote should not have been allowed to remain on the poll
book. :

Hon. Mr. BEER — Mr. Aitken is a highly respectable
man, and I am satisfied that he had a vote or he would not
have sworn, He has stated What he voted on, and I think
he has fully complied with the requirements of the Act.

Hon. the PRESIDENT—I do not doubt the respectabi-
lity. of Mr. Aitken, but he should have stated how he held
his property. 1f he had a good title, I do not see why he
would refuse to answer the questions that were put'to him
respecting it. He had a right to answer the questions put_
to him, and his refusing to do so raises a doubt on his vote
in my wind.

Hop. Mr. McLAREN—Mr. Aitken is a very respectable
man,and he would not have sworn if he had nota good vole.
He is not the only man who was stubborn in answering
questions. There was a man at Montague River who re-
fused to unswer questions, and he lost his vote, though it
was well known that he had property worth £1000. IHe
thought they had no right to ask him questious, and Mer.
Aitken was probably uuder the same impression. There
was no evidence taken on his vote at Georgetown, and that

{ was the proper place to question it

Hon. Mr. BEER — T%e scrutiny being held in George-
town where Mr. Aitken resides, theme could be no difficulty
in procuring evidence to throw a doubt on this vote if it was
not good. But it appears that they were afraid to do so,
for fear the vote would be substantiated. To bring it for-
ward in this way is not doing justice to the man who has
sworn to his vote.

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL.—If we acknowledge
the principle that an elector may refuse to answer questions
respecting his property, it may lead to a great deal of in-
convepience. The question now is, whether the poll clerk
was justified in allowing the name of Mr. Aitken to remain
on the poll book, after he had refused to answer any questions
respecting his property. The election Act of 1861, which
applies to the election of Legislative Councillors, evidently

| requires that an elector, when questioned, ¢ shall truly de-
| seribe his property, whether leasehold or frechold.” Suppose
| every man should refuse to answer questions respecting his
| property, what chanee would there be for a scrutiny ?
| placed at a great disadvantage here, for it is supposed that
| I should give a legal opinion, just on the spur of the momeat,

lam

on questions which lawyers generally would take time.to
consider ; but I must act on the emergeney as best I can.
My opinion is, that it is imperative on the voter to deseribe
his property, and my opinion is confirmed when I refer to |

act of 1862,  (Here his honor read two or three |

From appears that an elector cannot |
3 |
description of the property has |

been * taken down in the poll bock.” Therefore, I

this it

| cousider that the returning officer was pot justified in admitt-
! ing that vote.

I think he was bouud to reject the vofe, for
There is sufiicient on the face
I know
ke is a highly respectable man, and he may believe himself
to be properly qualified; if wot, he would not have taken
the oath ; bat that will not do. The Jaw must be complied
with, or the result may be very mischevious.

The following resolution was then submitted by the At-
torney General, and it passed in the affirmative : —

Resolved, That it is the opinion of this Committes that
the returning officer was not justified in taking the vote of
W. B. Aitken dywn in the poll book, he bhaviog refused to
deseribe his property as required by law.

The vote of Donald Campbell, polled for McGowan, next
came under consideration. He voted under an agreement
for a lease—not entered in the poll bock as a leascholder or
frecholder. After some desultory debate, the Committee
came to the following resolution :

Resclved, That there is no evidence before this Committee
to show that Donald Campbell was qualified to vote for a
Legislative Couuacilor as the law directs.

The votes of Keneth Gordon and Alexander McLeod,
polled for MecGowan, were then considered, and sustained by
the Committee.

The House was then resumed.

Hon. Mr. Lord presented a petition of certain merchants,
and other Inhabitants of Charlottetown, praying for an Act
to incorporate an additional Bank.

House adjourned till 3} o'clock.

it is an evasion of the law.

ArtervooN SIiTTING
Committee of privileges and elections resumed.
The vote of Patrick Breunan came under consideration. |

It was marked * objected by MeLaren” in the poll book, | cause to the coutrary can be shown before a Judicial Tribu.

and the Committee decided that it could not be scrutinized | wal by the proprictors to be effected ‘}'Y the sawe, was read
| a second time and committed to a Committee of the whole

Respecting the votes not marked objected by any Can-
didate, the Committee came to a resolution, to the effect that

it was competent for the sitting member and the petitioning |

candidate to bring evidence before the Comuwittee to show by
whomw those votes were objected to.
The President then resumed the chair, and the House ad-
journed.
Saturpay, March 28,
Hon. Attorney General presented a memorial of the

institution. : ‘
Hon. Mr. Beer, Chairman of the joint Committee ap-
pointed to prepare an Address to Her Majesty the Queen on

the Land Quwstion, reported a draft Address, which was re- |

ceived, read the first time, and ordered to be read the second
time on Monday next.

| Insuran:e Company of Prince]Edward Island.

Act, and the forms of caths to be taken by the |

The Bill to inzorporate the Marine lnsurance Company
was recommitted, and agreed to, with a few verbal amend-
ments.

House adjourned

Moxpay, March 30,

Hon, Mr. Walker presented a petition of certain inhabi-
tants of Rustico and vicinity, praying for an Act to incor-
porate a Bank, to be called ¢ The Bank of Farmers of
Prince Edward Island.”

The Committee of privileges and elections was resumed.

The Hon. W. H. Pope, Col. Secretary, came to the Bar
of the Council Chamber, and was sworn to give evidence re-
lating to the election at the polling division of Lot 66, the
consent of the House of Assembly having been previously
asked and obtained by message for that purpose.

Question—Were you at the polling division of Lot 66, at
the Council election ?

Auswer—Yes, as the representative of Mr. McGowan.

Q.—Did you object to a number of votes on Mr, Me-
Gowan’s behalf ?

A.—I did. 4

(3.—On what grounds ¢ -

‘A~ objected- to them, 1 think all of them, on the
grounds that the voters had no titles by reason of the lands,
in vespeet of which they claimed to vote, having been sold by
the Sheriff in 1849 or 1850 for non-payment of land tax.

Q.—On whose behalf were the objections made ?

A.—All the votes marked objected were, as well as T can
recollect, so marked by my direction, on behalf of Messrs,
McGowan and McLaren. 1 koow not how they were en-
tered, but the instruction to mark them objected was general.
I may state also that though Mr. McLaren had a represen-
tative at the same polling division, the objecting to votes
was left entirely to myself. There was no distinction made
between the votes polled for M:Laren aud McGowan. All
the votes marked objected, and polled against Messrs. Mec-
Gowan and McLaren, or either of them, were so marked by
my direction,

Q.—Were the votes of Donald McPherson and Murdock
Nicholson, which were polled for McLaren and McGowan at
the Lot 66 polling division and marked objected, were these
votes marked by McDonald or by Whitman ?

A.—Decidedly by McDonuld, in my opinion, or by his
representative. There was one active agent on either side.
The objection applied to either Candidate.

Q.—Did you object to the vote of Richard Gill ?

A.—1 cannot tell without the poll bock. (The poll £ook

From the entry in the
I would etate that in

was then handed to the witness.)
poll book, I should say that I did.
objecting to all votes I was guided by the plan attached to
the Sheriff's deed. Where there was any doubt, L ordered
them to be marked objected.

Q.—Can you say that you objected to the vote of John
Gili ?

A.—No! I cannot distinguish batween Richard Gill and
John Gill.

().—Did you objeet to the vote of Richard Gill 2

A.—1 distinetly recollect objecting to the vote of either

| Drestors of the Institution for the education of the Deaf and |
Dumb, at Halifax, praying for aid in support of that | will never become the law of the land. However, I will do
{ all I can to get the Award confirmed.

|
{
4
{

* | receive the royal assent?
| themselves of the privilege of purchasing their farms at 20s.

A message was brought from the House of Assembly by | an acre? As for the Arbitration Clause, 1 am confident that
the Hon. Mr. Hensley, with a Bill to incorporate the Marive | it will never receive.ller Majesty’s assent, though the other

|
|

Hon. Mr. Beer prescatea a petition of Daniel Davies, |

James Dunean, George Beer, and others praying this Council
to concur with the House of Assembly ia passing a Bill to
incorporate the Marioe Insuranee Company.
The House resolved itself intoa Committee of the whole
on the Bill to incorporate the Marine Iusurance Cowpany.
Hon. Mr. Goff in the chair.

The first nine clauses were agreed to withont any amend- |

ment, The House was then resumed, and progress re-
ported.

Adjourned till half-past three o’clock.
Arrerncoy SiTTING.
Hon. Mr. McDONA LDasked leave to prosecute the scrat-

iny, by bringing other evidence before the Committee besides |

that takea at the Sheriif's Court, there being a number of votes

marked ** objected” on the poil book, on which no evidence |

had been taken, on account of the time for the return of the
writ of election baving expired.

Hon. Messrs. BEER, GOFF and HENDERSON each ad- |
dressed the House ou the subject. They weretired of the serat- |

iny. They thought it was about drawing to a close, and were

vawilling to have it prolonged for an indefinite time, by ad- |
| mitting fresh evidence, uunless the law required them to |

do so. .

Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL was also tired of the |

the sitting member, though sowe additional expense would
be incured thereby. I am willing, said his hesor, to act oa
that maxim of the ancients, * let justice be dooe, though the
sky should fall.” His bonor suggested that Counsel

shouid be heard at the Bar ou the subjact, to which the House | 1yissioners, it will be a

agrecd. b i

{ to them.

John Gill or Richard Gill, which, I cannot say.

Q.— Can you, of your own knowledge, state if you ob-
jocted to the vote of Hugh Rooney ?

A.—No.

(Q.—Can you, of your own knowledge, state if you objected
to the vote of James Wickham ?

A.—No.

Q.—Can you, of your own knowledge, state whether you
did or did not ebject 1o the vote of Patrick Power?

A. — It is impossible for me to give any other answer
than a negative, I was guided by the plan attached to the
Sherif s deed.

Q.—You consider that you personally objected to every
vote which was polled contrary to the interest of McGowan
and MecLaren ?

A—I did.

Q.—Did you object to the vote of John Evans?

A.—Ldid. I believe I cobjected to 23 or 24 votes, per-
baps more than that.

Q —1Is it consistent with your recollection whether or
not the qualification, as given in by any elector for Messrs.
MeDenald and Wightman, would have been sufficicnt were
it not for the Sheriff’s Deed ?

A.—I believe some of them would have had good votes.
Several of the voters would have had an adverse possession
extending over a period of twenty ycars; but to how much
of their respective farms this adverse possession would ex-
tend, I am unable to say.

ArrerNooN SITTING,

Hon. Attorney General prescuted the School Visitor’s
Report for the past year. ’

A Bill to continue certain Acts therein mentioned, and a
Bill relating to Steam -Navigation with this Island, were
severally read the second time, passed through Cowmmittee,
and agreed to without.any amendment.

On wmotion of Hon. Mr. Beer, the Address to Ier Ma-
jesty the Queen, praying Her Majesty to allow the Aects |
passed in 1862 to give effect to the Award of the Comuiis.
sioners on the Land Question to go into operation, unless

House.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD—I am not opposed to passing the

I wounld be pleased to sce the Award of the Com- |
rs confirmed, as 1 sce nothing better in prospect for i
the tenantry at present. It woald be eome advantage ; but [ |
am still of opinion that the best way of settling the Land
Question would be to earry out the principles of the Land
Purchase Bill. The only prospect that 1 see of getting the
Award confirmed is held sui in that despatch of his Grace the
Duke of Newecastle, in which he rays ** the legal objections
might be waved by the Proprietors.”” In my opinion, if the
*‘objections’’ are not “‘waved’’ by the proprietors, the Award

Hon. Mr. LORD—I do not rise for the purpose of opposing
the Addrees ; but il the tenantry of this Island expect to be
benefitted by it, they will be very much disappointed. What
partofthe tenantry would be benefitted by the Award ifit should
How many tenants could avail

parts of the Award might. Then, if the Award should be-
come the law of the land, all the advantage it would be is,
that it would give an opportunity to those farmers who have
eans of becoming frecholders at 20s an acre. I disapprove
ther of handing over the Fishery Reserves to the pro-
1 8. They never thought of claiming those reserves |
themselves. They are resgrved in the tenants’ Jeases, which

shows that the xr-;printur!cm_'idured that they had 0o ciaim |
But the Cowmmissioncrs handed over all those re- |

ie 8.

serves to the proprietors, which property belonged to the Go-
| vernment of the Colony as part of the Crown properiy which |
should pay cur Civil List. They have done just the same with |
the quit rents; but more particularly with regard to the

t

[

o the Fis eserves and the Loyslist land. Those men, |
be Loyalists, left their comfortable bomes in a neighbouring |
country and came to this Island, and what do the Commis- |
sioners say with regard to the land which was appropriated
to their use? They say that they are to obtain their lands
| from the local Government, providing they can prove their |
| claim to them. But where are those Government lands to
{ come from? Maust the Government give the land which the

| have bought? I would oppose the Address on that ground. |
| The Commissiopers had no right to give away those properties

to the proprietors.

Hon. the PRESIDENT—It appears, your honors, that t}xelfe !
ie not going to be much opposition to the Addveas. This |
question has been agitated in this country for a long time. |
1 thought it would bave been settled before to-day. I thought
the Bill to confirm the Award would bave been passed, but it
| is not the case, and we are now called upon to address Her

20 years purchase.

{ anytbing ; and if we get that as it was
great boon to the

" Jeny. 1f the Award were passed, I think we would soon have

| _prietors are now ox!'crinﬁ

x . Majesty on the subject. Some of your honors have said that |
serutiny, aud would like to sce 1t brought to a cloze ; bus | ghe Arbitration Clause will never be confirmed, and that the |
still, if the law permitted, and if the eads of justice demand- |
ed such a course, he was wiliing to accede to the request of

ouly benefit the Award, if confirmed, will ever be is, that |
those who have means may become frecholders at the rate of |
If T thought thet would be the case, I |
would oppos2 the Address; but I think that if one parsof |
the Award is confirmed the whole will be. The arbitration |
| part is the only part of the Award thas I comsider worth |
by the Com- |
le of this Co- |

a good deal of land in the market. tenants would
at once make themsclves free, and ﬂn‘?‘v«:‘l‘ the

prictors to offer their lands at a moderate ni':.:t ths O”o-.
vernment. The proprietors would have none but the
tenants left, and eooner than be put in that tion :
would offer their lands to the Government. As to the Fishory
Reserves, I think it would be better for the tenants to
for them at the same rate as they pay for their other a
than have them thrown open to fishermen. The agitation of
this land question has been an injuiry to the 'So Island,
and the sooner it is settled the better. When the temants
have an amount of arreas hanging ever their heads they be-
come discouraged—they think it is no use for them to make
i::provemelnh; they beto_oul:o disheartened, and that rotards

© general prosperity of the country. I hope the questlon
will soon bell))rolﬁ:ht{o an issue. ! .

Hon. Mr. YEO—I think the last speaher bat one is rather

mistuken about the 20 years purchase. The

cannot ask more than that, butp they may take m
as much less as they like. As to the Fishery Reserves,
man would think of taking them from the tenants. Iown s
small island myself, and what would be the use of it to me
if the Fishery Reserves were taken from me? I could nok
geton it. Tt would be a great advantage to the country to
have the question scttled. I have sold a deal of land,
both in large and small tracts, and I would take timber or
or anything they could give mo. If the tenants can get their
land at 158 or 20s an acre, I think it will be an advantage to
them. I never signed the refercneo, or agreed to come under
the Award, but I'offered to do 80 at any time. I have often
sold land for 15s or 16s and given them their time to pay for
it. A large amonnt of arrears of rent will ba knoehtr.olb’
the Award, and that will be a great boon to the tenants.

Ion. Mr. DINGWELL.—I do not rise, your honors, to
pose the address. I will not support it because I think
Award will be any benefit to the tenants, but because the
people have been ied to believe that it would be a benefit.
People have got it into their heads that it would be a benefit,
but for my part, I have no faith in the Award. I believe
there will never be any good result from it, nor do 1 think is
will ever become the law of the land ; but still I think it
would be wisdom for this House to pass the address unanim-
ously. As to the price of land, I would far sooner deal with
the proprictors, then with the Award. I have been offered
my land for 15s. an acre since I came to town, therefore the
Award would be no great benefit to me. I think the
prietors in general act very fairly in regard to Jand. We
cannot force liis Grace the Duke of Newcasele to give us whas
he has already denied. I merely wish to show that I will nos
be deceived if the Award is never sanctioned. As to the
Fighery Reserves, I wish to know on what grounds the fisher-
men can be deprived of them ? Why should the poor fisher-
man be deprived of his rights, to give theia to the proprletors ?
Those reserves were granted by ﬁil Majesty for the use of the
fishermen, without any conditions. It was not g0 with
prietors. They were bourd to pay Quit Reat to the Brm
Government, and they failed in doing 8o, just as much as their
tenants failed in paying rent to them. As for the Arbitration
clause, [agree with His Grace the Dukeof Newcastle,that if one
wan places coufidence in another and employs him to settle
any business for bim, that man has no right to delegate that
power to any other. 1fa man to whom power is entrusted
to settle any business, should say [ have not time to attend to
it, I will entrust it to other men, would it be acting fairly or
honestly ?  No, I do not think it would be common justice.
To settie the price of land requires honesty and j«f‘w.
and it should vot be entrusted to cvery man. We have the
Land Puarchase Bill, which is found to work well ; and if the
Government would be unanimous in carrying it out there
would be very few tenants on the Island twenty years hence.
Then we might be a prosperous and happy people, which is
not the case now. In many partsof the country the people
are oppressed with rent, and they have not that encourage-
ment which farmers should bave. Many a man takesa farm
with good prospects, but falls in arrears and that discourages
him. I do not intend to offer any opposition to the Address.
I merely offer these remarks to show tnat I will not be
appointed if the Award is not obtgined, I think it is
to pass the Addres’unanimously, and see whether those hopes
that have been held cut to the tenantry can be realised.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY.—His honor who has jast eat down,
eaye lie has no faith in the Award, but yet he says he will nos
offer any oppositionto the Address. It is my opinion, your
honore, that but for opposition the Award would be in oper-
ation before to-day. As soon as the Award was known it re-
ceived the opposition of the liberal party, and of that portion
of the press which is the exponent of the views of that party,
and that opposition has not been without some influonce. {t
has been as:ed what good the Award will do if it is confirmed.
Now, it is well known that there age thousands of persons
who owe back rent which the Award would swesp of* And,
as his honor the Presiden has observed, as soon as the Award
would come into operation, all the tenants who were able
would purchase the fee simple of their farme, and the
proprietors would have none but the poor tenacts, and the
poor land left  They would then sell to the Goveroment as
a low rate, and the Government could sell to the tenants at s
price which they would be able to pay. I am happy to see
that the Address is to be passed—that the Government are
not going to give it up without an effort. It would be a want
of spirit in the Government to allow the Award to be pns
* out of the way *’ in such a summary manver, withous
asking for any explanation.

Hon. Mr. HENDERSON.—In reference to the Award, one
of your honors said that no good would ever come out of it.
I believe the opposite. I believe 1 could point to good which
has already cowe out of it. I know proprietors who, previous
to the Commission, would not sell their land at less than 30s
an acre, and who have since offered, perhaps not the best, but
the second quality, at 15s an acre. What has brought that
change about? 1 affirm that it was the Award—I mesn the
labours of the Commissioners. I believe that justice bas nos
been dealt out to the tenants of this Colgny to the present day,
nor to the loyalists neither. The Fishery Reserves
1 do not 8o well understand. If I had any doubts about the
Award being a benefit to the Tenants, I would found a differens
conclusion from the determined opposition of the pro-
prietors. I think they are the best judges of their own
interests.  Their oproaition is the best gurantee to & niwt who
cannot take the whole scope of the Commission into his mind's
eye. When I consider the subject in all its bearings, the con-
clusion is forced upon my wmind that the Award promises the
most favourable solution of this long vexed question that has
yet been, or is likely to be, offered. It has been adirmed thas
the proprietor's Bill is more favourable in some , and
80 it 18, but it has no arbitration clause. It would be very
little benefit to the tenaf® when all the millstreams and vale-
able parts of the land would besreserved. As to the objection

| of His Grace the Duke of Newcastle and the proprietors, [

think that Jif it were well looked into andyfully understood,
it would not be sach an “"wpcuble objection’’ as they
imagined. In the case of scratiny which was rocently before
ue, when we had examined a few votes, we established a rule
that was applicable to other cases, and so would it be with the
sroprietors and Tenants in regard w the local arbitrations.
Vith the Land Parchase Biil 1 do not pretend to be very eon-
versant. If it were in connection with the Award, if we
could get the money just as we would require it, &ch.p it
would not be so very objectionable. But if we would have to
borrow a large awount of money at one time, I see a very
great objection to it. It would not indace the proprietors to
ecil at a lower rate. In my opinion, it woqlmn a con-
trary effect. The proprietors would see that the Government
would be compelled to give a higher price for their land. No
measure has yet Deen proposed which, in my opinicn, is so
well calcalated to beuefit the tenantry as the Award, It has
already been prodactive of some benels, for some of the
their land at Lalf the Em w
they formerly asked. This is a fact which can be proved at

| any time. 1 trust, then, that the Address will pass unani-

wously.
Hon. ATTORNEY GENERAL —T have alwa
opinion, your honors, that the question involved in

been of
is Address

| could never be eettled unless by constisutional means. I have
| risen many times in the Legislatare 0 ¢

k ts it, but never
had but one opinion on the sobject. In all cases where British
law and principles prevail, it has been found to be a difficalt
thing for the Legislatare to interfere with privato rights, and
particularly those relating to real property. It wasa great
number of years before the British Government would sck-
nowledge that this q:tention which is now before us claimed
their consideration. Uftimately they acknowledged that it
was a public question; bot the’vicw’l of sucseseive Colonial

Ministers were different upon it, and they y refused
to accede to the wishes of the people of this . When
it wae taken up ic its present form, I hailed it with satisfac-

tion, and looked forward with hope for a favourable result.
I looked forward to the result as one which, theugh
not giving upiversal satisfaction, would yet
the question which has so Jpug agitated this

A '1. I felt
the disappoiutment, in cowwon with others, when the Award

did not turn out to be as final and conclusive us [ hoped i
would be. 1t was received with anyething but satisfaction

when it was annoanced. Where 80 many people
cerued, and so wany affected, it would be s
thing to lay down n&u

tory to all parties. el
that the people of this Colony had net the good sense $0 accept
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