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(': u‘unl‘ll i"lrll‘llncuto | opinion, & good one, and would obviate the objections which
o o - | had been made to the present system.
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY. | Mr. BEER seconded the motion as wise and bencficial,
> o | At present it was competent for a party to obtain a license
Wasnmspar Arrzrsoon, March 19. lif he procured a certificate of two Councillors, although all
the rest of the Council might be opposed to his application, |
Hon. Mr. Haviland introduced a Bill to regulate proof of _":'l“'f"' ey o ‘lf‘ff"‘.“‘:‘ltl ‘L"f s Uil'(‘h‘t‘ll':"'“"' ““";':{‘f
eertain documents in suits wherein foreign corporations doing | &' tavern licenses should be subject to the decision of the
bosiness in this Island are parties. The Bill provided that Council as a """1,"~‘ i $
the policy shoald be prima facie evidence of the contract.| Hon. )l; COLES had been informed that there were lnul{
Read tirst time. {two Councillors who would sign the necessary ceruficates. |
Hon. Mr. Longworth presented a petition of John Morris | He did not think it was a question for Charlottetown’s sole
and others,for the repeal of the section of the Small Debt Act | ocision, as the people from the country were interested in |
,"‘."""“ lr‘;'“"‘" the imprisonment of debtors for sume under having proper accommodation when they came to town.  On |
'.;'.,II:‘;“':I‘I"(') incorporate the Presbyterian Church at Bodeque, | market days great numhrf's of thvg] came here, .:md !)C(;;.»lc;
was read third time and passed. ‘wouldvnf)t be m.duc(:d to keep public hourcq‘ unless they iad |
Hon. Mr. Wightman—a petition of inhabitants Lot 66 and | the privilege of selling liquor, from the sale of which alone
others, for grant to repair Lirothers’ Road. { they would derive any profit. The opinion was pretty gene-
fon. Mr. Hensley presented & petition of inhabitants of | ral that it would be as well to doaway with the Corporation
Souris, Bay Fortune, Rollo Bay, and the North and South 'altogether. It entailed a Leavy tax without conferring ade- |
sides of East Point, tor grant to extend a lm-:\k‘waucr at Souris. quate benefits. The civic affairs were in a worse state now
e truste d that it would re eeive the !.wur.nlm_- ‘mlmdcru.ll«)n | than when the old system was in force. The Corporation
ot the House, to which he thought it was entitled, from the g 4 - i ¢
fact that the people had,at their own expense,constructed 303 had neither money nor credit, um! before increasing their
yards of the breakwater already. Laid un the table. | powers, 1t might be as well to see if they should not get rid
Hon. Mr. LONGWORTH, in moving the sccond reading of |°f them altogether. If undue obstacles were thrown in the
the Bill authorsing the granting of the shores of the Island, Way of obtaining licenses, illicit traffic would increase, on
stated thas an Act on the subject had been passed in 1360, | which there would be no check, except through the agency |
which contained a suspending clause. By « despateb from | of informers, whose cmploymeut wus not a very r«ispecmblc‘
the Colonial Minister under date of the 20d January 1861, it one. If parties were licensed and provided sufficient acco-

The consideration of the Award of the Land Commissioners
was made the order of the day for Friday next.

[the judgment of the majority of the Council was, in his 'in opposition to the wishes of a majority of the houscholders | the Bill to receive his approval. Did we not provida for such

within the school district. Charlottetown was divided into

|five Wards, each represented in Common Council by two

members; as the law was, any two of them could certify fora
license in any Ward, although the majority of the inhabitants
and the two Councillors of the particular Ward might he op-
posed to it. As an iilustration, it might be that Ward
number Five had taverns enough, or more than enough, but,

| notwithstanding that, a party hud ouly to apply to the two

Conncillors of Ward number One, and he could get his
license at once.
assembled Council, it would be fairly and fulily discussed,
and a deliberate deeision arrived at. There was no doubt
that the number of taverns in Qharlottetown was excessive,
and exercised a demoralizing influence. If their number

was decreased, the character of the remainder would be im- |

proved. Many houses which have obtained licenses had not
the accommodation for traveliers which the law required.

They were merely places where a man could only geta glass|

of grog and then go away.
Hon. Mr, COLES— If such were the case, it was not very

lereditable to the authorities of Charlottetown, fer the law |

gave the Councillors the right of supervision, and power to

|snspend the licenses, in cases where the Act had wot been

complied with,
Mr. SINCLAIR—Did not object to the clause, in so

| far as it related to Charlottetown, which had a representative

government—but he was, on principle, opposed to all
monopolies. 1n the country districts he would prefer seeing

Now, if the application were made to the |

a qualification, and the measure thereby he lost, the hon
member for Princetown would be the very first to censare us
Both sides of the House are dissatisfied with the present mode
of appointing Councillors, and I, for my part, am willing to
give the elective principle a trial; but'T woull prefer doing
away with the Council altogether. And if we must have a
property qualification for electors, 1 think to make it lower
than £100 would probably endanger the Bill.

Mr. BEER—I think this House has proved its liberality by
passing the Bill last year on the universal suffrage principle ;
but as the Colonial Minister has said that he would enforce a
tolerably high qualification, it 1s very doubtful if the measure
would reeeive the Royal assent, did we insert a less amount !
than L£100. Hon. members on the other side propose £50 ;|
bat had the Government oved that sum, 1 have no doubt |
thut the leader of the Upposition would have moved oune-balf |
the amount.

Hon. Mr. HENSLEY—~The hon. member for Charlottetown !
appears to think it will be very diflicult to please hon. mem- |
bers on this side of the House. 1 may have cause to differ|
from the supporters of the Government; but if so, my nppu-{
sitton will not arise from factious motives. I supported the |
Bill of lust session through all its stages. 1 think it would |
fucilitate the decision of this Committee if we had information |
| respecting the amount of the qualification of electors in Tas- |

mania and South Australia. 1 see by the Canadian Act that
| the qualification of candidates i1s £1000 ; that, how.ver, is,
| not much to the point at present. I, however, observe by
| ** Martin’s British Colonies,” that the qualification of electors |
[ for the Legislative Council at the Cape of Good Iope is a |
| property of the annual value of £25, and that 1t is stated the |
reason it is made 80 low is to give the Hottentots a right to

year; for I see by a resolution of this Hlouse, respecting a

| change in the constitation of the Legislative Council belonrfit
| was thought of by the hon. member for Georgetown, that the

present leader of the Government, Mr. Palmer, considered it
was a delusion to hope for such a change. [The hon. mem-
ber here read the resolution, whiel declared in cffect that it
was absurd to speak of a change in the constitution of the
Legislative Council as the lHome Government would not accedo
to1t.] The hon. leader of the Government voted for this re-
solution, and, as he gave his sapport to the Bill of last ses-
sion, thix shows what changes take place in the opinions of
wen. I believe that there is not on record a document con-
taining more liberal sentiments than the despatch before the
Committee ; and hon. members may rely upon it thav the
;mk(; of Ncwcamttl]e,'nftlnr writing that despateh, will not re-
use to recommend the Bill to #ler Mujesty’s a though
the qualification of electors be fixed ut"z.’)ﬂ. i

l Progress was reported,and the House was adjourned for one
our.

Fripay Afternoon, March 21,

Hon. Mr. Thornton presented a petition of Samuel Nicholson-
for a grant to open a road, on Township Number 55.

Dr. Davies from the special Committee on the petition of
Hon. W. W. Lord and others, complaining of the Light ducs
exacted in the Strait of Canso, reported, recommending that
a fixed sum be annually paid to Nova Scotia, and that a tax
be imposed on Island vessels sufficient to meet it.

The Committee on the despatch relating to the Constitution

of the Legislative Council was resumed.

Hon. Mr. COLES—I am in favor of a lower qualification
for clectors, notwithstanding that some hon. mewbers assert
that the Colonial Minister will withhold his assent to the Bill

vote. (Laughter.) But that sum is not much criterion for | if We reduce the electoral qualification below £100. The hon.

|strict regulations established, and then leave the sale of

appeared that he thought it was, in some manner, connected | modation, the authoritics could exercise control over them, |

with the question of the Fishery Reseives. The Act gave the
Leiut. Governor in Council power to grant the shores of the

fsland between high and low water marks {or the purpose of |

evnstructing wharves, break waters, slips, &e., for commerecial
purpeses. The Colonial Minister was of opinion that the
powers proposed to be eonferred by the former Bill were not
sufficiently defined. The present Act would affect merely the
spuce batween high and low water marks, and the only ques-
sion on which a difference of opinion might arise, woald be
as to the mode of protecting the rights of parties occupying
lands fronting on the shores. 1f they should refuse to allow
a party to ercet a whar( or other work in front of their farms,
it uppeared but fair that they should be heard on the subject
of their objections. The Colunial Minister used the term pro-
prieturs, bat there is no doubt that he meant the parties in
oeceapation of the land : for a man having a long lease would
be us much interested in the frontage of lus farm as if he had
the legal estate in fee simple. The Bill specifies that the con-
sent of the owner shall be a pre-reqaisite to the obtaining of
a grant,and defiuesthe application of the term to mean any per-
son baving an interest of 100 years’ duration in the land. It the
1louse decided on giviag the privilege without the consent of

the owmer of the land.the latter would be entitled to compen- |
W hen the original Act was introduced, it was not |

salion.
weutessglated to allow the graatee of the shore to attach baild.
engw o& che land without the couseut of the owner. [t was
encrely intended to convey what should be specified in the
grant itsell, but it wus not expressed with sufficient distinct-
ness, The present Aet clearly defined the rights of the owners,
whose cousent ty erostiens attachiag to their premises,must be
obtained, or some mede of adjusting the value of the part so
o be vecupied, must be devised.  There were difficulties in the
wiy ul arbitrations or the point. The Bill was not a Govern-
wicnt measure.  The Government had no interest in the wat-
ter. It only affected individual rights and interests.

Hon. Me. COLES—if it was not a Government measure, it
ought ta be, Lt dealt with the nght to occupy the shores be-
tween high and low water wurke, which were vested 1a the
trown. The rights of the ocenpants of the farms merely ex-
tended to high water wark, exeept whore they had been spe-
cully extended to low water. He would not say that the
wwier should net be paid, but he should at leust be heard in
his own hehall as s dowe mthe case of shutting uparvad where
thiee parties are appointed to wake their report te the Govera-
ment.  The Goverament should have had the Bill matured,
and not have brought it to the House to ha adjosted 1n Cow-
wittee.  He did pot, however, objeet {0 the secund ceading.

House in Commitiee on the Bill.

Mr. HOW AT eaw no reason why the eonsent of the awaer
should be necessary, The public had the right o all below
bigh water wark. As at present drawn, the Bill would be
a dead letter—for no party could avail himself of it, wichout
paying an exorbitant -um, if it were demanded.

Hon. Mr. HENSLEY theaght it woald be better to give the
vight of preemption to the owners. If the question were left
to the action of the individual owners, the Bill would in many
cases be a dead letter. The Bill by making the consent of
the owners of the buckland nccessary before a graut of the
shore could issue, was limiting the power of the Crown, whiel
bad the absolute right in the lands tw be affeeted by it.

Hon. Mr. LONGWOTRH—It was not in the power of the
Government to eaforee those regulations without the inter-
vention of the Legislature.
trustees of the people. That being the case, it was proper
that the legislative action should be taken to define the rela-
tive rights of parties
sunctivaing the occupation of the space between high and
low water warks ; but it should be borne in mind that the
Crown had ro right to the land above the former. and the
grant would not be worth the parchment on which it wus
written, unless the grantee could obtain the privilege of at-
taching any ercctions he might pat up to the adjoining bank,
<conuection with which would also be nees ssary for the pur-
@ose of road communication. As the part granted might be
used for different purposes, and to various extent, it would be
impossible to aseertain the quantum of henefit or damage to
the owner of the adjacent soil, as was done under the Road
Compensation Aect; and, thercfure, it was better that the
grantee should make his own bargain with the proprictor.

Hon. Mr. COLES—The better plan would, perhaps, be to
authorize the Government to grant the shore to the occupiers
of the land abutting on 1t, who might by the Bill be prevent-
ed from going from one part of the shore of their furms to
another, ia consequence of & wharf projecting.

don. Me. THORNTON was satisfied with the Bill so far
#s.it did not disturb the possession of the bolder of the soil,
whether teoant or freeholder. He could, however, see no
season why tenants holding leases for periods less than 100
years should be excluded from the operation of the Bill. He
was unwilling to give to any Loverument the pewer which
the Bill would copler.

‘Tuursoay, March 20,

After the veadiag of the Jousaals, Hon. Col. Gray rose to
aall the attention of the House to the report of what. fell from
him in the debate on the evening of the 26th Febraary, in
which the words, * The explanation I am about te give re-
minds me,” &=, occur as having heen used vy the hou. mem-
ber, The words which the hon. mewber used wese, * Lu

asking for this explanation, I am remiuded of an anecdote,”&e. |

fon. Col. Gray had asked the hon. member, Mr. Coles to
xplaiu which leader of the Government was alluded to, as the
bon. member, Mr. Coles, had distinetly alluded to acts affect-
ing both Hoa. Mr. Palwer and Hon. Col. Gray.

The following petitions were presented : —

The Goverament were wercly the |

The Bill would facilitate trade, by |

i |

'and if it should be found that the taverns were too numerous, |
{the evil would cure itself, for the business then wonld not |
{pay. From the country parts of the Island petitions had
| been received, complaining of the refusal of mugistrates to
sign the certificates in cases where the accomodation was ne-
{cessary for travellers. If people could not get licenses which |
would allow them to sell spirituous liquors, there would be no |
places at which a traveller could get uccommodation for him
self or his horse, :
| Mr. DAVIES was not aware that only two Councillors |
| would sign the certificates. He agreed with the hon. Mr. |
Coles that if they made the law too stringent, illicit traffic
| would increase, but the number of licensed taverns in the
city should be matter for the decision of the Common Coun. |
cil. [t was true that the City was in debt, but it should be |
borne in wind that their means were snall.  The repairs of |
their wharves has run them £1000 in debt, and it was im-
possible to carry out any public improvements without the
requisite funds.

Hon. Mr. LONGWORTIH—DMany experiments had been
tried with a view of preventing the improper grauting of li- |
censes. The object ot erecting Charlottetown into a Corpora-
tion was that it should have the control of its own affairs.
The rejection of the clause before them would be a denial of |
the legitimate tunctions of the Common Council. It was |
not to be presumed that they woud exerzise their authority
adversely to the wishes and uterests of those whom they re-
prescated.  Ile agreed with the hon. Mr. Coles that it would
be impolitic to withhold licenses, so long as they derived a
revenue from the importation and manufacture of spirituons
iiquors.  1f the grauting of licenses fur their retail was con-
{trary to morality, it wou'd be equally improper to authorize
| thewr mtroduction into the Colony, and while they were im-
i ported they would be sold. He could not agree with those
who would stop the sale of liguors. It such a course was |
adopted, illicit traffic would be the result. It was impossi-
bleto legislate a wan inte morality.  The valy way wus to
regulate the traflic. 1t wo licenses were granted, they would
be proclaiming to every man thut he might scll as he pleased.

Every liceused tavern could be under the surveiliauce of the
| police, and, if licenses were abolished, a policeman would be
| powerless to desl with pluces, wany of which were hotbeds
jof evil. e thought that the prescnt provision in the Act |
requiriag the approval of the wojority of the resident house- |
holders of a sebool district was a wholesome restriction on the
umproper grauting of licenses.  T'he householders of a district
weie the best judges of the necessity of a tavern in their
neighbourhood, A certain number must be established for
the aceommodation of travellers, who would otherwise be
without food or shelter. With refirence to the City, it was
but reasonable to assume that as in a multitude of Councillors
was wisdom, 50 a majority of the Common Council weuld be
found as capable of dealing properly with the subject as two
of their body.

Mr. BEER—The hon. member, Mr, Coles, had misrepre-
sented the Common Council, wihen he stated that but two of
their number were willing to grant licenses,

Hen. Mr. COLES had been tld so by a member of the
Oouncil. {
| Mr. BEER believed that no more than two were in favor
| of iucreasing the number of licenced houses in the City, and
the Conucillors were justiied in trying to limit their num-
ber. The Council necded all the funds they could proeare
( from licenses, aud were desirous ot obtaining thew to any |
extent consistent with propriety, but they did not wish tosee |
every third house a grog shop. They wished to have the |
power of diminishing the number of taverns, the increase of
which should not be left to the diseretion of two members. |
As to the debt of the City, alluded to by the hon. Mr. Coles, |
it was well koown that 1t was occasioned by the cost of the|
wharves, which should have been defrayed out of the general |
revenne.

Hon. Mr. LATRD eould see no good reason for any altera- | property the general revenue would have to bear the expen- |

tion, It was true that the City Council was elected by the |
| people of Charlottetown, but each Ward clected its two re-|
]

liquors w tree competition. The best kept Iouse would
then get the best custom.

The clause was then agreed to,

The 20d clause, providing for renewals of licenses was
agreed 10,

Tuhe 3rd, which provided for the treatment of confirmed
drunkards as lunaties, having been read,

Hon. Mr. COLES expressed his approval of the principle
involved ; for a man who bad reduced himself by habitual
drunkenness to so diseraceful a state as to be unable to take
care of himself, should be declured a lunatic and treated as
such—but he presumed that, when he became sober, he would
not be prevented from managing bis own affairs, and resuming
coutrol over his property.

Mr. DAVIES—In such ease, a jury should decide, and if
they deemed it neeessary, trustees should be appointed to
take charge of his property. 'There was a similar law iu the
States, and it had been attended with good results,

Hou. Mr. THORNTON —The principle was a good one.
A confirmed drunkard should be pronounced ivsane, but he
would like to kuow where he was to be put?
Lunatic Asylum was already full to overilowing. Was it
intended to build avother to be known as the drunkard’s
Lunatic Asylum ?  (Laughter.)

Hon, Mr. HENSLEY —There would be no necessity that
the party should be sent to the Asylum. The Master of the
Rolls could deelare him a Lunatie, and put him in charge of
two of his friends.  As the hon. mewber, Mr, Davies had
said, the privciple had been adopted with advantage in the
States ; us the principle appeared 10 meet the approval of

| hon. wembers, the details could be adjusted when the Bill
{should be before a comunttee of the House.  Kvery day bore

testunony w0 the evils of drunkeness and to the uecessity of
a l’umcdj. A great deal of distiess would be prevented by
putting the drunkard’s property under the wavagewent of
uis triends.

Mr. SINCLAIR had no objection to the principle, but
any Bill based ou it should be earetully guarded, particularly
with respect to the expenses of working it. A case had
recently oecurred in Bogland, where an enormous amount of
costs had devolved upou an individaal, in proving lus sanity,

Mr. DAV IE3—It a wan would get drunk whenever he
could get liqquor, ke must necessarily be iucapable of managiug
his affairs.

Mr. BEER—Perhaps, if magistrates had power to put an
habitual drunkurd iuto the Asyluw for the space of two or
three weeks at a time, it there was room iu that instituticn
it might induce u change of habits:

Me. HOWAT— Although he had been chairman of the
special Committee, he was uot pledged to the ciause, which
was only a suggestion. The suggestion of the hon. member
Mr. Beer, that a drunkard should be sent to the Luvatic
Asylum for two or three weeks, might, if carried into opera-
tion have the eifect of frightening him into a better course

fof life; bat there might be instances of men getting drank

and coutinuing so, for three or four wecks at a tiwe, {or the
purpose of being seut there, for the House had reason to
kuow that many now applied for adiission in vain, It was
uecessary to act with caution.

Hon. Mr. LONGWORTH—Tbere was no douht that a

[eoofirwed drunkard was insane; but he doubted the policy
i

of incorporating the principle of the clause in a Bill. The
law at present was sufficiently explicit, A lunatic and his

| property could be consigned by order of tie Master of the

Rolls to the care of his friends, and a magistrate could con-
fiue any degraded sot whom be found iucapable of taking
care of himself.  1f" u man should be pronounced insane, on
the ceruificate of two medical men, no matter from what cause
his insanity might have arisen, his relatives couid apply to
the Master of the Rolls for the appointment of a committee
to take charge of his person and property. 1f the recom-
mendation of the special Committee be adopted, complicated
machinery wust be introduced, and if the lunatic had no

ses of his support.
Mr. DA VIES—The objeet was the relief of the drunkard’s

The present |

officers there, such as the Chief Justice and others, are about
six times as high as they are in this Island.
the motion for £50 ; buat I reserve the right, if I should think
proper. to change my opinion before the Bill has passed
through all its stages. I am not altogether in favor of having
no property qualification for candidates ; I think it would be
preferable to fix a £50 qualification for electors, and also a
small qualification for candidates. I am not aware that a
property qualification for candidates has been dispensed with
i any of the Colonies.

of the Candidate, for a member might be sent to the Council
1 who was unable to support hiwself. 1 think it would be well
to have a qualification for candidates.

Mr. MONTGOMERY—T am sorry that the Bill was not as-
sented to without a qralification forelectors. But as the Duke
of Newcastle appears to decline recommending the wmeansure
to Her Majesty’s upproval without sueh a qualification, I
n‘u{\pnsc we must agree to the resolution before the Comnmittee.

Mr. DAVIES—I expressed my views on this subject last
year. and then stated that as the present system of appointing
{members to the Couneil did not work well, there was a neces-
sity for a change in the constitution of that body. The Duke
of Newcastle suys he would enforce a tolerably high qualifi-
cation for electors ; but of the candidate he wouid only re-

uy, and thirty years of age. These are his opinions or sug-
| zestions 5 but I think though we even passed the Bill with just |
{ the same provisions as the one of lust year, he would not

a seat 1n this branch of the Legislatare,
right to vote for a candidate for election to the other. Tho
tugher standard will not satis(y the country, and, while I am

quire that he should be a British subject, resident in the Colo- | ¢3ndidate had been fised in the previous

us in this Colony, because [ see that the salaries of the public | mewber for the City, Mr. Boer, told us so last evening. That

may be his opinion, and he may take it upon himseif to

1 will support | decide what shall be beneficial to the people, and also, what

the Duke of Newcastle way do. 1 um in fuvor of a propert,
qualification of £50, but, of course, if the majority have
up their minds on the subject, it is useless for the minority to
argue the question. [ will move that the qualification of an
oleetor be £50 instead of £100.

_Hon. Mr. WIGHTMAN—~Not having spoken on this ques-
tion, 1 deem it my duty to state the reasons for the vote I
shall give. 1 object to the qualification being fixed at £1

Mr. COOPER—I would not object to requirea qualification | 88 being far too high, and, consequently, as disfranchising

numbers of the people, as there ure many men oceu
farms of not more than 50 acres, who -Lu not -ahuf

swear that their property was worth £100. Another objection
i# to be found in ‘:hep;w:,ﬂut the qualification for a member
in this House is fixed at £50, and the result of mﬁm
the proposed amount would be thata party ified to

not have the

willing to aid in carrying out the suggestions in the .

I shall vote for £50 i:’mfud of £160, as the former amount, |

believe will be wore in accordance with the wishes of the
country.

Hon. Mr. POPE—The reason why the qualification for a

¢ (Lill at £600 was,

because it required no property qualifiication in the elector.

[t is not to be inferred, that, because » eandidate is not requi-

red to hold property, therefore no man of means will be

[object to submit it for Her Majesty’s approval. I, however, | ¢lected to the Council, and the objection to the qualification

|agree with the Duke, that a respectable coustituency will | of an elector will not have so restrictive an

choose u respectable representative. As this is a constitutional |
question, I think we ought to adopt the suggesiions of the
| Colonial Minister, aud reap the benefit of his experience in
i those matters.

| Hon. Mr. LONGWORTII—TI do not consider that there is
any necessity to prolong this debate ; however, I wish to offer
a remark or two,us I conceive that some of the prineiples laid
down by two or three hon. members on the opposite side of |
the Hounse cannot be supportsd by sound reasoning. 1 am |
'somewhat surprised that they should advocate & property |
qualification for candidates ; and particularly that this course
should be taken by the hon. and venerable member for East
Point, who has always been in favour of the democratic prin-
ciple. The whoie scope of the Colonial Minister's despateh |
18 to give power to constituencies, and is in aecordance with |
the enlightened sentiment now beginning to prevail in Eng- |
land, that it 1s not necessary to require a property qualifics 1
| tion of candidates.  We have had a lengthy speech from the |
hon. member for Princetown, but he has not thrown mach |

ion as hon.

wcwbers appear to think—for any tenant owning a reasonably

(zood housc and barn can quality for £100. It is

that the Council should be constituted on a basis different
from that of this House, and, if no y qualification
should be required of an elector for that Y, ?t will be &
were duplicate of the House, and consequently will not afford
the check upon our legislation which it was intended to have.
By adopting the suggestions of the Duke of Neweastle, wo
will improve the churacter of the Couneil, at the same time
that we provide for the safety of the interests of the public,
who will be fairly represented under the proposed qualifica-
tion. The elective principle was ud-itwﬁ:u year, in faet,
the only members who opposed it were, Messrs. Whelan and
Kelly.  The best course for the House to adopt is to give
effect to the views of the Duke of Newcastle whose despatch
shews that he has given the subject ample consideration, nnd
in that despatch he assares us that his suggestions are offered
in no spirit of antagonism to our right to the management of
our own affairs. The Bill, assent up to the Council last year,

light on the sabject. 1Ilis whole reasoning appears to have | Wa8 reject.ed'. and protests were entered on the Journals
been intended to prove that by requiring a property qualifi- | #gainst it.  The Colonial Minister, howe ver, takes a different
| cation of electors we would bring ubout antagonism between | view of the measure from that of the members of that body ,and
| the two branches of the Legislature. 1le seews to think that plainly tells them that their seats are not to be considered
a4 person who pussesses no property, or & projerty ol the value | their property, bat that they must be surrendered when the

of £50, is a saler man to deal with, or one less likely to bring |
about a collision,than the individual who owns property worth ;
£100,

Mr, SINCLAIR—The hon. member has misunderstood me. ,
[ said that two classes of electors would be likely to cause ui
clashing between the two branches of the Legislature.

Hon. Mr. LONGWORTH —I understood his remarks per-
feetly, and what | have said is a fair inference to be drawn |
from his statements. [e pictared out political storms, and 1|
may assume, [rom his manner of reasoning, that he thought

| if there wus no property quaiitication for Council electors, or
| u qualfication of only £50, these storms would be prevented
|80 far as the two Houses are concerncd. A qualification of
| £100, I contend will include nearly all the landholders in the
Colony. 'There is danger also in fixing the qualification too |
low, as the elector 18 to be the judge of the value of his own
property. 'The hon. member {or Princetown certainly paid
the majority a high compliment, when he said he doubted
| their sincerity in supporting the Bill of last session.

Mr. SINCLAIR—The bon. member puts a forced construe-
tion on my words. 1 said I was agrecably surprised at the
liberal provisions which the Bill contained, and that con- |
sidering the aristocratie tendenecies of some hon. members of |
the majority, I could not account for their supporting it on
any other ground than that they thought it would not receive
the Royal as-ent. '

Hon. Mr. LONGWORTIH—The hon. member has not im- |
oroved his statement by this explanation.

Hoo. Mr. COLES—TLe hon. member for Princetown is
quite correct.  Did not the hon. leader of the Government in |
this [louse state the other day that he did not think it would |

presentatives. who were enough to decide upoun the number | family. All habitual drunkards were madmen, aud all knew | receive the sanction of Her Majesty ?

!

|of licenses, and should have the same power as the Act gave
Ito two Justices of the Peace in the country. |

| Hon. Mr. HENSLEY remiuded the hon. member that in
;the country it was requisite to obtain, in addition to thesig- |
natures of two Justices, the recommendation of a mujexiry!
of the househelders in the school district in which it wight |
be proposed to open a licensed tavern. Lt was but right that |
the Comwmon Council should have the regulation of the num-
ber,and supervision of the caaracter, of houses of that deserip-
tion within the limits of its jurisdiction. e did not doubt
that the hon. member, Mr. Coles had been told thut no more |
than two of the Council were in favor of granting liceuses. |
| The members of that body would grant thew if they thought |

|them nesessary. They were not opposed to the system of take his chance with the others. They could not legislate | shows that we are purposing to fix a very moderate qualifica-

| licensing on the priuciple of the Maive law. They were un- |

{ willing to deprive thewselves of the source from which they |
| derived a principal portion of their civic revenue. The oe- |

that murders were frequently committed by individuals of
that class.  As the law at preseut stood, no one had autho-
rity to enter their dwellings.

Clause agreed to,

Hon. Me. HAVILAND called the notice of the Com-
mittee to the subject matter of a petition fromthe NorthRiver,
cowplaining of the difficulty of obtaining a license. '_fhc d{ﬂi-
caltyarose from the locality of the proposed mvurn,whlc!l being
opposite the house of a magisirate, be refused to sign the
ecrtificate, as, naturally enough, he did not wish to see a
tavern established in that situation. The report of the
special Committee contained no allusion to that petition,

Mr. MONTGOMERY—The petitioner would bave to

on special cases,
Hon. Mr. LAIRD —The petition should have been no-
ticed by the special Committee. It was referred to them

By Hon. Mr. Yeo, from Archibald Gillis and others, for |cupation of a taveru keeper was as lawful as that of an auc. /3t year, fur the purpose of obtaining their opinion on it this

“ompensation to William Gillis and Bearisto for right
of way through their farms to the Tignish road.

From inhabitants of the Linkletter settlement for aid to
ﬂ-‘plele a new road,

Frow inhabitans of Summerside, St. Eleauor's, &e., for
°P°'fmg a new line of road to Summerside,

Reterred 10 the Committee on new roads,

‘W Angus Camphell, Cascumpee, for indemnification

‘tiouccr, or any other which required a license and was so
|ackuowledged by the fact of a license being required. He
{did not recoguise the truth of the assertion that taverns couid
| aot be sustaived withaut the sale of liquors,

Hon. Mr. McAULAY could conceive no objection to the

ration had nothiog to do — aund an allusion to which was
quite out of place. ]t was but reasonable that the majority

Session,

i Hon. Mr LONGWORTH —In his opinion the Bill was too |
[liberal, and perbaps he did not expect it would receive Her
| Majesty’s assent ; but he was not alone in this opinion, for

the friend of the hon. leader ot the Opposition, the member

for St. Peter’s, also thought it would not meet the approval
| of the authoritics at home. We cannot obtain at present cor-

rect information respecting the amount of qualification for
| electors in South Australis and Tasmania. The only autho-
{rity in the library in regard to the British possessions gene-

rally 1s that referred to by the hon. and learned member for |
| Eust Point, which does not give the qualification in these two |
| Colonies. The gualification proposed in the resolution before |
| the Committee is not at all equal to that required at the Cape
| of Good Hope, which is the unnual value ot £25. The inte-
[rest of £100 would be about £3 6s. 8d.: this, therefore,

tion for this Island. In regard to the question raised yester-
day that the resolution would exclude certain persons from
| voting—squatters, I presume, I may say that these have no|
| vested interest in the soil. They hold by possession, it is true, |
| and that is very good ; but it s not suflicient when we come |

['to settle a qualification for the Legislative Council. 1 may |

wishes and interests of the people require it. L'he majority pa

proper attention to the rightsand property of every individual,
and the people will not be deceived by the misrepresentations
of members of the minority, whose chjeet is to regain the
position they formerly held. I do not include in this remark
all of the minority, as there are gentlomen among them who

[ would scorn to follow the example ot some of their party. In

conclusion I may say that rather than 1 would reduce the
qualification for an elector below £100, I would suppors
universal suffruge.

(To be continued.)

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Tuesoay, April 8th.

The House again in committee on Statute Labonr Bill,

Hon. Mr. HUTCHINSON—If a person looses his certificate, I think
hie shonld be entitled to vote on anmg affidavit thut he had performed
Statute Labour.

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON—You might as well do away with the certificato
altogether. It a person Jooses his certificate the Law provides thut he
n:('n ;‘41-[ another. "I would like to sce swearing ut the hustings abol-
Ished,

Hon. Mr. PALMER—When that elanse was introduced, there wag
agreat ontery made that if a person should happen to loose his certificate,

| or should light his tobaceo ‘.i;u: with it, he would be prevented from

voting. A remedy has now been provided. If a man looses his certifi-
cate he ean get another. In the common course of circumstances it can-

| not occar very often, and it is not imposing a very heavy tusk upon sny

persoun. A man who wonld swear that he was of age, when he
ouly 18 or 19, or that he had not polled a vote, wlu::‘ he had donew:;.
would swear to a certificate. "

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY—I de not like swearing at the husti
wonld like to see some othermode adopted. If th: ()\'emermr:'l;::
and entered every man’s name to whom be guve a certifiente it conld
be referred to; wonld not that be sufficient ? ¢

Hon. Mr. HUTCHINSON—I agree with His Honor Mr, Rumsay. If
such a book were kept und placed in the hands of the lﬁ:wming Otlicer
I think it wonld be snfficient. 4

Hou. Mr. PALMER—How would yon get the book to the Hustings ?

Clause agreed 1o,

On the 3ith clanse, which provides that Statnte Labour must he
performed between the 20th of June and the 20th of July, being read

Hon. Mr. ANDERSON observed that if the Statute Labour were
performed earlier, it would be much more effectunl in helping the roads
in repair.

Hon. Mr. DINGWELL—Even if one day were taken from the time
demunded, and the work performed earlier'it would be better, At the
time the labour is performed the ronds are dry, in some places they are
all in dust, and the work does not cement together. In '£o Soring there
are places ent down. they continue getting wosse, and | avng a lile
dry clay thrown into them is very little benefit.

Hon. Mr. SIMPSON—If it could be done earlier, 1 have no doubt bng
it would be better; but I do not think yon ean get it done. The
are not prepared 1o leave their farms ‘at an earlier period. The only
way to remedy this is to make the commutation so low that people will
pay instead of working. The work should be done in the month of
‘h,(eayﬁut the furthest. When the soil becomes dry it is very little

nelit.

Hon. Mr. PALMER—If the Statnte Labonr conld be performed at an
earlier period it wonld doubtless be hetter ; but it is not that alone but
the convenience of the people that is to be considered. There can be
but one object, the good nr the country, in fixing this period. Iam
therefore willing to leave it as it has been fixed by the other Branch of

Hon VMr. KELLY —Last year it was considered that any | remark that the resolution as it stands requires that the pro-  the Legislatare, which is more competent to judge of this matter, and

two Justices out of the five nearest might sign the papers.
Mr. HOWAT—The special Committee did not feel bound
to deal with individual cases. ‘Lhe law specified two nergk-

clause, with which the solveney or insolvency of the Corpo- | bouring, not the two nearest Justices. 1f a license was im- |

properly refused, the House could not interfere by legislation
oun an individual case,

| perty must be either all leasehold or all freehold ; bat it is
our intention to amend it so as to include that the qualifica-
| tion may be purtl{ leasehold and partly freehold.

Hon. Mr. COLES—This alteration shows the necessity of |
| opposition in this [louse, because if we had not opposed the
| resolution it would have been pussed as it was introduced.
| We know. Sir, that a certain person who was returned us a

l

in which the country districts are more generully represented.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY—The pluces chiefly in want of repair ure low
swampy places. The ditches in those places are often fﬁl‘of Witer
till the first of June. Men are not fond of working in the water, and
the roads are often so soft in the month of May that the: unnot’run
..[u[run;hem. 1 do not see then how the work cin be done at an earlier

dall .
p‘.llun. the PRESIDENT—Almost every man fancies himself the best
rondmaker; but it is almost impossible to have good roads here for

of 1088 sustaige | b . : ' 1 T Hon. Mr. HENSLEY—Some difficulty had arisen, as to f this House, though he had a Jeasehold and a free- want of good bard material of which to make them. I :
: ¥ Wi as surety for John MceDonald—with- | ot the Common Council should control the winority, as was g Mo . ¥ ’ » 85 10 member of this House, though h S 2 . Shaouisits mu anftchar it His sutaiian ot m. 0 my opinion,
drawn, |ihe casein every corporate body. If two of them were wise the interpretation to be put upon the word neighhouring. | hold proverty, yet he could not conscientiously take the oath ﬂ::o‘\_';r;;ln J:”w: - ywepow tc - n-mn:l- them ; what we want is

Inhabitants of Lots 13, 14

the wharf at iy talky and 16, for grant to extend

I'the chances certainly were that four wouid ot be fools. He

t was desirable to define its meaning in the Act, us the law
A short clause would settle it,

[ in regard to estver that it was worth £50. ‘The case is quite

| different between this Island and the Cape of Good Hope, be-

! rounded up so that
water will ran off.
Fon. Mr. DINGWELL—His Honor Mr. Ramsay says that men

s §

| : : : be lie:t. - : .
. Id support the clause; it was merely wasting the tiwe *bould be exp LR Tatida oty thé doubt generally more valu- not like to work in the mud; neither do they like 10 travel on
Int . | Wou ppor N0 5 Bt rhe ) el o s f | cause landed property there is no doubt generally ‘ mud ; neither do tiey like to travel on bad
g dl(l,ablz;xm{a of Lots 14 and 16 for grant to complete the | of the Committee by offering opposition for which there were| The Commitice thea rose. [able than it 1s |[.\cre i bosides, the qualification of electors | riuds. When “"f‘l‘,’;' left ull July the roads are not good on
0 the line of division between th :se Lots. there seems to have been fixed 80 as to give the Hottentots a | #ccount of the places which are ent down in the Spring ; after those

Aobabitants of Lats 14, 15 and 16 for grast w0 build &

bridge across Trout Rij . ‘
with it out Biver, aud 1g open a road in conuection

By Hon. Mr. Longworth, from inhabi
others for grant o comple
Another # . : i
M- er for grant 0 extend the wharf 4 LRocky Point.

'I"he House then went into Comm:
fpecial Committee appointed last Se

tants of Lot 63, and

ttee oa the report of the
3s1on to report upon the

| no tenable grounds.

| Hon. Mr. PUPi—As the Common Council was responsi- | (Debate on Legislative Council Bill continued from last No.) | right to vote. But, Sir, we have none of that class on this |
Mr. HOWAT--I think we shall scarcely require any more | Island, though some appear to think that there are persons |Lave bad roads all the time.

ble for the proper management and regulation of the City, it |
| was but right tvat they should have the power given them
1hy the cluuse. ile agreed with bon. Mr. Heunsley,

te the wharfl ar McEwen’s poiat. | same check did not exist in Charlotietowa as in the country, |

| where, in addition 10 the certificates of two Justices of the |

|

| granted, It the ewizens of Unarlottetown should be dissatis-

almanacs after such a description of thunder storms. But to | here not much better.
that the | come to the point, the hon. member appears to think that the |of the val
wajority were not sincere in supporting the elective Council | the qualifica

Bill of last session. |
Mr. SINCLAIR—What [ said was that I was surprised

out a clause requiring a property qualification for electors.

It takes a tolerably good farm to be|
alue of £100 ; therefore, I think we should not ﬁx'

tion so high as that,for some persons mightscraple
| to swear within a pound or two. We know that there may
| be doubts in regard to the value of land; persons have been

Peace, the recomumendation of u majority of the houscholders considering the aristoeratic tendencies of some of the hon. |at the bar of this H«l)‘u!c,whu would not swear that 75 acres
of a school district mwust be obtained before a license could be | yembers of the majority, that they brought in the Bill with- | of land was worth £3. Before a farmer could have a property

| qualification of £100, he would require with stock, crop, &e.,

places are filled up they are not fit to travel on for a consideruble time,
and the first fall of rain washes the Joose clay out of them, so that we

Hon. Mr. HASZARD—I must eay that it is betterto have the Statute
Lahour performed carly in the season. Inthe S‘Erilglwe cannot truvel
ou account of the ruts made by the water. In the Summer we cannot
travel on account of the sods which are thrown on the roads; and the
first fall rains open the ruts again, so there is no time to travel with
comfort. I remember once that the Morrell River road became im.
pussible, and the inhubitants turned out early in the Spring and re-
paired it. LIt beenme completely consolidated, and I have never seen it
%0 bad since.  If half the time were spent early in the Spring it would
be more beneficial.

Hon. Mr. RAMSAY—His Honor Mr. Dingwell says that lees time

o

lﬁ’ll to alter the Liceose Jaw,

Mr. HOW A I'—Ic appears that the hon. member was wrong | to be v.orth £400 or £300. 1 am unxious to be liberal in this |
The first clause having beeg

| hed wi :t of their Councillors, they could elect | ) ¢ ‘ d- : o )
read h:‘d.wu:: ::;:I:m::::: Tthhe clax(;; :ould not e{fect Jicenses | ther und he may be wroag still. It is evident that whatever | matter ; and the more [ think on the subject the more I am | 'I'l‘:‘}""“‘l“'l‘::f mlme‘:‘rv&nﬂ ;‘:’v:‘l:"r"“"_ :‘”‘ ‘:;"'um"k"?w. but
Hon. Mr. HENSLE - B g Y Y5 : . qualification this House may propose, he will give it his op-|in favour of the motion which I made hastily yesterday, that | ;" i tine than 4 when his crop is in. I would like to see the farmers
NSLEY moved that ced Iready issued, but he thought it would be su improvewent 4 y prog will g of ¢ h Ll e

Present the City Couneil of Ch at it be agreed to. At o s RO T PRI R b s position. His conduct is just like that of u schoolboy who | the qualification should be £50, the same us for members of | protected. IGWELL~1 hope His 15 M
arlottetown bad no power to if it should, and if two thirds of the prescut number of taverus would undertake to lead one of his mates through a snow | this House. As to the measure not being approved of at| Hon. Mr. DINGWELL—I hope His Honor Mr. Ramsay does not

hwit the : | - . A . an to insinua Id wot ct th
Wemberg :r':;:f&:‘ !a..vlerml._ "\'U party who could get two | were suppr essed.  He supported tie clause with pleasure. | bank, and iastead of doing so push him farther in. The Duke | howme, if the qualification should be made as low as £30, we :t‘l"l"“h‘c"“l'::‘::t:__‘;' ":‘.“ “:.'W::mb" m th”,";:"'-ul would pro-
Nicil 1o sign his certificate could obtain n}

Hoo, Mr. HAVILAND—The law tended to create | of Newcasle has recommended a property qualification for |do not know what may be the opinion of the Colonial Minws- (0 000 any idle time, and the roads could be repaired before sced . ‘

Mr Johu Yeo, Chairmse.

& The alteration which trausferred the spplication to fconfusion. Ia the country, no one could obiaiu a license | clectors, and we cannot do otherwise than fix une if we Jesire ter of the day,or even of any person here before another | time commences i




