
iiijl about 3000 superficial feet, on wtiicli lota I'iern «re built wliere ships moor and locil in

deep water. The Council ibus applied ilie vwiiie ofdeep WHter Ioib to u lotky, biirieii, ami

unimproved Beach. At this price Mr. Cainnbell'B Ueach would amount to nboui £rM), Bon

nerandPciry'stoaboulJeSaOO, and Mr. CJilnioiir'* Beach of Wolfe's Cove, which the same

Council granted for 5s. per annum, to about £10,000. This absurd %jluiiiion the Council

reduced by their report of 27lh June, I83G, lo £^93, which is an admission of their own

incorieciness ; andihelalter valuation is <juileaB incorrect in principle as iha former, as it is

iliOOH more than the arbitrators' valuation, and iJ 1016 more ihan the proportionaie value

ol Mr. Cambpell's property. Even allowing thiit the Council wore correct in suyinij that

UounTond Petry'* Beach 'was undervalued, and that they hud a right to place their own

valuation on it, Bonner and Petry bad the same right to say that the land above hiKh -vatcr

mark was overvalued, and to place their own valuation on it, and insist on the government

Krantinjf it at such valuation. One party had as much right to alter the award a» the other ;

but wiietlier either part of the propirty was undervalued, or overvalued, neither one party

nor the other bad a right to uUi-i- the valuation ; each party bad couiinltted Ms interext tu

the arbitration of two honorable nu-ii, anil neither one party nor the other could retiise to

abide by their decision, without violating a principle ol coininun honesty. But how much
more asgravated i* this violation, when one parly has paid, and the other received part of

the money awarded by this arbitraiion, thus broken by the mere power of the stronger party.

It is not the province of B.)nner and Petry to enquire Into the motives of the Council

in thus pertlnucioU!-ly adheriii}? to a wrongful course ; it is to be nresumed that thoi-e

motives wore pure, that they were aciunted by a conscientous desire as servanis of

tlie Crown, faithfully lo f.iilil a public duty,— to protect the revenue,—lo guard

hgainst improvident gianis, and by givin!» honest and good advice to the Governor,

HCCoidinT to their best judgment, lo assist him in adiniiiisiering the government willi

honor to°ihe Crown, and with impartiality and equal jiisiice lo all. Such being the

. nives which it is presumed actuated ihe Council in ihsir decision in this unprece-

de led case, a most extraordinary instance of their difeclivejiulgiuent occurred in a similiar

cafe, while this case of Bonner and Peiry was before them, which in its consequences will be

most prejidicial to the interests of the crown.

Messrs. Pembcrton Brothers, and Messrs. Sharpies & Son, are occupiers of extensive

beach lots, and large tracts of land above high water mark, situate at Sillery Cove, bei.ig part

of the Jesuits estates. These lots are leased to them by the Crown, and llie biases have now

about 16 years lo run, during the last 14 years ofwhich they pay a rent to ibeCrova of about

£350. On ihe25d July, 1835, these puriies petitioned for grants of deep water lots in front

of their beaches, and the Council recommended ihai the same should be granted, and Letters

Patent were executed accordingly by Lord Gosford, on the 28ih day of December, 1835, grant-

ing the said deep waier lots for ever, for an annual rent to the Crown of /f//y dollars, while

Fraser's Patent tl.ut was laid before Lord Gosford on the 23d Dec. 1835, live days before

Messrs. Pembertons and Sharpies, has never yet been executed. The consequence oftheie

grants will be, that whatever may be the value of these Beaches at the end of the leases, thu

amount will be lost to the Crown, as no person will give any ihlng for the Beaches, when

the deep water lots in front are Iti possession of another, as the front may be ro blocked up by

the ships of Messrs. Pembertou and Sharpies, that there will be no access to the Beaches by

water. Messrs. Pemberton and Sharpies can make such a disposition of their ships at their

own wharves as will allow fhein to have egress and ingress to the Beaches (or passing timber,

but other p^^rsons who might wish to lease the Beaches cannot <lo so, nor can they control

Messrs. P<. i- ;i'tons and Sharpies in the dls(iositlo!i of the shljis at tlu-ir own wharves ; these

neaelie'swi 1 therefore be useless as places of deposit for rafts of timber lo any other person

than the (iroprietors of the deep water wharves in front, and these gentlemen will Lave u

right to take udvant ge of their deep water grants, and pay only such nominal rent for the

IJiiiches as they |)leasc.

The probable value of these Beaches at the end of the leases may be estimaled

l)v the rent of £600, at which the adjoining Beach lot was leased by ihe Crowi

tii Messrs. Campbell and LeMesurler about two years ago, it may therefore be

fiiirly calculated ilmt ihe Beaches of Messrs. Pembertons and Sharpies will be worth

ot least j(21000 per annum at the end of the leases, which large sum is thus sacrificed

for 50 dollars by an improvident grant of the Council, made to these favoured

individuals in the same week, and almost on the same day th.^t Fraser's grunt was refused,

fur a properly ihat never yielded a shilling of revenue to the Crown before, and but for the

expenditure of the money of Fraser's rcpreseniatives, would never have yielded a shilling

for the future. It requires the utmost stretch of the Imagination to believe it possible, that

the same Council who could consider they were doing their duty as faithful servants of the

Crown in making a grant by which CroNvn Revenue would be thus lavishly sacrificed, for
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