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Your |(r<'<lcc(s«iir in otiicc. Mr. Henley, otli-rcd tn ;jnini a cliarliT fo ii> lur the

North Anifriciin ••oliMiiis, wliicli we <li«l not n lii-e to arcept ; l>ut l>rlic\ inji timl

the opposition alludi tl to could in t iilliniutcly jiicvail, wc •.uliinittcd to that

Ri(rht l!onf)iiral>li' CJrnth'niiin the iiro\ind> on whirli \vr hoiN-*! to ohtiiin tlic

more extiii-ivc cliartcr we had applied f'"i'. \\C fully under-tood that the <piif-

tion to be deeided l>y Mr. Hi iilev was only In fweeii the e.xtOnded or restricted

charter, and we were |irepare<l to accept the latter, it" he ^hould retus*- to recom-
mend the former. He had promised to di'liver hi< judijnient hefore Christmas;
hut prior to his doin^' SI), an adverse division in the House of (.N.ninu)ns caus«'d

tlie rcsijriiatii.n (d'ti.e tJoverinneut with which lie was connected.

We h:id tlic honour of hrinfiiii;: our ap|/lication under your notice innnc-

diately on your assumption of oilice, and we had every reason to e.xjMct that

the (jueslion would lie taken up hy ;ou in the position in which it was left liy

your ;»redccessor.

The first rejily to our petition was ciuivtyed in Mr. lioodi's letter of the 'iid

February, in the following terms: " Lookinji to the amount of |)rivate enter-

piisc already eng;ajred in the carrying trade hy naaus of screw steam ships

between this country and the United States of North Ainerica, tiieir Lordshij^*

are unable, consistently with tiie rules l,y wliitrh this departuu-nt has been ordi-

narily guided in the like eases, to recommend that a Royal charter, conferring

limited liability, shinild be granted to that company."'
The sole ground for this rejection of our prayer was the existing employment

of screw stenm ships in a part of the trade which we proposed to cuter upon

;

and although, looking to the utter insignificance of the amount of such steam

shipping, in comparison with the whole extent of the trade, we could not ri^cog-

nise any sufHcient groumis for such refusal, we bowed willnmt a murmur to

your decision, and ottered, through our solicitors' letter of 24th ultimo, to meet
the objection by accepting the charter, with a jjroviso restraining us from

trading' fnun or to any of the ports between which a single steam ship i-^ already

employed.

.\lr. Booth's letter of 2Cth ultimo, in reply, repeats your refusal of the charter,

but upon grounds difterent from those stated in his letter of 22d ultimo It

is now said, 'that the remonstrances addressed to this Board against the grant

of a charter to the ahove-iuimed company were not confined to the owners of

steam vesst Is belonging to the Clyde and the .Mersey, hut were receiv(<l i qually

from the owners of steam vessels and from shipping interest generally, belonging

to the ports on the eastern coast of G:eat Britain."

We are not aware that any one steam vessel owned on the ea.stern coast of

Great Britain has ever made a voyage to any part of Nonh America; and it is

certain that the shipping interest generally on that coast Mould be benefited by
the operations of this company, aud that no individual belonging to that interest

could he injured by them ; we are therefore at a loss to understand why their

remonstrances should have influenced your decision. At the same time, we
deny that the Chamber of Commerce and committees which have been influ-

enced by interested parties to remonstrate against our applicatiim, hav<! any

pretension to represent the shipping interest generally on the eastern coast of

Great Britain.

You are reported to have stated in Parliament, a short time since, that the

pending applications for charters would be decided upon at the Board of Trade
upon principle, and in accordance with the precedents in the otiice ; and you
more recently informed a member of this committee that you could find no pre-

cedent for granting a charter to this company. It was acknowledged both hy
your predecessor and by yourself, at the interviews with which you respectively

honoured deputations fiom this committee, that the following three ))oints

constituted the principle upon which charters were granted by the Board of

Trade, viz.

:

1. That the object proposed was of national importance

;

2. That it required a large amount of capital to carry it out ; and

3. That it would not unduly interfere with existing British interests.

It has not been denied, we believe, by any parties that we should come within

the two first requisitions, aud we have obviated any objection with reference to

the third, by consenting to be restricted from interference with any existing
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