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of favour, which, as I knew the man, 1 did not

rely on j however, as he made feme conceffions

which I thought I had a right to expeft, I aflured

him I would exert all my Ikill and care in directing

the building while I ftaid, but that I was deter-

mined to go home at the expiration of the time

Ipecified in my contraft. And accordingly I gavei

notice of my refolution to the Company by a lettei*

in which I could not help complaining of the go-

vernor's behaviour to me^ and remonftrating that

the fort would bfe fpoiled if it was left to his ma-
nagement. Soon after this he embarked for Eng*
land } and at his return next year, 1736, we learnt

that he had given the Company fuch a favourable

reprefentation of his condudb as to procure very

high commendations, clofed with a promife of

an advanced falary of 20/. per ann. for five years,'

if he would ufe all his application to expedite the

building of the fort. The bringing this to a

fpeedy conclufion, was the point that engrofled all

their attention, and the encouragement was well

adapted to that end ; but, taking the governor's

Want of fkill into the account, it was no lefs calcu-

lated to render the building totally uielefs. What
was the real effed, the reader will fee in the courfe

of this work, for whofe fatisfaftion I have inferted

in the appendix an eftimate of the expence the

Company have been at in ruining this fort.

* After three years of vexation and almoft in-

effeftual labour, 1 left the people at the Bay to

purfue their own meafures, and fet fail for London 5

where I had no fooner arrived than I Went to pay
my refpefts to the Company. But inftead of tak-

ing notice of my fervices, they did not Cvtn afk

me a fingle queftion about the fort, but treated

me as a troublefome and refractory fellow. For
this I am fenfible I was indebted to the governor,

who had fo grofly impofed upon them in every

-

»

refpe^,

)

-/iS"^


