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comply with that section of the Land Parchase Bill, which|

requires the investigationoftitles previously to any purehas

by Government. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask this Con

wittee, and I ask that hon. member himself, what fou:

is there for sach a declaration? If thetitles to that estate

have not been investigated, what is the meaning of the paper

before the House, containing the opinion of the Hon. Aitorney|

When the Worrel Estate was offered to the Government, the|

question of Escheat did not enter jnto their consideration, |

nor was it requisite in. investigating the titles, that the’

validity of the original grants sheuld be tested. That ques-|

tion the Government considered settled. It was but neces|

sary to ascertain thelegality ofthe different titles down from |

the original grants to the parties then owning orclaiming the

property. That was well known and understood hy the

people at the time, but now the hon. member, in his endeavor|a

to damage the Government he was pledged to suppoit, de- |

clares that the validity of original grants should have been|

tested by the Government, prior to the purchase. I main-!

gain, sir, that, in the negotiatios and purchase of that es-

state, the Government have manifested all the prudence and |

caution which any honest and careful man would apply to his

own private business. It is not necessary for the Govern-

ment to do more than to shew the reasons whyit considered the|

investigation of the validity of the originai grants unneces-|

sary. The Government, in negotiating for the purchase of|

the Worrel Estate, were justified in considering that the |,

question of Escheat had been settled by the previous action|

of the Legislature of the Colony. In proof of that, I will),

refer to the preamble of the Act which was passed jn 1837,|

imposing the first land tax. Oxe part of that pream¥!eis!

as follows -—
:

« Whereas by a Despatch from the Right Honorabte Lord|

Glenelg, His Majesty’s Principal Seeretary of State for the

Colonies, bearing date the tenth day uf August, one thousand|

eight hundred andthirty-six, His most gracious Majesty was}

leased to disallow the establishment of a Court of Hscheat

jn this Island, and to suggest the imposition of a tax onall

granted lands in this Colony, as a remedyfor the serious evils

nrising from the non-settlement of Jarge tracts of Jand, held

by the grantees from the Crown; and it being just and

reasonable that the said lands should contribute towards the

general revenue of the Colony, the burthen of which has

hitherto been chiefly borne by the resident colonists only ; and

as such a tax would have the desired effect of compelling the

grantees cither to settle or dispose of their lands without

delay.” '

‘Now,sir, that preamble shews the opinion of the people of
the Colony, as expressed by their representatives, that the

question of Escheat was considered, at that time, as settled,

and that the principle of taxing the lands of proprietors

should be adopted in Tien of the agitation for a Court of Hs-

cheat, which is the motion we are now discussing. Dut, in

the document which the hon. member has read, for I will

not call it a speech, he has stated that we had nothing to

produce in opposition to the establishment of such Court but

despatches of Colonial Ministers, which he further argued

were not of sufficient authority to relieve the proprietors trom

the obligations imposed upon them by the conditions con-

tained in the original grants,—but, before I have done, I

think I shall be able to shew that the British Government

have expressed a positive determination not to allow the

establishment of a Court of Escheat in this Colony. The

Act of 1837, the preamble of which I have read, was passed
in accordance with the spirit of a despatch from the then
Colonial Minister, and was, thus, a declaration on the part of
the Legislature that the question of Uscheat was no longer a
subject of agitation, and that the country acquiesced in the
views entertained by the British Government om the subject.
But, Mr. Chairman, the hon. member and those who support
him on this question, should be consistent, and to test the
sincerity of their attachment to the principle of Hscheat, I
will call their attention to the record of the proceedings at a
mecting of the Commissioners of trade and plantations, with
reference to the town and pasture lots of the Towns and
Royalties in this Island, which took place on the Sth July,
1767, we there find the following resolution :—

“ Resoleed, That it be recommended that the above!

mentioned Town and Pasture Lots be granted in Vee Sim-
ple, under the Seal of the Province of Nova Scotia, to such
person or persons aswill give proper security to build within

a reasonable time upon the Town Lot; and to enclose and

fence and properly clear for Pasture, the Lots set apart for)

that purpose; but no one person to have a Grant of more”

than one Town and Pasture Lot.”

Now,Sir, if we are to go back and take action upon the ori- |

ginal grounds of forfeiture, namely, that the conditions in|

the grants were not complied with, we ought to forfvit nearly|
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In thefirst of the two paragraphs I haveread, we find the}

futation of the hon. member's insinuation, that reports,

ere sent to the Luiperial Government, adverse to the wishes |
re

of the pec ple, end despatches were sent out in .accordance

: ro ; : oe

with those underhand communications, There is no equivo-|

eation in the languageofthe passe ges { have just read—they

are the plain declarations of Her Majesty's representative—

that Escheat will not he eonceded. The hon. member him-

self has been sent to Evgland on two separateoccasions, to

urge the adoptionofhis views uponthe British Government,

and he well knows with what success. ‘The expenses ofhis

first mission were provided by a general subscription of the

ople, His report is in print, and although I cannet lay

my hands upon. it at present, { will read a portion sf *the

answer he received from Sir George Grey, then under Secre-

tary of State for the Coloniea, by order of Lord Glenelg, the

principal Secretary :—
“ Dawning Street, 25th August, 1858.

« ° ‘ . % ’ %

« Sin;—I amdirected by Lord Glenelg to acknowledge

yourletter of the 10th instant, offering some observations in

regard to the terms proposed bycertain proprietors of Jand|

in Prince Edward Is!and to their tenants.

Until Lord Glenelg shall be informed of the mannerin

which those terms have been received by thetenants, he must

declineyanvassing the question with any third party. But

in order to’ prevent imisconstrection, his Lordship takes this

opportunity*ofapprising you, that it is not the intention o° Her

Majesiy’s Governmentto establish a general Court of Hscheat

in Privce Kdward Island, or to take proceedings fur enfore-

ing the forfeiture of the lands on which the original con-

ditions of the Grants have not been complied with. After

very fully considering the subject. Her Majesty’s Government

decided, and announced their decision, that sych a course

would be inconsistent with justice, with sound policy, and

woald tend only to unsettle the minds of the Inhabitants of

Prince Edward Island, and to shake the rights of property

in that Colony.”
In this document wefind it expressly stated, “ that it is

not the intention of Her Majesty’s Government to establish

a general court of Fscheat fur Prince Edward Island,” and

the avowed declaration of that Government in oppositionto
the measure advocated by the hon. mumber. But he says
that this is but the expressionofthe individual opinionofthe
Seeretary of State for the colonies, and that it is, therefore,
not to be regarded as the decision of the Imperial Govern-
ment. Sir, Lask what words can be used more expressive

of the decision of the Government of Great Britain? Does

lit not emphatiga'ly declare that the Government will not

sanction the establishment of a eourt of Escheat? Andis

uot that declaration conveyed through the only proper chan-

nel by which the Government eanofficially communicate its

decision,—-namely, the Colonial Office? It is very easy for

the hon. memberto rise in this House, and say that we have

nothing more than despatches embodying the views of indivi-

duals against Escheat; but, Sir, T can show to the satisfac-

tion of any one, that, from the date of the letter from which

[ have just read to the preset time, we have explicit and

decided declarations of th? Imperial Government, that they

will not countenance the institution of court of scheat.

The hou. member has sfated that, in 1816, the Home Go-

vernment granted an indulgence by which the proprietors re-

ecived an extension oftine for the settlement of their lands; |

he has not, however, told us, whether he bases his argument

on the original default or on the violation of the terms of the

ingulgence. Now, Sir, if the Government had the right in

1816 to grant a further time for the compliance with the

conditions which fermed part of the original grants, they

also had the power to do away with those conditious altoge:-
ther. If the hon. member bases his argument on the non-

fulfilment of the cenditions within the extended period speci-

fied in the indulgence of 1816, he cannot, with any preteace

to reason or consistency, deny the authority of the Crownto

abrogate the conditions altogether. I might as well say, that
if Tsell a piece of land, aud take a mortgage for the price,

: : : i es sf / mort
, “Sa

ion, to take the opportunity| had but to decide

‘offered to us, and only ask
, 1 . .

land cost the country. But, Mr. Chairman, it may be
,

£106 & 3

1841. On theJournalsof that year I find, under the date

‘of the 17th February, that on a raotion that the Bill be read

General on the subject? But, sir, that hon. member has| most cheerfully and cordially cifer you my mediation with | Yeas—Mr. Palmer, Hon. J. 8. McDonald, Mr. Longworth ; Appletree farm wharf, for balance due con-

admitted by his votes en Bills Ssaalienlial into this }f vase, | your landlords,
lands in this Is- Nays —_ Mr. 1D, MeDonald, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Gorman, Mr.

and supported by himself, that Mscheat could not be attained. | land generally,
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| £20 unexpended for wharf at Hodge's shore, to be
expended ag directed,
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upen the purchase of what should be

from the settlers what the
enitntenaadnnenil

as well to see the opinion of the Houseon the question in
District No. 4.

Comprising Townships Numbers 83 and %A.
that day three months the House divided as follows:

tractors, in accordance with theoffer to sur-

render right of way to said wharf, and| Montgomery, Mr, Rae, Mr. Fraser, Mr. Clark, Mr. MeLean,

wharf to the Government by the ehare-
' Mtr. Lelacheur, Mr. Forbes, Mr. McLutosh, Mr. Beck, Mr.

 

|McLean and Mr. McFarlane. Now, Sir, at that time, it holdlers, £33

| might have been possible to have obtained Escheat, if there

|

To build block and bridge to said wharf, 45

‘had not been so much division among parties in this House} g¢, Peter’s road, 5

and the Island. That Bill, as the divisign shews, received| Goff's bridge, 10

| the support of fourteen members, while only three recorded

|

Suffolk road, ”

Shai votes against it. It was introduced while the hon.| Road from Little York to Suffolk road, 3

member was Speaker, by his own party, and submitted and

|

Roads cast of the Covehead road, 10

‘carried with his cousent and approval, and yet,forsooth! with! Goyehead road and Old Saw mill bridge, 13

‘that preamble, which [ have just read, staring him in the! Bell's road and bridge, 15

‘fico, he still ialks of obtaining a Court of Escheat, and} Road from Covehead to Union read, o

‘says there is nothing against it but Colonial Ministers’ des-| Union road and bridges, 10 |patehes! Why, Mr. @hairman, I wouldask if Lord John! Seaman’s bridge,

| Rassell’s despatch in 1839, the year in which the hon! mem- | Road from Union road to Brackley Poiut road, by

lber was a delegate to England, does not state as plainly and| Stewart’s mill,

‘emphatically as words can, the determination of the Imperial | Road from St. Peter's road to Claseon's, Lot $4, 3

'Government not to sanction Mscheat in this Island. The | Brackley Point road and bridge, : 8

‘Home Government has been so often applied to for the) Road from Brackley Point road to McMMillan's, by
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establishment of a court of this nature, and they have 60| Covehead Chapel, 4

firmly and constantly refused to allowit, that the agitation | Kintyre road, 6

of the question is not culyuseless, but mischievous, as leading Winsloe road and bridges, 10

the people to imagine that they can obtain what 9} never be) Where most required, 6

‘ceded. I amsatisfied that this House has it in its power to) £25 unexpended from laet year’s appropriation, for

m'tigate the hardships on the tenantry arising from the whar! at MeInnis's shore, to be expended as

orivinal grants: that remedy is by taxing the lands of the formerly directed, in addition to £9 28, 6d

proprietors. Under thac system, te proprietors will soon uuexpended for breastwork at Covdeat

be glad to come in and offer their Jands to the Government ;

under the Land Purchase Bill. ‘The Jiome Government has £204 0 0

been so often applied to on the subject of Escheat, thatitis D

useless to agitate the question further, and we should turn ISTRICT No. 6.

‘our attention to the best practicable mode of releaving the} Comprising Townships Numbers 65, South of Elldot Réwer
, 

29 and 30,”tenantry from the inconveniences arising from the original

  

 
grants. (To be continued.) Bonshaw bridge, to repair the same, £6 9 0

7 or De Sable bridge, 80 8 6

ee see Crapaud bridge, 10 v 0

ROADS, BRIDGES, AND WHARES. Road from Mabey's to Bonshaw bridge, 7 0
From Bonshaw to De Sable, 70 b

: ’ From Rocky Point to Nine Mile Creek
GUEEN'S COUNTY. From N ine Mile Oreek to Canoe Cove, : 4 ; : >

Disrrict No. 1. From Canoe Cove to Bonshaw, 600
New Argyle Settlement read, 6 0 0

Comprising Townships Numbers 20 and 21. KromStordy'’s mill to Kelly’s Cross roads, 710 Q

Road from Mill Vale to Haslam’s, £10 0 0} From Kelly’s Cross roads to New Bedeque road,
Corbet’s road and bridge, 2» 0 'd Lot 31, 15 0 6

Road from Rottenbury’s mill to Has!am’s, ry’ ® Skye Settlement road, Lot 30, 68 080

Road from Fraser’s to Mill Vale mills, ‘provided | Upper Crapaud Settlement road, 410 Q

right of wayis obtained, 10 0 0; Green road, 600

toad from Hugh McKay’s to Mill River Setile- rom Johnston's mills to Kelly's Cross reade, 610 0
ment, 8 0 | Meliville Avenue road, 6 0-0

Road from Old Town road to Harding's Creek, 3 © @| From Post road to Crosbey’s mills, 110 06
Road from Long River wharf to the road leading From McArthur’s forge to Patrick Doherty's, 8 0 9

trom New LondonHarbor, Q {To build a bridge over Howell’s brook, 10 @a0

To George and William McKay, being balance fo build a bridge near Patrick Doherty's, onthe

due on contract for additional blocks to wharf road between Lots 30 and 65, 200

at McLeod’s Ferry, 10 0 O{ From Mabey’s bridge to Fiancis Traynor's, £610 0

Old. Townroad and bridge, 10 0 © {To build a bridge st Brancis Tragnor'’s, 8 0 0
Graham’s read, 5 Q | rom Francis Traynor’s to Patrick Murray's 69 0

Road from Fyfle’s Ferry bridge to county line, 10 0 0| from Patrick Murray's to Bedeque road, 6 0 0
Where most required, 6 © | Road to Curtis's will, Lot 80, 6 0 0
Bridge over William Cousin’s will dam, 5 © 0) Edward Hughes’ road, 810 0
Floating bridge, 3 0 | Argyle rear Settlement, 810 0°

MeLeod for attending Ferry, 6 0 0 Rocky Point wharf, £50, in addition to the cum

£6 unexpended grant of last year for road from of £100 voted last session, and pet unexpend-    
 

lot in the m and Royalty of ee oe ee : ° a : :

every town and pasture lot in the Towa and Royalty of) nayable in three years, and afterwards choose to allow the) Hope river bridge, in addition to £40 voted last

Charlottetown, because the conditions annexed to, and form-| ,urohaser gix, that he would have a right to saythat. the|

ing part of the grants of them, were not complied with.!44 was forfeited and that I had Jains ih, because

When Lieut. Governor Smith issued a proclamtion, to the| OPee eeeene te Fi peplhncenpth

effect that those lots on which buildings had not been erected eencomes of the bargaisibed anaes complied wh
Sn compliance with the terms ot Ga qnen Ladies saa Well, Mr. Chairmag, after the hon. member had recieved bis |

OeLimmmedan nam oli Gann bah the qrenhin 20t- answer from the Coionial ‘Office, and returned home, the}

; ; ie er T-| reason he assigned for the failure of his mission was that he!
tion of the lots were not built upon. Will the hon. member | 4.4 pot His Dowatng 8 : Foret

pay that it is desirable, or thet it wouldbe fgir-or just to the | nat he reetheremerelyaca private haeheyesparisete
owners of property in Charlottetown and Royalty to escheat | 7 t oc Hor , ro cota > etait—enae

their lands on the plea that the original terms of the grants’ ad h ten f 4 aie oo 7 Goons ten ae

had not been complied with? He will not say so; ‘but ate >, I.Oe ee ” anne Wns oe |

maintain that the principles he advocates would lead to such| ~ Ment at “oerndaag Pe00: se pores ee ve

resuit. The principle, applied to measures of a general and a coon Piie man. ——. dad on deem -
extended operation, shana bla good seine al insloaciet tol! | caten 8 ame pen iantounle and nore aristucratic|

ortangn, od I will pappone. the cane of tho. bon, member| Gieteiotn of oudon, nut took up his abode in the more com|

etting ahouse or lot in Charlottetown or Royalty: he asks | ee yt B -es However that maybe, the |

his rent, and the tenant turns round and refuses to pay, | Seni: ae ry b ea ihe‘tea was _ooaveydys es - ~
alleging, as a reason, tha tthe conditions in the original grant ThSee ra ,ae a .eet eterna 18 Any.

of the Jot from the Crown ‘had not been complied with. | he aprenrs eas teey Os ete ae ae eapehet aed

Would he consider it right or reasonable that his tenant others kuow, in opposition to Hacheat. Andnow,Sir,let}
‘me direct the attention of the committee to what took place}

 

 

should set up such a plea against the man from whom he had ;, 1¢
received his house or land? I think that the hon. member||, ceeeSeen
would feel the injustice of depriving him of the property for Saghy2 pore WrtrSees Pens noe eae One, eeePS ay ee lo teeta gra arene: peif | In the session of that year a bill was introduced by the hon.

pa y, OW the ground that some One| member’s party, the Object of which was that the British
or other, long since dead and buried, had not done his duty. (oye ee tae pe teedte oein, Mr. Chairman, in 1839, I find the followin ott Government should purchase the lands from the proprietors,
Somconhtiine ta ten iit Bee a,a Fi. and the investigation of theirtitles formed no part of its
nen, to Sreadbenea8 to Lia foes tho (eee I will read to the Committee the preamble of
roy, t owe P Hind rom Che! that Bill, in order that they may estimate at thei
inhabitants of King’s County. Sir Charles Fitz:oy was in} yo) Ss amet } ae oe meneSeven elo thin and daitighin artanaanant oftop velutican be- value the objections the hon. member has made to the!
Savant iemediea al dine cane riypeyegahain reference to its action in the purchase ofthe|

enan f ’ > s , ee

t rd for the interests of the farmer as ever Colonial ow a .,Painieee aaa The oe eke ; oe «“ Whereas the House of Assembly of this Colony hathfor
address to the proprietors, and that very address was oN several years last past endeavoured to procure a forfeiture of
aan-taiice the. ory for.cachent.. In. the answer ‘jae several Townships in the same, on the grounds that the
okide 3 lites slleded, we find the following pessages :-— grantees thereof, andtheir heirs and assigns, have not com-
at aaaael : ra naam plied with the conditions of the original grants from the

wealSona Pae ~ benange at your) Crown, and hath repeatedly solicited the Imperial Govern-
as bem elmady oo fall~See =- uae question | ment to direct the establishment of a Court of Escheat in
Ronhaarane .a \ . = decision of the this Colony for that purpose ; and whereas such solicitation
a= ameneee a-ajand request of the House of Assembly hath been refused, and|
Her Majesty's Secretary of aces _ acakes ae  n0 other eegenspares pene ne or attainable to

§ lonies, dated Ist | procure relicf to the Tenantry frum the pressure of large
May last, which Jetter has been published for general infor-| arrears of reat sought to be enforced = ue
mation—that I did hope this subject would not have been ‘said grautees, their heers or assigns thaoe ms

* *  , * : i we a Ls “9 v PS . & Si “ee a ) y B

jeheel, beseoane . renee:ae psoo or pre-| the rights of the said grauteas, their itericae. |
C i reports, but upon the broad basis of the| the Crown.” rol

security of all property, it would be as useless, as it would| Now, M ai } i_ — ae pr vet. : iscless, as it would | Now, Mr. Chairman, Lask whereis the difference between
becoming to that character for plain dealing which [| the principle of this Bill > ja ti act : 5 g 2 ep ple this Bi and the Land Purchase Bill in for

all oegasions to maintain, were I to Léld out to you! at the present tinie? Th anthe slightest hope of being able to obtain the object of ms - present tine ? The hon. member maytalk about fore.
Stet ect your .a ters steppingin and enhancing the price to the Government.

, e could nA, dr, compel parties to sell their property, we
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Doyle’s to Murphy's, to be expended as there ded, 1
directed. : Wharf at Dead dlan’s Pvint, 7 . 8

|To pay for extra work on T'yffe’s bridge, in ac- McEwen’s wharf, 23 é
cordance with report of the arbitrators sp- County line road, 12 6 4
pointed to value the same, 160 0 0} nan

. y £276 0 0] All unexpended cums voled {tn 185440 be nas Ps
District No. 2. formerly appropriated.

Comprising Townships Numbers 22 and G7. -
Road from Glasgow road to Mill Vale, £5 0° 0} Distuior No. 6.

Road from Glasgowto Fyffe’s bridge, 85 0 0|Cemprising Tacnships Numbers 81 and Korth
ean road and bridges, r $ 0 0 of Elliot River, ee

| Hastern road and bridges, Lot 22, 5 0 OIF Popl gle i i 1
|aa9 bridges, Lot 22, 5 0 0} edsMhieeee “* ; y
Junction road, Lot 22, 5 0 0|From eve oux's i
Anderson’s road and bridges, 20 0 0| nookVinee nan wipereaee

North road, from Mill Vale to Fyffe’s Ferry road, 4 0 0) From McPhee’s corner to Worth's, South win vale *

ession, and subscription list of £15—th ‘uaa . yn, 10 0 8session, ada subseription list of £lio—the From Perkin’s to ¢ atin ke °

:overnmentto appointa personto superintend oea 0 the Catholic Chapel, South Wilt 0°
the erection of the sdine, 40 0 O'F Pe stellu’ .

Graham and Freetown roads, Lot 67, oh) tee ; Steele fe DORPY Ge, Mia,
To gt! hill at Cosgrove’s, and repair Central : | From North River bridge to the west line of Lot a

ad, 5:6 @ 65, New Bedeque Road
To lower hill at Conley’s, Monaghan road, Lot 22,5 0 0 Colvil! ' a f ae, ] of

Whore most required in the disteet, 6 0 0|‘eee Prinestown road and Be- :
¢ Town road andbridges, from Baguall’s bridge. 8 0 0} BannoekburnS - aoe

[Bridge at Robert Simpson’s mill, “30 0 0/Old NorthBiverrookteeOberletoteoe
6 unexpended of last year’s grant, for county — wards, i tes Eteerts ¢,,0m-

line road, to be expended in the line recom- Johnston’s road, Lot 31 =
mended by Mr, Wright and others, in their Improving xoad from Ca ‘sto Pri a t
report to the Government. Lot 82 eve rincetown toad,

In addition to the above sum on county line, 4 0 0) The sums appropriated for the repairs of an. 8 6 6

Sidhe:dy leading from McArthur'sforge to the New um
ii aii £220 0 0 Bedeque road, and the road known es the
istatct No. 3. Emyvaleroad, shall be expended by the Road

Comprising Townships Numbers 23 and 24. wieanes the Gth district.
eidla ; Z most required in the district, 510
ilasg idges, £25 0 | Vog river, from MePhail’s to Hector McNevin’s, 4 0 0
Glasgowroadand small bridges, 15 0 ©} oad and bridge from Crabb’s to Jobnsgon’s
Road from Malpeque road to New Glasgow, by Prineetown road

Curtis’s mill Ne ; 13 0 0ne sieve 8 0 oO} New Bedeque road, 12 0 0
Malpeque road and bridges, 15 © | Donald Scott, for railing bridge,
Woolner’s bridge, 6 0 0 f 419 0 - |

en MeNeill’s bridge, 8 0 0 7 £150 0 ,
oad from Rustico Harbor to Cavendish: Cea” avendish, by the S caiid District No. 7. |

0 open a road between the farms of Isidore | Comprising portions of Townships N;
})virant and Joseph Blacquere, to the Caven- 37, North Side of the HillstoraughRives eg
SahFeed- to compensate the parties ~ St. Peter’s road, from the line of Lot 34, to Se.

ght of way, 00 0 A 3 (No
ao Tefrom Bungay road to Curtis’s mill, 8 6 0 | From. wryhepewr a a £27 0 0 ]
toad from Princetown road to Hazel Grove road, 10 0 0) 'Tracadie Cross i : rench V illage, - 6 00

Roads oe Bungay Settlement, where mostre- where mostooPoint De Roche,

Roadfrom Cavendish Church tc 10 0 0 Corran Ban bridge, Ss
STauel Oe : tureh to shore, 5 0 0) Roads in Grand Tracadic, wh : tie :azel Grove roads, 100 0) racacic, where most required 6 0 0 :
Fyffe’s Ferry Read, i0 0 Road to Battery Point. 20 0 zt

| onde through Rustico, 10 0 : pMill ~i road, from Nine Mile Heuse to Cortan $
id Rustico road, r= _
North end of Winsloeroad 2 0 0 From Dugald MeAilay’s to Milleove bri reo
Whsnvaies boakinel, , ; ; 0" From French Village to Gulf Shore, de, : : : .

£10 araie egte appropriation, for eeKey'sFe,ochVillyaren side, to John Me- :
ing roa from } eal’s, Rustico road, to To buil rel? ee
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