
iitliiT |)arl. mill stiiti' wlii'tliir ymi iili-iitil'y tliciii as tiiir CDpio ul' ninliacl-. nitcrnl into liy

VDiir linn U)V tlic ciiiistriiclioii of tlif (iruNiiiy Dock at Ks(|uiiiialt ; ami il' litliir cil' tln'ia is

iKit a trill' ciipy <if it-, uii'^iiuil pirasf ^tatr in wliat ii>|M(t il i^ ini'iirnct '

A. I idok at till- Kxliilpjts A. aini I!., now |iii)ilii<-ri| ami slicwii In iiii', ami I liclii'vn

tliciii ti) 111' tnii' cdiiic-. uf" till' ciiiitracls of wliii-li lln'\' it s|i('cli\ I'lv |)iir]iiirl In lie i'o|iii's.

(}. 7. W'fii' you ill Victoria. Hiilisli ( oiiiiiiliia, in ISM), ami, il' sd, ilmiiiL; what pcrioil

III' till' yi-ar '

A. 1 \va> ; ill IHSO. in iIh' iiimitlis of.Inly, Aiii^iist, ami Sr]ilrnilirr.

(.}. S Wliili' ill \'ii-tiiiia iliil your linn nitrr into any a:;ri'ruiriit nt' paitiicrsliip, or

iitluTwise, with |)t/isoii> ri>ii|iiilin ilritish Coliiinliia, ri's|ii'ctiiij^' thr coiisliuctiiiii oF the 10

saiil (Jriivinfjf Dock. ami. it' mi, what were the nanus ol' >uch |icrsi)ii.s '

A. \i's: with .lohn JohiiNtoii UoliertMili. .lohii liiinrni^ton, aiiil .lohn Nichol.snn, nl'

the City ol' Victoria.

(^. !). Was such aj,n'eeiiieiit Miuile ill writiiie, ami lia\e you it f It' not, wlm ihew np

the agreenieiit ami hel'ore whom wa- it execnteil ; What was its ihite, ami with whoinwas

it left or ilepositeil l.y yon. or hy the other coiitractiiiL,' jiarties ' A. 'I'hi' aL;reeiiieiit was in

writiii;,' : I hail a cojiy of it. anil I think it is lileil as an e.\hihit in the suit of McKeiina '>•

McNainee. I think it was drawn hy Mr. iloljurtsoii, who afterwards hecuine a Juile'e, and

is now dead.

t^). 10. Did you know the late .Mr. Justice Uohertson wlieii lie was a iir.ictisiiiL;- har- oo
ristei' and solicitor in Victoria, and if so, can you state whether he had charge of the said

aurueineiit or not, or was in any (and, if so, in what) way iirofessionally eiieueed in connec-

tion with its execution.

A. \ cs : that was till- pMitleinaii I iifeired to in my last answer. Mr. Hohertson

had cliar;ie of one duplicate and was jirofessiomdly eiiL;a;;ed in connection with its execu-

tion. '

Q. II. Look at the docunieiit now proilnced and sIhwii to you marked " (' " pm'poit-

iiiii to lie a notarial copy of an aurreemeiit of jiai tiieishiii dated the iMli dav "f Auffust

I.S.SO, and made at \'ictoria hetweeii the inemhers of the linn of F. 1). .McNainee iV ("o. of

tlie oni' part, and John .lohii-toii Itoliertsoii. John lluiitinL;ton and .John Nich(ils(>n of the
;^(,

other part, and state whether or not such docununt or ai;reemeiit was e.Necuted hv your
tiriii ami the parties whose names appi;ar thereto and in the |)resence of the witiiesst's who.se

names ajijiear theri'to .'

A. 1 look at Kxhihit '('" and I say that a docunient of which that appears to he a

notarial cop\- was executed hy myself and the other ])aitii's whose names appear thereto

and was witnessed hy the sai'' .Mr. Itohertson.

Q. \'2. Look at the ' Daily iiritlsh Colonist" dated N'ictoria. British Coliinihia. I*'ri-

ilay, Noveinlier 'iOth, lNS.5, now produceil and shewn to you marked ' D '" and particularly

at the article on tlie .second page thereof headed ' The McNaiiiee-Mitcliell Suit," and state

wlietlu'r you or your firm were defendant or defendants in the action of M< Keiina 's. Jlc-40

Naiiiee meiitioiietl in the article, and whether you ^ave evidence on oath as a witness at the

trial thereof at Ottawa, and if you wiT' defeiiilaiit in such an action state the mimes of the


