
THE CANADIAN MINING AN) MECHANICAL REVIEW.

i liinw di, yo hapeini'i t,, make Ilte arringenmient % %lt
him to uve himi th.it aîîmmounit ? (Obîjectned tio as abine.)

A i n.. an arr-mi-eniwn' with hi t. s ell the propsrt)

tir £20.co. and ie- soldl it tol le Corpoiration for
.(40.0W0 Il e..wa ta L' hal li gt -er tlie29,000.

Q h. II l a . ili A. lie qhldi. qoiijectet i as

.. .\Autl the linlance : wit becnamiie of this £10,00o
that was retaied as secîunlty for ihe ,ielivery of n certain
quaniiytityoi pihosîpmaIbiteimiithe <'i, t iontreai ? (Ob.jnetel

tu as diItiiiii.i.le fromt the îmouth of the Defendant
&ibîecioînesenesd.I A. h'lie £10.ooo sas fottned i ow

img to my not fuîiitiimmg mny contract. and i reci %4 £1,oo
casi anui 3.00 shres as representing i.t

(l 'lial nta e iaîis of your .ettlemient %thits tIe
CoIIm panîmy? A. \'es.

UJ 1à) 1a c r -cuny agreeent of that nature v sish you
A. ir. lienm.nîîi ;s on; ise nay out wuith those iapmer.
Qi. Whenimi do you expect him ? A. i expect hiim iere

to-dav.

QJ.'Wha11t wvould be thle value of this £3,ooo ofrebn

ltre qk ubecd to a' ab"% e.) AX. They wv )uld not bie
tif much % alute jur snw, as they. are not on1 'Change, and
not niego.1ble just now.
• ( e. Woueyîbaie nym salue all e at pentm?
A. lo hietin s. o.

Q. Iltidependsî on the success of the enterpirise> A
\ es.« tlýected( toas bv.

Q). nait casih have you netitei froa le ni isel -f
u:s property ? lObjectei to) as abose I A. £18,600.
Q. After the iyment of comiissions ? A. No ; Suba

ject to my commiissnions.
(,. Trhat a% over nl nave the coiimmisiois that you
hmr antd ? A. I i not undrtard yur question.
<). That a, hai you iadi left after yoiu juid tie comi.

imnussons -. %fier voi ii for mite diîisosa of the properties
and tlhe securie-after yon l i ri. Sando and the
other inties? A. Yes.

mi Whtdoi you nmen ln your exaination in chiet
.lien yu said vou liad "liscontinmiiu " your connection
with the contract ? A. Biecauie the coniract is aken off
mny hiands.

Q. liave you no longer any connection wvith the
Geîneral phosphate Co.? A. No, not any connection in
the contract.

Q They relieved you ofthe contract? A. Yes.
Q iut mn consideration ofyair giving ui the £tocoo
referred to mn yon cosmtact they have given you £1,0oo
in mioney. and dehentures to the extent of £3,000.

Oijecd mo as above, and further as being Ieading and
suggestive.

A. Ymes.
. iere was the agreement nmnade? A. In England.

Q. Through wshon? A. Throughm Alexande lienson,
my attorney.

Q2. WVho chiefly crried on negotiations for the sain of
this property? A. .Ir. Sando.

Q. \asi necessary that yo snhould pay these c.îmmis-
sions in oider lu dispose of the liiremrty ai the rate it was
lisposel of?

Oblijectd mo as above.
A. Yes.
(Q. Ilad you mcne to disipose of sm before cabling Mm.

Sando ? .\. Yes.
l. lld you succeedel. A. No.
. Vhai chelque is referred mo in eshibit "A 4," and

sat li as it given for? A. i presumnie : swas a iniance
owing to. .Ir. W'ills for rciporting mn propersics for me.

: d vou paid ir. 'lit> anymiing for makin" rc-
ports in connection wvith any of vour properisampart roum
what is refered t in cxhibit "A :6" before that ? A.
Ymes.

Q. I low mmclh had ymu paid iahinm aiogether ? A. i ic
noi rcollect-pemrhaps$:5o or $3oo, or sommeiwhere there.

(). That was befotrme thai ? A. Yes.
sa. Ilad tlhe services which yous have referredi to, or the

sleahings ahat you aud u s i i. M lis mn SS, or there-
butiany connection sîith the services whîclh scre rcerired

mu mn aiie letr, plamnisiTs exhibit "A 1. A. No.
(). What swas this surmi uf $250 or S300 thtu you speak

if as havmig been iresumnsitv paid ii Mr. \Mis paid for?
A. For reporiing on the llgih Falils property !

Q. Is that the inoperty refenrrel wa m xhuti % "A >'
A. Ve..

Q. Is it mncluded in this iroperty ? A. Ymes, it as mn-
<1uded in it.

(Q. Wien you employed Mr. W'ills mn :SSS or thc-
abui. diii you puy him for hi scrsiecs a A. 'Cs, I pidt
him for ail his services.

al. W'hen were these relions maie tiat yous paid h:m
for? A. In iSSS or SS9. I am nit sure as in the yea.

1l is thecabol)ut.
(j. i nomimce in this tester exhibai "A i ' the follo:ing

4uosiatIman - ' In consmieratm n of your professonal
srvices rendiered.'' Wien land hese servaccs ben

iendered ?
OI.jecteI ti as illegl anl irrieesant and not arising oui

ofthe exammaimon and .z% madîim:ssile from the defendant.
Obijection resrmi.
A It sumas mn e.,ancîsimIliss serveces renlered ail

:long I supimec.
Q. ien was it ahat \i. ils Tigan to ender lthe

scrices sich -... referremi a-n mi this ieter-how long e-
libre mime signng of liait tester ?A i could not say houw
fai iack they refer mo.

Q. About howts long? A. lt Inigt have bacen six
mionthst.

Q. Did youa ever request 'Mr. Wilts tP ie present nt the

signing sf this contract esiîlîit "A 1 ?" A. No, I have
nuo recollection of ever asking hiim.

Q. D ) u ever asko i tu take part mn %ie: preara.
lion Pftii. A. No.

Q. \\ li s.mw tI Ihe lireparation of it i \Whu gui ulIm the
conira t ? A. >My b oand the kaiomuriiun's
solicitor.

Q. W eein.iug aft-er tuur intirests ai the( tam i?
A. lsuihiei.' liabuock, mi subicituru.

Q. idi 3Mr. Sandlo ake anypa in itu? A. Ymes.
Q. At>youmrrequete? A. 'mes, aiti mriequest.

Q. \\as lit ooking aftel îur IntmeresIs when il uas
bemmg prmepaed? A. 'e.

Q. ''lien you pait 'Mr. Wils tlhe oiher itemus winch aie
noi referirel to in exulbit "A 6, ' dlil , îd ou pay huin l

ccique or in what immanner? A. I paid liim both iy
ceiue and by money delivere.

Q. id you ake rceipts for thmcm ? A. 'es.
1. have 'ou got tmtea in your possession mumow ? A.

Not here.
iîFE'XAati.\EDm.

The nmount shich you have laid tu Mr. Wils un ac
couint of commission due under exhibit Nn. 1. is as you
have siatei mn your examimoation in chief, 1 beliee, te
sum of $2.14.30? A. I Pid lhim $2.171.

Q. liut te sum lmid on accot.nt of the coumission suas
as stated by you in your exaumination in chief $2,140? A.
About thant.

(,a. ' ou and Mtr. \dils had olr little transactions I
Ibehieve durmug the ycar 1591 ? A. i io not unow %suat
tranuaction you refer tu.

m). .Of a peirsonal nature-small transactions. Smone
wshich Me. ''iis has advancd to you? A lins ai.
vanceI for nie?

(à. ' es? A. I in not know of it.
<, Will you lesas. louk. at the accoulnt nowushown you

as plamtniffs exiiut "A 17" and stnte if dti charges
therein mentioned, Of $2.45, $3.25, $4.25, $5, $9.62 and

$3 are amounts ihat were paid by .lM. Wmus for your
benenit ?

Objected to as irrelevant hiaving nothing t do with the
presenit action. Oljeciion reserved.

A. .ir. Wails did not pay'ait this imoney for nie, on mny
account.

Q. On wselm account did bl e pay i ? A. Somie of i
on account of the Corporation.

Q. Is it not a tact ant 'ou and Mtr. Wills hadi un ae.
count current Ietween you during tie year S9 altogether
allat fron ihis question of the conmmission due hm on
this transaction? A. i i not know ihat.

Q. Is it not true that Mr. Wills adancel certain sums
for you in connection wvith mite account of one lrasseau,
whicl sums yu paid him pack ?

Oijeted to as irreievant %o the present issue.

Quirk va. New Rockland Siate Co.

Tue plaintiff swas aipainted epert by the court Io ait
with iwo others in a uit to which the defendants iere

urties, lic nowi broughi suit for his, fees. The defence
swa.s thaI the action as prematurely brought becauise the
action was still peniing TIe court hmeld. houever, mhat

exiers nre no obliged ts v.-ait for the paynent of tieir
fees antil i e case is decided. The plaintiff got lis bill
taxd, w hich las the force of those jer Juidgnent in
favor of plaimiff for $353.50.

Duty on Coal Oil.

'iu'iocut usu of co onM , YA May asi.)

MIr. M.ACIDONAL.) (iiuron) (for Mtr. Cui':E.t.)
movel for:-

" Return showmng the quantity of cont oit, and aisn
kerosene u:i. miportel for conisumption in Canada fron
the msm day of July. 1891. up mu the sit day if May, 192.

Also, ste anmount of diuty colilcted on tie samne.'
lie sai : The con ai question has now become one

of grent Importance, and sic hearmmuch about i in election
times. The pcoule compain of the excessive price of
coat ou mn ihs country comparei uith the price of mhat
article on the oiher side of the line. As a large amount
of conal ouis mus ed mn iis country, more particularly by the
weorking classcs anud the farmers, and as the residenis in
towns and caises have re.orted largcly to clectric andl gas
hght, therefore a large additional expenditure falls muon
the poorer clanses of this conutry who une cal oil. I anm
not opposed to the Naional l'olicy in respect lo coal oi1,
iecause free trade in eil would be unjust to the ail met;
but I umi opposed to the excessive dlty of over zoo per
cent. mn faveour of le coal iniercsi, because this enales
hmlci to control the wholte indusiry, and gives them a

monopoly mn thie industry of refining ai. 'When wc con-
sider the quani'ty of is ued in ilis country, the excessive
duty becomes a very lieny burden upon those Who use
coai uil. i consiier mhat the zcîSncrs of Caenada have asmonopioly' in the industry of rerining mil, and this
lninoipoly' imposes a mmuclh fdigher price upon a t aricle
lhan they would le abtle to do if the duty w-ai redued
considerably. The duty now is 71 cents pe gallon. Ve
mmnIred mn mSgo.m, 5,o0o0o gallons, accorglin'g to the
TsaIe und Navigation Recurns, upon whicl we collected
$365.0o. Nowe, il wmutil be sunp d. au firt glance
mhau $365,ooo was the amount of duty pmhai, but aiat is
no te fact. The du:y on co oli, is 71 cents pe gallon,
then there is i cent for inspection, and i cent rate on
inrrel, which makes 91cents proicctive dutyon coai oil in
favor of the refiners of Canada. TMe amunat cmnes lo

$466,ooo etiveen the duty direct anid paynmient for inspec.
lion and dity on barrels. Coal oil is imiporled fromi the
ulier side hiy wsiolesale dealers. 'lhey aire supped tu
make tiemi ire on tlhe cost ofe arice, ogiler wvitha

tic duty an iothier ciarges. lhe profit of hie wholesale
inmprtler, 20 per cent., which is t ie orilimary' nice charged,
will amont, on a otail duy anîd charges of $466,440. tu
$93,2SS, sich would miake llhe diuty amut the increased
prace, by reanuu of the duly, belore si leaves the hands of
the sIiuale importer, $5 5 9 ,72b. h'lie 0i1 passes nro
the wholeisaleman smll dealers, nd hliey, of course,
place on an average 4o per cent. of proit on the article
owsing to te dilliculty uf kee'ping oi, and titi heavy m.

s.urince involvemi. 4o pet cent. on $559,72S gves $223..
72S, winch n'il lie charged as lruofit on tIhe original duty
anui the profit of the wholesaie mmerchiant, wiiiii wvoul
mîake aiie total, by .'easont of Ile dusy, $783,639, or nearly
:5 ti cents per gaion. Shuppose the duty wias siolly re-
movel, the accouant wouhl stand ahus: The original cost
of No. i wiite American oii ii the prsnt iitme is 7 cents
lwur gallon in hififalo.

Mtr. SPROULE. Is tiait vine gallon or iiiiierial
gallon?

MIr. >i ACdN.AlD iluron). imperial gallon.
Saie lion. MEMIiERS. No.
Mir. MACDONALD(iiluron). It is not uine gallon,

wisch is somiehait less lian imperial. lacing the profit
of the importer ai 20 lier cent., the cot would lue in.
creIsd hy 1-4 cent, and gmvng dit nsmail dects 40 per
cent. profit, as I did mm the oiher case, t uiould amoumnt
lo 3'4 cents, whlIch wloui place mime cost ta the retaîiers ai
i8 'S cents per gallon if the dity)- uecre remiiovel. It you
add il -S cents mo 15.4 cents. the exact figiresmi tile otiher
case, you gel 27,24 1as the price of Amnerican ol sold ina the
Canadian market. Itl lî thus le seen that my calcula.
lion is pertecily correct, because fronm 27 cents to 30 cents
ier gallon is the price of Americn cil a reli in the
Canadiian moarket. Some accoints put in hy the Govern.
ment showed that the American oai cost them 3ocents per
gallon. Let nie give anotler calculaiion. It uwill ihus
be scen that the increasedc cosi t imported cil is $7S3,639
hy reason of the duty. i loin mucl mlo wc increase it by
rason of the mcreased price hen tie duty enables the
Canadian imianufacturers to put on as an extra price by
reason of this duty by whicht 1hey ai priotected? The
Canadian people consume about 5.ooo.ooo galilons of
coal ail., o,ooo,ooo gallons of Canadiian, in adiion to
5,ooo,0 iijiortedi. The sholesale price of Canadian
oit i the presint im e is about i t4 cents, or ratlier i
wsas 12 censlusien i obtained the quotation. Supph,ing
the dumy wecre reduced, se swould at leait bringi Anmerican
ail down t the saine price as Canadian ail, licause
Canadian oil is of a nîmuch inferior quality. We woul,
ticrefore, oaiin it aI 7 cents per gallon wnholesale if swe

could obtain American il for 7 cents in American
mnarkels: miat is Io say, mi cents higher than hie price for
which uwe swoub le able lu obtain it if we hal reciprocity,

or 4 cents more thian if ue aud a reasonable duty-60 or
,o per cent. inteid of soc to 125 per cent. The total
cost of the io,ooo,ooo gallons of Canadian mil in the
wihoIcsale miarklt wonîui lie $1,2o00,o. I exclude
fromt ti calculation the wholesale mierchants,
lbecause Canalian retailers generailly maie l direct
wihl Canadlian rehinerics. and the miileiiiimen io
min appear no nmulch as deiaers in the Canadian article as
they da with respect to American ail. Taking 4o per
cen:. piofit to retailers on ilis sum of $1,2o0,ooo. We
have $Soooo au the increased price of the oil, by renson
of mime duty, which is given to the Canaidian refiners as a
protection. This brings the selling price mmp mo $m,7So,-
ooo. If the price of Canadian oi swere to fail 7 cents,
the price of Anierican ail, the total amount at wholesnie
price and 40 per cent. profit would be $9So,ooo, as com-
pared wiih $,6So,ooo, or a saving to the Canadian
people on Canadiatn oi alone of $7oo,ooo. Addingithat
$700.0oo to $753,639., which is the amonti paid as duty
and inspection ard duty un iarils by the Canadjian con-
sumer on ihmiormed oii, se have a total anmount as the re-
suit of the dumy of $1,473,639. We nill be met with the
argument miait this large duiy is necessary to sustain and
desvelop the ail industry in Canada. A feue words. therc-
foie, in regard o that mdustry Wiil lie in omder. In iSSt
the î finerics of Cana.la eImployeid 379 mnca. According
to the last cenus bulletin, No. 8, the ail rcfineries of

Canada. nuibering 20. employed 270 min, or atic ertn
yCars of protection, 109 ess thanin iSS. Again, it
would pay the Canadian people to suracnnuate evcry
nman Who is engagd in the rcfining business in his
country. Vhat would be the cost ? Wei have 270 loin
to ieai wvith. The average wvages of mechanics in cities
and tossas in 1SS9 was $447. Sm'these 270 min would
Cain $12o,69o a ycar Suppose the country undertook,
in addition osupcirnnualing the men, to buy up ail the
tools and mnachnmry in those refinerics. According to
mie last census bulletin, the vailue of machinery and touis
in those refinernies was $516,5zo. Further. it would pay
the country to pension ecry une of aiit refiners ai $mo,.
000 cach. There are 20 refincries, and accoidingly the
suim required wvould be $2co,oo. The total cost, first,

of s uperannuaing tle men; second, of purchnsing mhe
machinery and tools ofmthe refineries: and third,of nuper-
annmating every refiner, would lie $336,200, or a saving
f 3147,439. No hon. gentleman un cither side of the
liouse can fait t see the fallacy ofprotecting an induiry
swhich collects fro the people such a large surm of money
as does the cool mil industry, anld, as I si ai lai begin.
ning of my remarks, alhiough i anm favourablic o extend-
ing lt mlite men a reasonaic lprotection, it is wsrong, i
mk, in the inierest if the consumming population of this

country, to ctend to mime refinen n protection of 1oo or


