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him to ive him' that amount ? - (Objected to as above.)
AT made an aremgement with him te sl the proparty
for £20.000, and he ~old it 1o the Corporation for
£40.000  He was to keep what e got vwver the £29,000.

Q. il b heep iz N He dule (Unyected to as
aborve.)

€. And the balance s what became of this £10,000
that was retaned as secunty for the sdelivery of a certain
«uantity of phosphate an the City of Montreal? (Objected
to as madnmwible from the mouth of the Defendant
Uljectton tesenned) A The £10,000 was forr 3
iy to my not fultlling ay contract, and 1 seci ed £1,000
cash and 3,000 shares as representing £10.

L That was the hasiv of your sertlement wath the
Company? A, Vs,

Q. Harve you any agreement of that nature with you ?
A Mr Benson as on ns way out with those papers,

Q. When do you expect him 2 AL T expeet him here

to-day.

.”\What would be the value of this £3.000 of deben-
tures 2 (UBjected to as above) AL They would not be
of much value just now, as they are not on *change, and
not negotable just now,

. Wanld they have any moncetary value at present ?
A. 1do not think so,

Q. It depends on the suceess of the entesprive> A
Yen  (Uhjected 10 as abov

Q. What cash have you netted from the disposal of
this propenty 2 {Objectedd to asaborve ) AL £18,600.

). After the payment of commissions? . No: Sub
Ject to my commissions.

€. That s over and above the commissions that you
have ymid 2 A 1 do not undenstard your question.

). That 1s what you had Ieft after vou juid the com-
uussions —after you paid for the disposal of the properties
and the securities—after you paid Mr. Sando and the
other partien 2 A, Yes.

Q. What do you mean in your examination in chief
when you sard you had * discontinued ™ your connection
with the contract? A, Because the contract is taken off
my hands.

). Have you no_lopger any connection with the
General Phosphate Co.2 A, No, not any connection in
the contract.

Q  They relicved you of the contract?  A. Yes.

Q But in consderation of your giving up the £10,000
seferred 10 10 your contract they have given you £1,000
in moncy, and dehentures to the extent of £3,000.

Objected 10 as above, and further as being leading and
suggestive.

Yes

Q. Where was the agreement made? A In England.

Q. Through whom? A, Through Alexander Benson,
my attorncy.

1. Who chicfly carricd on negotiations for the sale of
this property? A, Mr. Sando.

Q. Was it necessary that you should pay these commis-
s10ns in order 10 dispose of the property at the rate st was
Jisposed of?

Objected 1o as above,

Al Yes

Q. Had you tricd to dispose of 3t before cabling Mr.
Sande? A\ Yes.

«). Had you succeeded.  A. No.

(3. \What cheque is referred 1o in exhibit “A 5, and
what was it given for 2 A. I presume it was a balance
owing 1o Mr. Wills for reporting on propertics for me.

. Had you paid Mr. Wills anything for makang re-
ports in connection with any of vour propertics apart from
\‘\;hal is referzed 0 in oahibit **A 16 7 before that? AL

cs.

Q. How much had you paid him altogether?  A. Tdo
not secollect —perhaps $230 or $300, or semenhere there.

Q. That was before that? - AL Yes

1. Had the scrvices which you have referred to, or the
dealings that you had with Me. Wills an 1888, or there-
about, any connection with the services which were referred
toin the letter, plamntffs eahitat A 127 A, No.

Q. What was ths sum of $250 or $300 that you speak
of as having Ieen previvusly pand 1o M. Wills ‘paid for 2
A. For seporting on the High Falls propenty !

Q. Fsthat the propenty referred to an exhilat A 127
A Yo

Q. Isitincluded ia this propesty 2 A, Yos, it 1s -
<luded in it,

. When you employed Mz Wills 1n 38SS or theze-
abiaat, did you pay him for his services® 3. Ve, 1 jpand
tum for all his scrvices.

€. When weze these teports made that jou pad him
for? A. In18SSor 1889. I am not sure 2s to the year.
Tt isthereabout,

4. T antice in this letter eahitat A1 ™
uotation . **In conuderation of your

the following

! you happen inmake the arrangement with ¢

signing of this contract exlubit “A 12" A, No, T have
no recollection of ever ashing him,

Q. Dil yun ever sk han o tahe pant m the prepara-
tion of it. ~A. No.

Q. Who saw to the preparation of it 2 Who got up the
contradt 2 A My sobiwer and  the Corporation’s
solicitor.

Q. Who were looking after your snteeests at the tme 2
A. Hooper & Babeockh, my soliciturs.

Q. Did Mr. Sando taheany pantinat? A Yoo

Q. At your request? - AL Vs, at my request,

Q. Was he touking after your suterests when st was
bang {\1#]\‘\!\'\‘? A Yew .

Q. When you pad Mr. Wills the other items which s
ot referred 1o in ealubat A 16, il yuu pay i by
cheque or in what manner? A, I paid him both by
chegae and by money dulivered,

Q. Did you take receipts for them? AL Ves,

Q. Yave jou got them in your possessivn now? A,
Not here.

RF-EXAMINED,

The amount which yon have paid 1o Mr. Wills on ac
count of colmission due under exhibit No. t, i yau
have stated an your exammation in chief, 1 believe, the
sum of $2,131.307 A, I paid him $2,171.

Q. But the sum paid on accotnt of the commission was
as stated by you in your examination in chicf $2,140
About that,

Q. You and Mr. Wills had othes little transactions I
beheve dunng the year 18912 A, 1 do not know what
transaction you zefer to.

Q. Of a 1 nat
which Mr. Wills has advanced
vanced for me?

Q. Yes?2 AL T donot know of it.

Q. Will you please look at the account now shown you
as plantifis exhilnt “A 177 and state if the charges
therein mentioned, of $2.45, $3.25, $4-235, $5, $9.62 and
$3 are amounts that were paid by M. Wills for your
benetit 2

Objected to as irrelevant having nothing to do with the
present action.  Objection rescrved.

A, Mz Wills did not pay all this money for me, 01 my
account,

Q. On whose account did he pay it? A Some of it
on account of the Cov{\oraxion.

Q. Isit not a fact that you and Mr. Wills had an ac-
count current between you during the year 1891 altogether
apazt from this question of the commission duc him on
this transaction? ~ A. 1do not know that.

Q. Is it not true that Mr. Wills advanced certain sums
for you in conncction with the account of one Brasseau,
which sums you paid him pack 2

Objected 1o as irzelevant 10 the present issuc.

il money
10 you? A lHas ad.

Quirk vs. New Rockiand Slate Co.

The plaintiff was appointed capert Ly the court to act
with two others in a suit to which the defendants were
partics. e now brought suit for his fees.  The defence
was that the action was prematurely brought because the
action was still pending -~ The court held, however, that
cxperts aze not obligal to vait for the payment of their
fees unul the case is decided.  The plaintiff got his bill
taxed, which has the fotce of chose jugee.  Judgment in
favor of plamiff for $353.50.

——— —
Duty on Coal Oil.
(Proccadings House of Commons, yoth May, 1%2.)

M. MACDONALD (Huron) (for Mr. CaMpBeLn)
moved for :—

** Return showing the quantity of coal oil, and also
Kerosenc ail, imported for consumption in Canada from
the 1si day of July, 1891, up to the 15t day of May, 1892.
Alsa, the amount of duty collected on the same.*

He<aud:  The coal o1l question has now become one
of great importance, and we hear much 2bout it in clection
umes.  The peonle complain of the excessive price of
coal o1l 1 this country comgaml with the price of that
atticle on the other side of the line. A< a large amount
of coal a1l 15 used in this country, more paticularly by the
working classes and the fazmers, and as the sesidents in
towns and cities have revorted Jargely to clectric and gas
light, thesefore 2 lasge additional eapendi falls upon
the poorer classes of this country who use coal oil.  Tan
not opposctd to the Natonal Policy in respect 1o coal oil,
because free trade in oil would be unjust to the oil men;
but I am opposed 1o the excessive duty of over 100 per
ceat. 10 favour of the coal interest, because this enables
them to contral the whole industry, and gives them a
monaupoly in the industry of refining oil.  When we con-

services renderol.” When had those services been

sendered 2

Qljected to as ilfepal and inncdevant
Imisabl

and notarising out
of the and as d:

from the defe

sider the q y of oil used in this country, the cxcessive
duty becomes 2 very heavy burden upon those who use
coal oil. I consider that the scfiners of Canada have a
ponopoly in the industry of refining oil, and this

1y imposcs a much higher pricc upon that anicle

Objection reserved.

A It was n coanection wath hus seivices rendered all
along T supposc.

Q. When wan it thar Me. Wills tegan to render the
senuces which s.4 seferrad 1o 1n thas fetter—how long he-
fore the signing of that letter 2 A T could not say how
far hack they refer to.

Q. About how lIong? A. It migh have been six
months.

Q. Did you ever request Mr. Wills to he present at the

than l'hr; would be able to do if the duty was reduced
considerably.  The duty now is 73 cents per gallon. We
inported in 1890-91, 5,070,000 gallons, according t0 the
Trade and Navigation Returns, upon which we collected
$363,000. Now, 1t would be supposed, at fint glance
that s;(;s_ooo was the amount o 1y paid, but that is

fact. The duty on coal oii is 7} cents per gallon,
then there is 1 cent for inspection, and 1 cent ratc on
Imsrel, which makes 9] cents protective duty on coat oil in
favor of the refiners of Canada. The amount comes to

$466,000 between the duty direct and payment for inspece
tion and duty on harrels. ~ Coal oil is imported from the
othes side by whalesale dealers.  They are supposed to
n:ake thesr prce on the cost of the arttcle, together with
the duty and other charges.  The profit of the wholesale
mporter, 20 per cents, whichsthe orhinary price charged,
will amount, on a total duty and charges of $466,440, to
$93,288, which would make the duty and the inereased
prace, by reason of the duty, tefore it leaves the haads of
the wholesale amporter, $859,726.  The ol passes from
the wholesaleman to small dealers, and they, of course,
place on an average 40 per cent. of protit on the article
owing to the difficulty of keeping oil, and the heavy we
surance involved. 40 per cent. on $559,728 gives $223,-
728, which will be charged as Ymﬁl on the onginal duty
and the profit of the wholesale merchant, which would
make the total, by reason of the duty, $783,639, or nearly
15% cents per gallon.  Suppose the duty was wholly re-
moved, the account would stand thus:  The ongiinal cost
of No. 1 white Awerican oil ut the present time is 7 cents
per gallon in Buffalo.

Mr. SPROULE.
gallon? .

e MACBONALD (turon).  Tmperial gallon,

Some hon. MEMBERS.  No.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). It is not wine gallon,
which is somewhat less than imperial.  Placing the profit
of the imposter at 20 per cent., the cost would be in-
creased by 104 cent, and gaving the small dealers 40 per
cent. profit, as T did 1 the other case, 1t would amount
10 374 cents, which would place the cost to the retailers at
12°8 cents per gallon if the duty were removed.  If you
add 11°S cents to 15°4 cents, the exact figures n the other
case, you gret 27,24 as the price of Amencan od sold in the
Canadian market. It will thus be seen that my caleula.
tion is perfectly correct, because from 27 cents 10 30 cents
per gallon is the price of American oil at retail in the
Canadian market. _Some accounts put in by the Govern-
ment showed that the American oil cost them 3ocents per
gallon. Let me give another calculation. Tt will thus
be scen that the increased cost of imported oil is $753,639
by reason of the duty.  How much do we increase it by
reason of the mcreased price when the duty enables the
Canadian manufacturers to put on as an extra price by
reason of this duty by which they ate protected? The
Canadian people consume about” 15,000,000 gallons of
coal oil, 10,000,000 gallons of Canadian, in addition to
5,000,000 imported.  The wholesale price of Canadian
il at the present time is about 11}4 cents, or rather it
was 12 cents when 1 obtained the o i Supposing
the duty were reduced, we would at least bring Anerican
oil down 10 the same price as Canadian oil, because
Canadian oil is of 2 much inferior quality. We would,
therefore, obtain it at 7 cents per gallon wholesale if we
could obtain American oi! for 7 cents in American
warkets: that is 1o say, 11 cents higher than the pxice for
which we woula be alile tv obtain it if we had reaiprocity,
or 4 cents more than if we had a reasonable duty—6o or
50 per cent. instead of 100 to 125 per cent.  The total
cost of the 10,000,000 gallons of Canadian oil in_ the
wholcale matket would be $ +200,000, 1 c)‘&dudc

Is that wine gallon or imperial

from  this Teul: the a
because  Camadian _retailers  gencrally  deal  direct
with Canadian refinerics. and  the ~middlemen  do

not appear s0 much as dealers in the Canaldian anicle as
they do with respect to American oil.  Taking 40 per
cens. Profit 10 retailers on this sum of $1,200,000, we
have $350,000 as the increased price of the oil, by reason
of the duty, which is given to the Canadian refiners as a
protection,  This brings the sclling price up 10 $1,750,-
000, Ifthe price of Canadian oil were to fall 7 cents,
the price of Amecrican oil, the total amount at wholesale
price and $0 per cent. profit would be $550,000, as com-
pared with $1,650,000, or a saving to the Camadian
people on Canadian oil alone of $700,000. Adding, that
$700,000 to $783,639, which is the amount paid as duty
and inspection ard duty on barrels by the Canadian con-
sumer on imported oil, we have a total amount as the 1
sult of the duty of $1,373.639. We will be met with the
argument that this large duty is necessary to sustain and
develop the oil industry in Canada. A few words, there:
fore, inregard to that industry will bein order.  In 188t
the 1efincrics of Canada employed 379 men.  According
1o the last census hulletin, No. 8, the oil refincrics of
Canada, numbering 20, employed 270 men, or after ten
years of protection, 109 Jess than in 1881, Again, it
would pay the Canadian people to supcrannuate every
man who is cngaged in the refining business in this
countsy.  \Vhat would be the cost? We have 270 men
to deal with.  The average wages of mechanics in cities
and towns in 1889 was $447. Sothese 270 men would
cam ,690 2 year  Supp the country undi )

in addition 10 superannuating the men, 1o lwy up all the
100ls and machinesy in thosc refincrics.  According to
the last census bulletin, the value of machinery and tools
in those refincrics was $516,510.  Further, it would pay
the country to peasion every one of the refiners at $10,-
000 each. ~ There are 20 refinerics, and accotdingly the
sum required would be $200,000.  The total cost, first,
of superannuating the men; sccond, of purchasing the
machinery and tools of the refinerics 3 and third, of super-
annuating cvery refiner, would be $836,200, or a saving
of 3647.339. No hon. gentleman on cither side of the
House can fail to see the fallacy of protecting an industry
which collects from the people such a large sum of money
as docs the coal oil industry, and, as I said at the begin.
ning of my ks, although § am ble to extend.
ing to these men a teasonable protection, it is wrong, 1
think, in the interest of the consuming population of this
country, to cxtend to the refiners a protection of 100 or
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