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ployedl at $4 a day, and, aceording to the tcstimony of Mr.
1Jjobbs (which is uncontradicted), during the whole of the
timie that lie was there, and for whieh lis salary bas heen
charged, lie was lookzing after the installation of the ma-
ehinery. lt is pointed onît that the installation of the
mnachinlerv did not Inean simply the fastening of the machines
(if theY Lad fo bc fastened), hut castings had to he made
f roi a wooden mode], and complieated arrangements had
to beý inade for the purpose of enabling the plant to be put
in p)roper running order. There i8 nothing that I heard that
wonld justify the disallowarnee of any part of the charge
tha.t is made for the disbursements to Mr. Berry, and noth-
ing lias been adduced whieh would justify, I think, even if
it wvere open to me to do so, the charges in respect of flhe
otheri persons who were employed about i he saine job.

Then objection is taken to two other inatters that are
not co(vered by the ternis of the agreement or by any order
ini council. One is the question of interest. It is said that
interesýt lias been chargcd on one sîde, an(1 lias not been
allovved upon the other, and that there should have been a
cousiderable credit on interest account to, the province. The
exact amount appears froni the stateinents which Mr.
Brown, one of the officers of the audit departnient, pre-
pared for a calculation made by hini. It is a sufieient an-
sver to that position, I think, tu say that interest ia not
somiething that the parties are entitled to as of right. The
question, under eur statute, in transactions between party
and party where it is payable la whether t 'he money in re-
spect of which it is charged is payable upon a partîculfar day,
and on certain other circurnstances flot applicable to thla
casýe And also it le usual for a jury to allow intçeat. NLow,
ini this case the practice throughout in the transactionis We
tween the parties was flot to compute the intcrest in the
way- the (Jrown now seeks to have it computed. The pro-
vinicial auiditor did not deal with the accouints on that basis.
Itbliik it is impossible to say that that cati be undone, and
achiarge for interest, such as the Crown now seeks to inake,

cati be, Rllowed.

With regard to the item of insurance, thcre accom-
pauied the agreement a memorandum written by Mr. Dewart,
who was acting for thc company, in which he pointed out
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