
Trust required him to London et this ^ 
time. He wee not drawing any direc

te the best of hie knowledge end be
lief, end without wishing to go to any 
detailed calculation, the 'cables that 
he thought were relevant, and It la 
hie opinion that 200 pounds Is a con
servative estimate of the amount spent 
on cables on behalf of the Reid Com
pany business.

Now, the agent Is not bound to car- 
y on an extensive cable- correspond
ence wlh his principal, and any dis
bursement of that kind, I submit, he 
Is entitled to recover; and If you will 
look at the correspondence which has 
been Included In the volume, I sub
mit, It Is clear that most of the cab
les that passed were due to the fact 
that we could not get proper Instruc
tions or proper data, or reports from 
the Reid Company, and that at least 
halt the cables would never have pas
sed If we had, had this. Information In 
our possession.

Then there are two sums of 876 
pounds for expenses of Major Mac
Donald and Mr. Greenwood in com
ing to Newfoundland. It all comes 
down to the same question In regard 
to both ^these trips. Were the tripe 
reasonable in the Interests of the Reid 
Company.—the Reid business? Was 
the expenditure Justified in the inter
ests of the Reids? An agent is en
titled to make a reasonable disburse
ment for necessary services on be
half of his. principal, and this Is par
ticularly so where, as in this case, we 
were'doing nothing else but Reid 
business at his request and with his 
knowledge. The first trip was a 
trip of Major MacDonald to Newfound
land in August 1920. Major Mac
Donald’s trip was spoken of when Mr. 
R. Q. Reid was over In London In 
June, and when he came out • here 
In July he thought that It would be 
a great thing tor Major MacDonald 
to come out to Newfoundland and get 
to know local conditions and study 
out tho situation on the spot; to get 
to know the Reid business in a gene
ral way and to get to know its per
sonnel; and that was the object of his 
visit After all, if the visit had the 
full approval of. the vice-president of 
the Reid Company, It does not lie In 
the mouth of the Reid Co., to say that 
It was not In the interests of the Reid
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Supreme Court penses. But the Armstrongs were to 
get a clear profit of 2,600 pounds a 

and I think
2 CHRISTIE COMEDIES

year out of their agency 
that these sums which were paid to 
the Trust and its directors can hard
ly be considered as what my learned' 

! friend hae called them—huge sums. 
If we add to the 2,600 pounds a year 
the expenses which the Armstrongs 
had in sending engineers to Newfound
land or any place else, we will find 

‘ that the Trust did not receive any
thing more than It was proposed by 
the Reids to pay to Armstrongs ; and 

1 the Armstrongs would have been en- 
j titled, in addition to this pleer profit 
i of 2,500 pounds a year, to such pro- 
' fits as they made out of their con
tracts.

Now, my Lord, the next matter to 
which I would call attention is our 
claim for certain disbursements, and 
these have been classified under three 
or four heads, which will make them 

! very simple of being dealt wtlh.
I The first Is for cables, and I ask 
i your Lordship to take Into consldera- 
I tlon whether we have discharged the 
onus of proof In rqgsrd to the 200 
pounds which we claim on this ac
count; and here again, I think I 

, should call attention to my learned 
friends suggestion that it there were 
800 pounds worth- of cahier In twenty 
volumes In the Trust office, they have 
not been disclosed. That le Incor
rect Everything hae been disclosed

(Continued from 8th page.)
That is the only one which

™]d have reference to the Trust,1 The 400 pounds a month Is 
dip çii advance td the three dlrec- 
5 on their pertonal commission 
$i and the Reid Company will get 
dit for that when the settling of 
personal commission note arises, 
think the chief argument against 
defendants’ contention is that 

re is no evidence whatever that 
ie navments were to be looked

ike care to note whichNext time you see a woman buying si 
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pvas never contem- 
payments were 

was not stipulated 
r were Paid either
tremission that the 
let credit for these

Company's business. It ie not my in
tention to go over the ground cover
ed by my learned frtond, Mr. Howley 
as to what Greenwood did while he 
wee here. I think I have shown that 
in so tar as there Is any evidence of 
hostility, it all points to the fact that 
If he was hostile, he was made hostile 
by the previous hostility of the Reid 
Company, So that that trip Is a trip 
which we should be also paid for.

Now there seems to be some error 
to connection with the solicitors’ bill, 
and I do not know how It occurred. 
Frankly, I think It Ie an error on the 
part of Mr. Hughee who has included 
one bill and not another, because I 
passed upon these accounts myself In 
London. However, it is quite clear 
that we cannot claim for the £625 
which was chiefly concerned with ad
vising the Trust as to its position un
der the various commission agree
ments, when the trouble arose first

The rest of the bills are, I submit, 
thoroughly applicable to the Reids. 
An agent is now bound to incur and 
pay for solicitors* accounts on behalf 
of his principal. The account for the 
Gander for £135 Is obviously an ex
penditure for which the Reid Com
pany ie responsible. It might very 
easily be that owing to complication» 
of title and bo forth the solicitors’ hill 
might be more than the agent's corn- 

absurd to say

bts towards spécifié 
rounds a month 

a retaining fee, 
I you like to call It, 

Greenwood per- 
a payment to the 

"at gets no bene- 
hrough Greenwood 
work. The 175 
a Payment to- 

fllces and salaries 
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the brain 
system.

Small Greeii
Cabbage, etc, } mission, so that It Is 

[ that the agent should pay the solici- 
[ tor’s bill.

My learned friends object to a small 
I bill for £25 In connection with the 
I slate quarry, and your lordship has 
| pointed out that we have no evidence 
j that these servicee were rendered by 
I Messrs. Parker and Hammond. I 
I am compelled to agree with that. We 
| certainly did have these services per- 
| formed for the Reids, but If my learn- 
| ed friends insist upon having strict 
. proof, I am afraid that I cannot Insist 

upon the bill.
1 Now, there Is' the claim by the 
1 Reid Company that they are entitled 
I to have theee sums amounting to 

$46,000.00 paid to the Trust and the 
Trust Directors credited to the Reid 
account, as It were. In the settling of 
the commission or the quantum. The 
first one that I would draw attention 
to Is the $2,000.00 paid to Thomson 
for his expenses when he came over 
to Engalnd front British Columbia in 
March, 1921. Now, it is obvious frdm 
the contention plut forward by my 
learned friend that he wai sent for 
as a director of the Retd Newfound
land Co.,, by Its president, to go over 
to London. However, It Is quite im
material whether h* went over tnère 
as a director of the Reid Newfound
land Company or not. He was sent 
tor by Reid; he was cabled tor by 
Reid on several occasions. 1 He can
not be expected to ply that himself. 
He was out in British Columbia ou 
his own personal work.
Trust work. Reid knew 
there, and Reid person 
him. There Is no evldi

ttonal upon the terms of the lease 
being complied with, and even it we 
had notice (all of which we deny) It 
still has to be borne In mind that the 
Reid Company paid beyond the period 
of termination of the lease under the 
notice, because the right to terminate 
the lease expired In December 1928, 
and they paid in March 1924, so that 
whatever notice was given It has been 
waived by the payment of amounts 
under the agreement subsequent to 
the expiry of the notice.

MR. HOWLEY—The positiob ls that 
the Reid Company paid to the end of 
the,Term which they understood was 
the short term of the lease.

HON. MR. JUSTICE KENT—The 
Conroy evidence le that they paid rent 
afterwards.

MR. EMERSON—There Is no ques
tion about the fact that because Mr. 
Hughes has proved It So that In re
gard to the claim for rent, whatever 
notice hae been given has been waiv
ed, and I submit that no proper notide 
had been given, and that in any event, 
there were not entitled to give any 
notice.

ich, dear ,
icntire system, 
action relieves 7 
its you in trim.
in Canada
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MR. EMERSON—No, I think we 
claim the rent up to the date of judg
ment.

KENT, J.

that was paid to the Trust has been 
! charged up to the Products Corpora
tion. I ;nake that statement without 
any limits whatever, with the excep
tion of one or two items that were 
paid to Thomson for Railway Services, 
that is, the $25,000 and his directors 
tees. I thlqk that is a correct state
ment .and on the, authority of the case 
of Qroebie, Sellers and Qoellng Trus
tees of the insolvent estate of Manuel 
vs. Job Bros. & Co., tried here in 1922 
and the Judgment of the Chief Justice 
in that case I nay that the Reid Co.. 
should'not claim for a second payt 
ment of theee amounts.

junction between them. Yon get the 
I benefit in any case.

MR. EMERSON—-On the Humber I 
would like to make reference to one 

1 case of Green vs. Bartlett, 14 Common 
Bench, New Series at Page 681. I 

j would like your Lordship to give con
sideration to that case. It Is of value 
on the substantial performance of the 
work that we were employed to per
form.

I do not think that there Is anything 
more that I need deal with. I have 
endeavoured to be as short as possible 
and I thank your Lordship tor the pa
tience which you have displayed in all 
that I have had to say.

-Ia that so?KENT, J.
MR. EMERSON—Yes you will find 

It in Mr. McNeil's evidence.
MR. HOWLEY—I think you will 

: find that some of them have been 
| charged up and some have not.
! MR. EMERSON— They are all charg-^ 
, ed up except one or two items of 
, Thomson’s. But everything that was 

, and everything

-T6en It brings up the 
question of the validity of. this notice 
and the effect of 117 

MR. EMERSON—Yes. In regard to 
the whole of these payments, to the
Trust’ and the Trust Directors I would ________
call your attention to the fact that ' to Greentfood,
all. these amounts have fyeen repaid 
to the Reid Company—every cent of 
them, has been paid to the Reid Com
pany by the Power and Paper Com-- 

.AH these amounts have beenpany. j 
charged up to the Power and Paper 
Co,, or as it was then the Products 
Corporation.

MR. HUNT-You do not claim for 
rent, you claim £175 a quarter?

MR. EMERSON—When I say rent, 
I mean your proportion of the rent 
end salaries.

KENT, J.—Under that letter?
MR. EMERSON—Yes, and all these 

amounts have been charged up to the 
Power and Paper Company, and are 
included in the $600,000 which has

My lea
friend himself was engaged In 
ease with me and 1 think he will i 
with me that that 1» the basis 
which the Judgment was founded, 
case l.as not yet been reported li 
printed reports but the Judgtuent I 
file In-the Registry.

MR. HOWLEY—We are not el 
tor to be paid these amounts; w< 
claiming to get them oft.

MR. EMERSON—A set off Is 
same as payment 

KENT, J.—There la really no

In that event we Claim for 
one year’s rent, from March 1921 to 
1926. 1 (

KENT, J.—Is that claimed? ^ WC HARD HUDNUT
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