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News, Views and Inter-
rogatories.

A letter was recobved yesterday by oa
firm here from a gentleman 1u an Onta-
rlo town, wiio Is a sharcholder in the
Orphan Boy Gold Mintug Co. He says
that < the *Orphan 1oy idle " has
done more 1o * hnock the | vut uf
mining stocks than yuu cae. imatgine.
As a vesult, ali stochs have veteted oat,
and you cannot thtnk of selling stuchs,
If the shareholders and brokers do nut
make sonmie attempt to protect  them-
selves, you might as well * pull in your
shingle.'*  “The weiter sitys that he and
athers will he prepared te subseribe to a
fund to secure a thurough iuvestigiation
of the matter, and to protect the inter-
ests of the shareholders.

[The foregolng fs from 2 recont issuc
of & morning contemnorary. ‘I'hat this
SWINDLE has done much to fnjure the
stock market, and indeed mining, is un-
fortunately but too true. Still, the pre-
valent and strongly expressed sentiment
of condemnation of the acts of the con-
spirators all over the province neces-
sarily results in our favor. No means
are being spared to ** knock the bottom ™
out of this scandalous picce of trickery ;
and lot {t be said to the honor of the
press that no efforts huve been spared
to ventilate the facts surrounding the
attempted transfer of this unfortunite
mine. Itis 1o be hoped that the s gen-
tleman in an Ontario town,” and others
too, will exercise.u little patience and
watch some development work: we've
only. seen the outcroppings thus far.—
Ep.]

The following article wax dictated to
our representative yesterday mormng
by William ‘Templeton. Esq.. mayor
of Vancouver:

*Ia convarsation with Mayor Temple
ton,- he challenged any of the gentlemen
who.are conuecting his name with the
alleged -Orphan Boy swindle to directly
charge bim with any malfeasance or
crookedness in the transaction,”

CORRESPONDENCE.
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Sir,—Allow we a litlle space in your
valuable journul to ask a few pertinent
questions in reference to what 1s now
generally termed the **Orphan Boy’
swindle.

1. How can J. W. Haskins hold the
Orphan Boy Gold Miuing Co. Jiable for

3. H 1t costs but 8100 for two trips to

. Revaolstone and return for the vresident

and manager, why s the accommadating
seeretary -treasurer, . A, Brown, patd
3100 for one return trip? Has the ine
ereased  reminneg itfun anything to do
with the secretary’s slience about e
judgment »

4 Why dit (he scretary upen the
books of the compauy ou or about the
PISUaf April, 1595, and transfer Hashins:
stoch to Lemplgton, when he had nou-
fied sharcholbers Jn March that the

and not that of the company ? I‘
|
l
|
|
|

. ook of the company were clused agatnst
them withyut WSSIZHING any reuson

. to desist from shaghtering bis stock to
|
the exclusion of treasury shares ?

cash he. clalms to have advanced on )

September 7th, 1806, more than one
month previous to the existence of the
company, the letters of incorporation
having been issued on October 16th,
1896 ?

2. What authority bas J. W, Haskins
for charging the sum of $100 for two
trips te Revelstoke and return, when he
was in Vancouver on his own. b

dence one ou this side would have in.

9 Why did the seeretary-treasurer
and board of directors uot compel the
bresident aud manager, J. W, Haskings,

6. Why was W, Haskans' stock made
out in blank and sold to the public as
treas ny stock ? Surely the secretary,
H. A. Brown, was aware of all this; and '
yet he tovk no action to protect. tuose |
who were paying jnm his salury for that !
purpose.

Did H. A. Brown receive In cash

!
B {
the modest sum of $772.33 cluimed to |
have been paid him by the president and {
wmanager in his bill of particulars ? |
8. What has become of the surplus of !
$3.200 stated to have been m the trea- |
sury on Decomber Tth, 1596, after piy- I
ment of allhabilities 2 Yet the prestdent i
and manager claims, in ns bifl of par- |
ticulars, that a considerabie liability |
existed at that time. !
Now, Mr. Editor, 1 subnut that this |
inigquitous transaction calls for a4 most |
thurungh investigation upon the part of |
the goverument, and those found guilty
of wrevking this most promising com- |
pany should be rigorously dealt with. i
A Vierin.,

Vancouver, B (. May 1sth, 1597,

!

['The averments i thas letter are, if{

True, wost serivus ones, aud woour next |
issue we will repurt the resalt of our

mauiries.  Of course, all these matters

“will come out iy court: but Justice, E

while it comes duwn with benls of tron. 1

travels with svles of lead.—Ep. | i

1

BRITISH CAPITAL.

A wearlthy English capitalisy, in a re-
cent letter to a correspondent i Toronto |
on the subject of investmeont of British |
money in Canadian mines. gives the fol- ’
lowing advice to owners of mining pros-
pects who are trying to sell in the old !
country, He says:

* T could placo three or four good pro- |
perties here, if the owners wonid only be |
content to take shares instead of cash at |
present. I find every ono wanting from
§1,000 10 £25,000 in cash for a mere pros. |
peet of forty acres. ‘They are only spoil-
ing thelr chances. How much better
would it be, and how wmuch more confi-

- koep their propertles.”

don’t want moro than $500 cash in &
month, and one-fifth of the share capital
of any company formed to work the pro-
perty.’ Take it that the capital. was
$250,000, he would gov 850,000 in fully

paid up shares, non-assessable; and if
ho agreed to pool thow, I could readily.

sell them at 7s. 6d. or 10s. if the mine
went on well during the sinking of »
couple of shafts. "Tho $500 would pay
him for his outlay on the property, in-
cluding two or three good roports, assays,
sanples, plans, ote. Men won't put up
capital here to dovelop prospocts and puv
over §500 10 cash for them. Their own-"
ers either must stand in- and' take the
risks of the things turning out well, or
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INTERVIEW... E

British Pacific Gold Property Com-
pany.

o

. .

On Tuesday lust Mr. W.J, Dowier,
secretary of the above named company,
was a guest at one of aur leading hotels.
Upon being shown a letter which has
recefved much publicity,. bearing date.
Aprll 22nd, 1807, and addressed to Sir
Henri Joly de Lotbintere, he was asked :

We notico that considerable publicity
has been given your company by the
action of Sir lenri Joly do Lotbinjere
in a letter from you contafning a pro-
position submitted to bim on bebalt of
your company ?

“So 1 porceive. Sir Honrl has evi-
dently undertaken to kill two birds with
one stoune, and no doubt he thinks he
has succeeded. He has sucured a little
free advertising for the company, and
not a little for himself, but the cooking
i yot to be done, and the broth may not
be to his liking.” -

Was the letter yon sent him intended
for publication ?

“Certainly not: it was of a strictly
private characier—the envelope was, to
the best of my recollection, marked
* porsonal,” to incicate that the letter
was Intended for him alone. At any
rato, there was nothing in the Jletter
which would authorize or warrant its
publication.”

What does your company think of
Sir Henrl's course In this matter ?

‘“I cannot presume to speak for the
company without instructions.”

Well, perhaps you have no objectious
to giviug your own impressions in regara
to it ? .

**As for myself, I have no hesitation
in saying that.the action taken by Siy
Henrl in this lustance is without & par-
allel in the history of the mining fndus.
try of this country. I have been areader
of the Montreal Witness for manv years
and havo always respected it, for {ts inde-
pendent course and fts champfonship of
what it believed to be right in the public
interest. I can nelthor-add to its repu-
tution nor-detract from iv if T would.
But uelther the ‘Witness nor Sit Henrl is




