S < LA
- Martin Pentz, Master.. .. .. .. o0 oo vv ev ve ve oe oo .. $900 00
Dawson Cleversey, mate.. .. .. .. o0 vv oo ve ve e o o 700 00
Russell Pentz, cook.. .. .. o vv i ve v vr v e o e s 300 00
. (Albert Backman) (this man is dead).. .. .. .. .. .. 300 00

L. E. Johuscn, another of the crew scems to be a United States subject and
Andrew Woodfine belongs to Newfoundland.

To the awards mude to the captain and crew above mentioned, should be
added ‘nterest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of
January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of
settlement. S

. ‘This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, ce.tegories (1) and (9) and I find $6,700.00 fair compen-
sation to the claimants of the Industrial, and $2,200.00 as specified, to the
captain and crew, with interest as above stated.

JAMES FRIEL,

Commisstoner.
November 3, 1926.

CLASS “B”

Tiue Late CoaissioNER PuasLey’s DECISIONS APPROVED BY
CoMMissIONER FRIEL

“LUSITANIA”

Case Amount
No. Claimant : Nature of Claim - Claimed Decision
$ cts. $ cts.
759 |Amory, Mrs. Pliocbe. .. |Personal injury and personal effects.......... 12,720 00 6,560 00
760 |Charles, J. H........... ‘e “ . 1,541 85! . 1,541 85
e 761 . |Hire, Mrs. Elcanor.. ... |Loss of life and personal effects.............. 13,280 00, 850 00
762 |James, Mrs. V...........|Personal injury and personal effects.......... 11,000 00} 10,500 00
763 {Lines, Mr. and Mrs. Stan-{Personal effects............o.oo i 850 00, 850 00
ey.

764 |Lockhart, R.R......... Personal injury and personal effects.......... 1,859 15 1,859 15 °
765 |l.ohden, Mra. Sarah R...|Personal eflecta...............coooiveniinnns 714 87 714 87
766 I1Stewart, Mrs. Christina.. “ “ 369 19 369 19
767 [Padley, Mrs. F. Mo Personal injury and personal effects.......... 11,0680 39] 11,689 39
7 Aitken, Miss Chrissie.. . . i L 10,085 00 8,005 00
769 {Adams, Mrs, . {dec’d)JLossof life......... ... .o .| Not stated 2,000 00
770 Beattie, Allan M......... Losg of life, personal injury and personal in-| 20,220 00] 15,220 00

effeets. .

771 [Bohan,Jas............. Personal injury, personal effects und expenses] 88,410 25f 51,471 20
772 [Chapman, Mrs. E........ Personal irjury and personal effects.......... 6,300 00 5,000 00
713 |Crooks, Mrs. Agnes.. ... |Lose of life and personal effects.......... ... 60,200 00} 20,200 00
774 {Colebrook, H. G........ Personal effects. . ....cooveviviiraranrae cnne 485 00 485 00
775 |Hadden, Mrs. M......... Loss of life and personal effects............. 40,700 00| 21,020 00
776 |Harris, Isaacher........ " o 11,500 00 1,200 00
777 {Home, Thos.............|Personalinjury and personal effects....... 5,505 59 5,505 59
778 |Lawlor, Mrs. Deoris...... o e 1,580 35 1,580 35
779 {McMurmay, L. L...... ... “ o 3,900 00 3,900 00
780 {McMurtry, Mrs. G......|Loss of life and personal effects..o........... 102,100 00} 49,050 00
781 ,\lgrcll, Estate of Mrs, M.|Personal effects and expenses................ 8,750 00 8,725 00
782 |Morris, Rev. H.C. t....|Personal effects................... P 3,004 00 3,004 00
783 [Parks, W. H.............{Pcrsonal injury and personal effects.......... 10,000 0, 2,500 00
784 |Powell, Estate of George|Loss of life and personal effect8..eceeeennnn -102,020 00] 27,920 00
——eeen .- --785 |Rogers, P. W............|Personsl injury and personal effects.......... 7,513 75 7,188 76
786 |Rogers, Mrs. H. E....... Lossof life.................. ee e e 40,000 00! 13,500 00
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“LUSITANIA"—Continued
Case Claimant Nature of Claim Amount Decision
No. Claimed
$ cts. $§ cta.
787 |Rumble, Mrs. Minnie.. ..|Loss of life and personal effects.............. 20,850 00 5,850 00
788 |Rumble, Mrs. Elizabeth [Loss of life.......... .. .. . . 7 100,000 00! - 50,00 00
789 |Waites, Mrs. P, E....... " R S 3,000 00 3,000 00
796 McColm, Mrs. C. H. S |Personal injury and personal effects..... .. 11,516 50 9,016 50
79 [Bingham, Estate of Alice|Loss of life and personal effects. . ... . .. 5,350 00 3,550 00
792 |Davis, Mrs. E. C....... [Pereonal effects.... ........ ... .. " 100 00} Dismissed
e —did not
appear
793 Hones, Mrs. Eliz......... Lossoflifo............... ... . 5,000 00]. .. ¢
794 McParland, J. F...... . INo particulars supplied............. . 7| Not stated o
COMMISSIONER FRIEL'S DECISIONS
T 795 |Lintott, Perey A......... Lossof life of brother. . ... .. ... . . ] 10,000 00 Dismislie(l
—no ae-
i i -~ pendeney
796 [Nelson, Hugh H........ Death of debtor on “Lusitania® ... ... o 400 00] Indirect.
Dismissed
707 T]ml Royal Bank of Can-|Judgment against R. N. Davey, drowned . . . 1,554 13 “
ada.
708 |Strauss, Louis.. ... ... Death, Julivs Strauss............. . . 25,000 00] Dismissed
. —no infor-
- mation
799 [Clarke, ¥. W... ... IDeath of wife and loss of personal effects ...| 49,061 00 (;unr;ot
ocate
claimant
- 800 |Coristine, James & Co.,[Salary and expenses advanced fo buyer who 372 80} Dismissed.
td. was drowned. Indirect
801 (Herbert, EL V... ... fLossof life of wife............ ... 5,520 50 Dismissed
—no proof
802 fAdams, Allan H......... Personel injury nnd personal effects...... . .| 20,850 00 8,850 00
£03 |Boyle, James......... ... o “oo 800 00 1,200 00
804 Bishop, J. F............ |Personal effects,.. ...... 700 00 700 00
805 IBartley, Mrs. M....... .. Loss of life and rzisvaat effects. ... ... 6,450 00 3,450 00
808 [Burley, Estate of, Reuben Personal effects .. 2,500 00 2,500 00
807 |Bull, Estate of Elizabeth|Porsonal effects. ... ... .0 77" 1,500 00 1,000 00
808 [Copping, R.V........... Loss of life and personal effects 147,108 00 4,000 00
809 |Chabot, Mrs. Samh E...|l0ss of lifo... 47,6815 00| 30,000 00
810 [Dowrley, Mrs. Gertrude|T.oss of life. . 30,000 00 5,000 00
ST T B8 S {Farrow Robt LT Personal effects and personal injury.......... 632 88 632 88
812 |Frost, I, R.. .00 |Personal effocts. .. oo W 45 600 445 60
813 |Gould, Mrs, Jane. .. " Lossoflife............. ... . .00 10,000 00| 10,000 00
814 |Hanes, D.A............. Personal injury and personal effects.. ... .. 30,488 66 15,488 66
315 [Henshaw, Mrs. M,.... ... o o 11,000 00 5,000 00
A 816 Henn, Gea. W, (dec’d)...|T.oss of life and personal effects.............. 10,000 00] - 2,500 00
‘ 817 {Johuson, 1, J.. ... Loss of life and personal effects........ ... 10,000 00 1,300 00
813 lLaurcnson, Fstates of [Personal effects............ ... .. ... 00777 1,556 00f 1,550 00
Edward & Flizabeth.
819 | Matthews, Mrs. M. E... .[Lossof life.................... ... P 40,000 00 16,000 00
820 Monison, Mrs.J......... e 100,000 00} 40,000 00
821 |MeCormick, Mrs. M.. .. ILoss of lifo and personal effects Not stated 300 00
822 (McFayden, H......... . Personal injury and personal effects..........| = 10,650 00 1,400 00
823 |Marshall, Mrs. F. E.. ... Personal effects............... ... .. 511 75 511 75
- e o824 |Lambert, John....... +---|Loss of life and personal effects. . . . . 35,750 00 3,750 00
825 [Sweet, F. H....... [ " Persotaleffects............... .. ... 880 700 00
B 826 [Sandells, Thos. (dec'd).. |Loss of life and personal effects. . .. . 2,009 50 1,000 00
827 |Sorensen, Soren.......... Personal effects.... . P, 573 00 573 00
8§28 gmit{n, geo ........ .. f'l‘ o SNSRIy PRETIAIENS o 515653 % o ?053 %
829 [Smith, Win..... e Loss of life of wife and personal effects. ... .. ' ,
830 |Sidwell, M=s. M. .. Loss of life of husband................. .. ... 15,000 00| 15,000 00
: 831 [Thursfield, Harry. ersonal effects......... .. .. .. 0T 500 00 1,000 00
: 832 |Thomas, C, It..... .. D ., 1,846 00 1,816 00
) 833 |Urquhart, Mrs, H...... ILoss of life of sister and personal effects. ... . Not stated 1,000 00
; 834 |Waring, Chas. F... |Lossof life of father....... .. .. .. ' 10,000 00| 5,000 00
; 835 |Daly, Harold M. ersonal effeets..... ... ... .. . 00000 487 85 487 85
{ 836 |Elliott, Mrs, A. L, --|Loss of life of husband and personal effccts. .. 21,877 00} 16,877 00
3 837 [Holt, W.R.G....... ... Personaloffects..............0o0euennnon, 600 600 00
§ 838 H‘?n‘)]m%nd. Estato of Mrs “ s e e 5,023 00 3,800 00
1 ohn F.
4 839 |Lady M. E. Allan -|Personal injury, personal effocts and expenses| 61,875 02] 48,573 20
_ 840 |Burdon, A. T Personal injury and personal effects.......... 16,247 50 6,000 00
841 [Davis, Mrs, 1. “ « Ceeeiienas _,2,05000 1,50000
- ; .. 842_1Emond, Mrs.-M.-Z. :|Loss of life-r ST ST 0T 30,000 00 70,000 00
. 843 |Stowart, Mras. F. J “ e te et s ot eeiasnrenrnnraaanan ..{ 20,000 00{ 15,000 00
844 ISturdy,C. F..... +++++..|Porsonal injury and personal effects.......... 7,250 000 7,250 00
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“LU911‘AVIA"—COMluded

Claimant Nature of Claim Amount Decision
Claimed

/ ¢  cta.
Walker, Mrs. A, H._. Personal effects. oo 70T oTTon T 3,800 00

Bodell, Est, of Thomas, |Loss of lifo and personal el'focts ............. 51,500 00
Galbraith, Mrs, L. M... Los& ot( life, personal injury and personal] 51,460 00
cffects,
Fulton, Estate of J. N.. [Loss of life and personal effects 80,750 00
\hrtin Miss R Perzonal effects, ote 644 50
Phair, Mrs. L. H Loss of lile and personul effcets 45,125 00,
Pells, Mrs. Mary A Personal i mjury and personal effects 2,453 05
Tijou, W. E : 10,500 00
Duguid, Mrs. 1 Personal effects 255 11
Osborne. Mrs. A M. “ . 2,665 73
Beattie, Rev.J. A - |Loss of life of wife and personal effects 15,810 67
Bilbrough, Geo. W......|Personal offects ............................ 461
Bergen, Mrs, C Personal i m)ury and personal effocts. 7,470 00
Benson Mrs. L. 2,290 70
Personal effects, tools, ete T 2,222 00
Personal injury and personal effects.......... 10,672 55
Personal injury........ .o 5,000 00
Personal in, lf}ury. personal effects, ete 8,864
Freeman, J. Personal ~flects
Gillen, Mrs. J. A.. Loss of life of husband and personal effects. .
Huli, Mrs. W. M Personal injury and personal effects..........
Personal effects.. ...t
Nicholson, (xllbert Loss of life of son and personal cﬁ'cc(s
Pirie, Robinson (dec‘d) Personal effects
Smith, Mes. B. M. W...|Loss of life of hushand and personal efTects...
Sumner, Thomas........|{Personal effects
Tarry, Edward .........|Personal injury and personal effects..........
Weir, Mra. M. W Loss of lifo of husband..
Woolven, E. V. (dec'd) Personal effects
Wilson, Mre. I. Personal injury and pcrsonnl effects. ...
Whaley, R. V
Booth, C. H Loss of life of wife and personal effects
Orr-Lewis, Sir F. (dec'cl) Personal i mjury m}d pononnl effecta..
Mathows, A, T'... .. 2 .
Brown, W Personal effects
Tevinson, Jos. Jr. Personal injury und personal effects ,
~Taylor, R. L... S T 1,309 75
Kaye, Kathleel ... |Personal effects PR “1Dealt “with
by British
authorities
Neems, Mrs. M. E..... {Loss of life of husband Dealt with
by British
i . authoritics
Mcllroy, Mrs. A ILoss of life of husband. Withdrawn
Carle, S.J Loss of lifc of daughter No action—
cannot
: locate
Ryerson, (‘ 8. (dee’d)..|Loss of life of wife and personal effeets. . ... .{Not stated |[No %cti‘on;
: sco Gal-
. braith claim
Phillips, Mrs. M........ Loss of life and personal effects 2,600 00|No action,
not a Can-
) - adian.
love, Mrs. B Loss of life of son Not stated |No action, a
British
claim
Handford, C. B.........|Personal effects............oooveiivinninnan. 650 00| No action.
\Warner, Mrs. A Loss of life of son 700 00 Cannot
trace
claimant
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Stones, Norman .|Loss of life of wife Not stated
Personal effects........ . 3,847 61 7,500 00
Clarke, Mrs. M. L Loss of life of husband and personal effects... 125,000 00 7,500 00
Hyman, Mrs. Ethel.....|Loss of life of husband and personal effects...| 34,750 00} 12,750 00

2,175,431 04} 840,861 79
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DECISION
Case 759
Re MRs. PiiroBe AMoRy

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1915, and is filed as follows:—

1. Personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... £9,900 00

2. Medical attendance, nursing, ete.. .. .. .. .. .. .. 100 00

3. Personal cffects and jewelry.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2,720 00

Total.. .. . co oo Lol $12,720 00

T At asittings held “before me at-Toronto on October 12, 1923, Mrs, Amory’
appear.d ard gave evidence.  She stated that she is a resident of Toronto and has
resided in Canada for forty years. She is a widow and was a passenger on the
Lustiama, proof of which is on file. As to the effects lost, she stated that she
was making her first trip to England for thirteen years and had considerable
jewelry with her. She valued this at a lump sum of $400. She also had cash
to the amount of 8500, which was deposited with the purser. At the time the
vessel was struck she was taking a bath and was obliged to jump into a life-boat
only partly dressed. This hoat was smashed to pieces, she was thrown into the
water and remained there for 2 hours before she was picked up. She was landed
at Queenstown, Ireland and was in a hospital for 4 or 5 days, when she went to
London, England. She stated that her left side has been almost paralyzed
since then, and the doctor’s certificate shows that she was bruised from head to
foot and suffered a rupture in the right lower abdomen. Prior to this she had
always enjoyed good health and is now 65 vears of age and unable to do any
housework.

She endeavoured to have her doctor appear and give evidence as to the
extent of her injury but this had not been done. S
©  Inastatement on file furnished by Mrs. Amory to the British Reparation
Claims Department and stamped received “April 20, 1915” a list of the property
lost is given as follows:—
Money.. .. o0 o vt vl e o e s e e e e e .. .. $600 00
Jewelry.. .. o oo ool o 400 00
Clothing.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .0 .. .. .. ... .. . 500 00

Eye glasses.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 25 00
Return ticket to Toronto.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... 50 00
Trunks. . .. .. . i o e e e e e e el e 25 00
Twobags.. .. .. .. ..o o 25 00
One valise.. .. .. .. .. v vt ot vt o e e e 10 00
Presents to friends.. .. .. .. oo oo o L. 25 00

Total.. .. .o oo vn oL 81,660 00

Lists giving greater details of the various items comprising these losses are also
on file and from an examination of the same, I find that if I were to allow $500.00
for money lost and $1,010 for personal effects jewelry, clothing, ete., that it
would be sufiicient to cover this item. This would make a total in this respect
of $1,510, which T allow.

I allow for medical attendance in England the sum of $25.00 and also $25.00
for similar medical attention in Canada. As both the physicians attending the
—claimant were.in-Toronto-but-did no!-appear-L>fore me, I think-that-if T-allow - -

ngrm :,‘_,,A:{_v, T T NG N el £ 2 ¢ ¥ -
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her $5,000.00 for personal injury, it will be sufficient. This makes a total amount
allowed by me for the whole claim of $6,660.00, to which I think should be added
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of
the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

_ WM. PUGSLEY - -
_ Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 760
~ Re Joseru H. CHarLes

This is a claim filed by a British subiect who was born at Perth, Ontario,
Canada and who now resides in the City of Toronto. The claim arises out of: the
sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915, and is as

follows:—
1. Personal effects.. .. .. .. oo vt vt ee e ve v ov .. .8 541 85
2. Personal injury.. .. .. .. .... ... .. .. .. .. ... 1,000 00
Total.. .. .. vt it vt it it e ee et e e ve ee .a .. 81,641 85

The claimant appeared before me at a sittings held at Toronto on October 8,
1923 and gave evidence, His name appears on the passenger list of the vessel
as well as that of his daughter Mrs, Dora Lawler, who has made a separate claim,
He swore that both he and his daughter were both thrown into the water and
floated about with the aid of life preservers for over three hours when they
were picked up. He suffered for some time after his return to Canada from the
shock, but at the time of the hearing he had practically recovered. He also
swore that the detailed statement of effects on file was a fair and reasouable

... cstimate of the values. '

There is also filed a medical certificate made by Dr. "H. . Beatty, of =~~~
Toronto, dated September 10, 1921, covering the duration of the injury sustained
by the claimant,

Upon a review of the evidence and the documents on file, T have no reason
to doubt that the elaimant has succeeded in establishing a good claim for com-
pensation, both in respect of personal cffects lost and the personal injury sus-
tained, I have decided therefore, to recommend that the total amount of this
claim, namely, $1,541.85 be allowed and that interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum be added thereto from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles (January 10, 1920) until the date of settlement.

WILLIAM PUGSLEY,
—_— Commissioner.

DECISION
v Case 761
Re Mgs, ELeaNor Hine

This is a ciaim on behalf of the estate of Alice Margaret Calterback, a sister
of the claimant who was drowned in the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915, The claim filed is as follows:— ‘

(1) For loss of life of-sister: .- rrerrrrrrerer-$12,000.00- .

(2) Personal effects of sister.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 128000
520078 .
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With reference to the claim for nersonal property, I find that in the first

statement of claim declared to on March 25, 1919, the cash is stated at

$1,500, and the jewelry and other personal belongings at $1,650, making a

total of the amount of claim at 83,050. In a second declaration made December

12, 1921, the cash is stated at $500; clothing $400, jewelry $230 and trunks

S -~ —-and-other personal belongings at $150,-the -total being -$1,280: However; at a

hearing held before me on October 11, 1923, in her testimony Mrs, Hine states

that the cash was 8500, the jewelry $200 and the other belongings $150 making a
total of €850, which I accept as being correct,

The claimant was born in England and has resided in Canada for about
thirteen years. She is a married woman and produced a certificate from the
Agent of the Cunard Line as to her sister’s presence on the Lusitania at the time
the vessel was sunk. The sister’s name also appears on the passenger list for this
vessel, T T o

It appears from the evidence that the claimant’s mother had died in England
and her sister was going to Scotland to look after the houschold and take care of
the father. The mother’s death, following so closely by the drowning of the sister
was & great shock to her father, and he had to have help at home, so that the
claim for loss of life is really made on behnlf of the father, because he was
dependent upon the deceased for the management of his household, and as a
result of her death he had to hire help to attend to him.

The father was about 76 ycars of age at the time and the deceased sister
was the eldest of the family and had been employed as a stenographer, earning
about $18.00 per week,

I think that if the claim had been presented by the father of the deceased
to the British Reparation Claims Department on the ground that he was depend-
ent upon his daughter, whe was on her way to Tdinburgh to take care of him
when she was drowned, it might well have been entertained by that department.
I think, however, that as he is not and never has been n resident of Canada I can-
not entertain the claim on his behalf for the loss of life for the amount of
$12,000 and I am obliged to disallow it. o
s e oo - CThe-amount-which -I-allow;-therefore;-to~-Mre.~Eleanor -Hine -the-olaimant -

before me is the sum of $850.00 for loss- of personal property of her deceased
sister as being made on behalf of her estate, to this sum should be added interest
at the rate of 5 per cent from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WILLTAM PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 762
Re Miss VIOLET JAMES

PR

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the SS. Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915, and is as follows:—

1. Personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... ... ... 810,000

2. Personal effects.. .. .. .. cv o ot it e e e e e 1,000

Total.. .. .. .. .00 o0l el .. 811,000
- At a sittings held at Toronto on October 12, 1923, the claimant appeared and
- gave cvidence. She stated that she was born in the Isle of Man, England and
that she has lived in Canada for about 12 years. She is a graduate nurse and
~was Superintendent_of the Calgary_Branch _of the Victorian Order of Nurses. . . . __
Rhe was a passenger on the Lusitania and was going to England as a war nurse,

B L LT e s P A A
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T T e : WM. "PUGSLEY;
52007—8} Commissioner.

but first to visit her people. She filed a trunk check as evidence to support her
statement that she was on the vessel. There is also a newspaper clipping with a
picture of her holding a life belt. She was practically blown into the water,
finally pulled into a life boat, and subsequently suffered broken hiealth and a
nervous breakdown. She is unable to carry on her duties as a nurse, and
upon her return to Toronto was given-w-position-as permanent night nurse-in the
Riverdale Hospital but after being on duty for two or three wecks was taken
ill and was off for a month. She tried to go back again but could only stand
it for six nights.

She had nice clothing with her and some jewelry and had been carning a
salary of about $55.U0 a month in Dr. Braithwaite’s office. She had earned
about $35.00 a weck private nursing.

. At a sittings held before me nt Toronto on the 16th May, 1924, Miss Kate
Mathieson appeared and stated that she is the Superintendent of Nursing at

Isolation Hospital in Toronto. She stated that she knew Miss James and placed
her on duty in the measles hospital on February 3, 1923, and kept her until March
31, 1923. She found her a very conscientious glrl but very nervous and absent-
mmded, so much so that her work had to be followed up. She was also sick a
good deal of the time and she was obliged to let her go. When she was ill she
suffered from a severe cold and sore throat and apart from that while on duty
was in an extremely nervous condition and it was impossible for her to carry
on. Miss Mathieson stated that she could not employ her ag n, although she
felt sorry for her and knew that she meant well. She did not know her until
she applied for the position.

From a review of thc evidence, 1 find that Miss James has established a
good claim for personal injury and allow it at the amount state, namely $10,000.
Ag regards the personal effects, the claimant is unable to furmch a detailed
list of the articles lost, I think the amount claimed is excessive and if I were
to allow $500.00 for tlus item, it \mul(l be sufficient. The total amount, there-
fore, allowed by me in this claim is $10,500 to which I think should be added
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the rahﬁcatmn of

“the Treaty of Peace (January "10;1920) to-the date of settlement:- -~ -~ - -~

WAL PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISION
Case _763
Re Mn. & Mgs. STANLEY LINES

This i a claim arising out of .the sinking of the 8S. Lusitania by encmy
submarine on May 7, 1915, and is for the loss of personal effects to the value
of $850.00.

There is a ccrtnﬁcate on file as to the presence of the claimants on the vessel
and at a sittings held in Toronto on October 8, 1923, both claimants appeared
and gave evidence. Mr. Lines was born in 1ngland but has lived in Canada
since 1912, and the detailed list of the effects us filed is verified by the claimants
who swear that he values are fair and reasonable, and a very conservative esti-
mate. No claim is made for personal injury and I have no reason to doubt the
aceuracy of the statements made as to the value of the property lost.

I therefore allow the claim as stated for $850.00 to which I would recom-
mend that interest be allowed at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date
of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 19, 1920) to the date of
eettlement.
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DECISION
Case 764
Re REGiNALD R, LOCKHART

‘This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the SS. Lusitania by enemy . .
submarine on May 7, 1915, and is as follows:—

(1) Medical attendance.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. § 9343

(2) NUrses.. .. oo oo vt ve cs e e e e e 68 90

(3) Sundry expenses.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... 197 32

(4) Loss of time owing to personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. 1,000 00

(8) Lossof property.. .. .. .. .. .. o ' vt or v 499 50

“Total.. Lo o UL $1,859 15

There is on file a certificate from the Cunard Steamship Company certify-
ing that this man was a passenger on the Lusitania at the time of the disaster.

At a sittings held at Toronto on Qctober 6, 1923, the claimant appeared and
gave evidence. He was born in Montreal and at the time of the disaster he got
away in a life boat which was upset and he floated about with the aid of some
wreckage until he was finally picked up by a destroyer and taken to Queens-
town, Ireland. He remained there about three or four days and then went to
England and consulted a physician two weeks later he developed pneumonia
and had to remain in the hospital for two or three weeks. He was then obliged
to go to a scaside resort, and decided finally to return to Canada, but his con-
dition was such that he was unable to earry on business. -

It was about ten wecks from the time of the disaster until he was able to
return to his work, which was that of buyer for Messrs. W. R. Johnston & Cr..
Limited, of Toronto. The claim under item 4, is for ten wecks loss of time at
3100.00 per week.

There is a detailed list of personal effects lost on file which is verificd by the
claimant.

"~ Froma review of the evidence and fhe documents on file, T find th . the
claimant underwent a very harrowing experience and there is no reason to doubt
any of the items of the claim as filed.  Evidence was given that the claimant
received aceident insurance.

I think, therefore, that the total claim for $1,859.15 should be allowed, to
which interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum be added from the date of
the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) until the date
of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 765
Re Mgs. SAran R, LoHDEN

This is a claim for the loss of personal effects due to the sinking of the
SS. Lusitania by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915. The claim as filed is for
£145.14.3 which if converted at the rate of 4.9061 dollars to the pound it
would equal -$714.87. ’

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on October 9, 1923, the claimant
appeared and gave evidence. She stated that she was born in England but had

lived in Canada for 18 years and was a married woman. She was a passenger
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on board the Lusitania accompanied by her daughter then aged 13-years. No
claim is made for personal injury although she stated that she jumped into the
water but was pulled out in about two minutes and injured her leg slightly.

As to the personal effcets, she stated that she made up the list as best she
* could from memory, although she is certain that she lost other articles which
are not included therein. . The list_as filed includes the belongings of her little
daughter and the values as stated are fair and reasonable.

I think that this claim is reasonable and I therefore allow it at the amount
stated, namely, $714.87, to which I think interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum should be allowed from the date of the ratificatiun of the Treaty of
Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

m= o= WM-PUGSLEY, B
Commuassioner.

DECISION
Case 766
Re Mrs. CHRISTINA STEWART

This is a claim for the loss of personal effects arising out of the sinking
of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915, by enemy submarine.

The amount of the claim is $375.00.

At a sitting held before me at Toronto on October 12, 1923, Mrs. Stewart
appeared and gave evidence,

She stated she was born in Scotland but has resided in Canada for 12 years.

-She is_a_married woman_and has two children. and sailed.on .the. Lusitanig io... ... __

May, 1915.

She was in her ¢abin when the torpedo struck the boat and she snatched
up her baby and ran on deck and was successful in getting away in one.of the
‘life boats. .

They were in the boat for three hours and finally picked up and taken to
Queenstown. ' ‘

She suffered a slight injury and for about three years after, she suffered
from neuralgia and nerves and required the doctor’s attention.-

She does not make any claim for personal injury and stated that she lost
all her own clothes and her baby’s things.

She verified the claim as filed and says that the values given are accurate.

The claim as originally filed is for £75.5 which if converted at the estab-
lished pre-war rate, would equal $369.19, which I allow, and to which I think
should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of

the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to the date of
settlement. .

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commyissioner.
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'DECISION
Case 767
Re Mgs. FLorENCE M. PapLey

This is a claim for personal injury and 1oss of property due to the sinking
~of the'ss. Lusitania by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915.” The ¢laimis as fol=———
lows:— o
(1) Personal effects.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .0 ..., .8 187719
(2) Personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... ... .. 9812 20

Total.. .. .. .. ... ©ee ve ee o ..811,889 39

—._'The claimant appeared_before me_at_Ottawa_on-April-9,-1924, and-stated— |
that she was born in England and came to Canada to reside in the spring of
1914, ‘ :

In her evidenceshe stated that at the time of thic sinking of the vessel she
was thrown into the water when a lifeboat capsized in being lowered, and
sufiered injury to health from shock and exposure. She was obliged to remain
in England until the following December under the care of a physician during
the whole period. Upon her return to Canada she went to Saskatchewan to
live and had to receive further medical treatment for her nerves. Her age at
the time of the sinking of the vessel was 25 years and up to this time her health
had been excellent, .

She verified the detailed list of personal effects on file and swore that the
items listed and the values given were fair and reasonable.

I find from a review of the evidence in this case that the claimant did
suffer severe injuries to her health which is verified by doctors’ certificates and
that her valuation of the personal effects as listed appears to be a reasonable
estimate of property lost.

I think, therefore, that the total claim should be allowed at the amount
stated, namely, $11,689.39 to which I think interest at the rate of 5 per cent

- per annum should be added from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of —
Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
—— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 768
Re Miss CuRissie AITKEN

This iz a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitanic torpedoed by
enemy submarine on May 7, 1915. The claim is as follows:—

(1) Loss of life of father.. .. .. .. .v vv vt ov v .. .. 8 5,000 00
(2) Loss of property and effects of father.. .. .. .. .. .. 3,500 00
(3) Loss of property and effects of brother.. .. .. .. .. .. 1,000 00
(4) Loss of her own personal effects.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 585 00

Total.. .. .. v v ot i e e e e e e e e .. 810,085 00

R
At a sittings held before me at Toronto on May 13, 1924, the claimant
appeared and gave evidence. _
She stated that she was born in Scotland but had been living in Canada
T with “her parentsfor about two and “one-half —years—before - sailing ~on—the————
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Lusitania. Her mother had died some time previously and she, her father, her
brother and her brother's child were sailing for Scotland. She was the only
survivor of the party of four. )
It appears that her father was not actively engaged in business and sold
out in Scotland when he came to Canada where they were residing in the Town
of Merritt, B.C. There were three brothers living in British Columbia and her

father lived with each in turn, visiting about. In this way the claimant
indirectly received support and maintenance from her father through her
brothers. All of these brothers have since died and she is the sole survivor of
the family. :

Some difficulty arose in assessing the value of the personal effects of the
claimant’s father and brother, there being no definite evidence as to their char- ;
acter or value and the claimant herself admitted that the figures given were i

— T largely guesswork. —She stated, however; tiat—her father had sold—everything——
}19 possessed in British Columbia, and was taking the proceeds of the sale with
im.

As to the brother’s cffects the sum of 1,000 claimed for them is merely
an estimate. He was taking his wife’s belongings back to her people in Scot-
land, she having died previously. Miss Aitken was of the opinion that in addi- ‘
tion to this personal property the brother had about $1,000 in money with him. 7

As to the claimant’s own cffects, there was no difficulty with regard to them, :
as she was able to verify the list filed and swears as to its accuracy.

It was further declared before me that the family was merely going to
Scotland on a visit. '

The claimant stated that she suffers from rheumatism as a result of
exposure due to the sinking of the vessel. She had not up to this time made
any claim for injury to health, but now wishes to do so. It appears that she
was thrown into the water, and as they did not reach Queenstown until 10.30 at.
night and the vessel was torpedoed at 2.00 in the afternoon, she was in wet’
clothing all this time.. The rheumatism affects her in the shoulders, arms and
ankles. She is at present engaged in the telephone department of the T. Eaton ;

,_m,__‘__lCon:ipany_Linﬁtchd_statcd-ihnt, her injuries do not. effect the performance of . ¢
ter duties. . 4

Upon consideration of all the facts of this claim I think the claimant is
entitled to compensation, as a dependent upon her father and for injuries sus-
tained to her person and for effects and property lost belonging to herself, her
father and her brother, I will allow to her as a dependent of her father, James
Aitken, from the time of his death when the claimant was 16 years and 8 months.
of age until she reached the age of 21 years the sum of.. .. .. .. $3,000 00

I allow for her own personal injury resulting from the shock

and exposure the sum of.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2,000 00
I allow the estate of her father for loss of money and personal
effects.. .. o L. i he ve e e e e e e we ee .. 2,000 00
I allow the estate of her brother for the loss of money and

personal effeets.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 0.0 oo LL 1,000 00 ;
I allow the claimant for loss of her own personal effects and ‘
also for jewelry which had belonged to her mother.. .. 995 00 2. :

making a total which T allow.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .o .. .. ..$8,995 00
to which I think interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum should be added
from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920)
to the date of settlement. “ , -

WM. PUGSLEY,
- Commissioner.
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DECISION
Case 769
Re Mgrs. HENRy Apams (DECEASED)

The claim was originally filed on behlf of Mrs. Henry Adams, of Liver-
pool, N.S,, .and was for the loss of life of her husband who was drowned in the
sinking of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915, by enemy submarine.

It appears that Mrs. Adams and her late husband werc sailing on the
Lusitania on their wedding trip and as a result of the shock and grief, Mrs.
Adams' mind became affected and: she was confined to a mental hospital in
England.

The claim was then filed by Mrs. H. Wall of Liverpool, N.S., who is her
sister.

At a sitting held before me at Shelburne, N.S., on August 29, 1923, Mrs.
Wall appeared and stated that her sister was then in an asylum in England.

Some difficulty was encountered because Mr. Henry Adams was an English-
man who was not a permanent resident of Canada. The evidence is not clear
whether he was taking his bride to England to reside permanently or whether
they intended to return to Canada, in any event, ow'ng to Mrs. Adams’ mental

____\_cleitign_shwas_canﬁned_m,a_hospitaLandJ.he_avinuncajs,ﬂmLshe_wna main-=

tained there by the Borough Mental Hospital. Subsequently a letter was
received from Mrs. Wall dated January 22, 1924, advising of the death of the
claimant. Mrs, Wall's letter reads as follows:— :

“I regret exceedingly to have to inform you that my sister, Mrs. Henry Adams, passed
eway on November 29, 1923. Pleasc see enclosed notice accordingly. Kindly return same
to me after perusal. Tlis ehould have been sent to you earlier, but I have not been very
well, also the unexpected news quite upset me. I understood from you in Shelburne, N.S.,
in August last, that this case was considered a very sad one, that it would receive special
att~ntion, and. that I would be advised of its disposition in due course. So far, 1 have
heard nothir.g from you in regard te it, unfortunately it is now too late for anything to be
done such as might have been possible had my sister lived. It is not too late, however,
to make up for this delay, whioh I believe on your part has been unavpoidable. Briefly
what I think at the moment would be the most appropriate suggestion that I could make,
would be that in place of anything that you had in mind for my sister’s benefit while she
lived, such as, say an annuity—the very least possible that could be done, now, that she
has passed away, would be to grant me a sum of money with which I could visit England,
investigate the circumstances surrounding my sister’s life since the sinking of the ill-fated
Lusitania, to arrange to have her body exhumed and brought home to Canada, failing which
to have a suitable tombstone erected where she now rests, also to attend to, and pay for
all other things in settlement of her affairs and out of respect to her memory, etc., exactly
as I believe had she been her normal self, she would have liked to have had done and to
feel would have been done, had she lived, and for which she would have liked to have
been able to have made provision before her death.” :

(Signd)  FLORENCE J. WALL,
: (M. Herbert Wall)
(P.O. Box 187.

In view of the fact that there is some doubt as to whether Mrs. Adams
lost her Canadian residence by virtue of her marriage and as in any event the
British Reparation Claims Department has ceased to function and it is too late
for the British authorities to deal with this case, I think that some allowance
should be made to the estate of the deceased Mrs, Adams, to carry out the
wishes of Mrs. Wall as expressed in her letter, they being for the purpose of
having the body exhumed and brought to Canada and the settlement of whatever
of her affairs may be outstanding in England.

1 recommend, therefore, that the sum of $2,000.00 be paid the estate of the
late Mrs. Henry Adams as represented by her sister, Mrs. Herbert Wall, upon
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production of proper letters of administration and to which sum I think should
be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of
January, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Peace, to the date of

settlement.
WILLIAM PUGSLEY,
— Commissioner.
DECISION-
Case 770
Re Avran M. Beartie

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915.
The claim as filed is as follows:—

(1) For loss of life of mother .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. $ 500000

(2) For loss of personal effects.. .. .. .. .. ... 220 00

(3) For personal injury rendering him incapable of
working.. .. . e bt e e ee e e e e s 15.000 00
$20,220 00

e e W PAR o

—At-a-sittings held-before-me-at-TorontoMay-9,-1924, the_claimant appeared
and stated that he was born in Saskatchewan and had lived in the City of
Winnipeg but is now residing in Toronto.

He is the son of the Rev. Jno. A. Beattie, Winnipeg, clergyman, who served
overseas as Chaplain from the commencement of the war. The claimant and
his mother sailed for England on the Lusitania, in order to join the father and
were abroed the vessel when it was sunk.

" The mother's body was never recovered and in describing his experiences,
the claimani states that he was carried beneath the surface of the water but
finally came to the top and was picked up and landed at Queenstown.

He never saw his mother again. Since this he has suffered frequently from
nervous braakdowns and has had to take long periods of rest, part of the time
with relatives in Scotland and on several oceasions after his return to Canada.

He was eightcen years of age at the time and was rejected for active service
because of defective eyesight.

After his return to Canada he was obliged to engage in diffcrent forms of
employment including harvesting and in the Motion Picture Department of the
Ontario Government.

He succeeded in joining the Royal Flying Corps in 1917, but was discharged,
shortly after as being medically unfit.

He had a breakdown, in 1920, and went to Vancouver in search of employ-
ment but was obliged to return to Manitoba. In 1921, he had another break-

down, and finally obtained employment as a newspaper reporter on the Winnipeg

Tribune. . -
There are three certificates on file from Winnipeg doctors as to his condition.
The mother did not appear to have anK independent means but he stated
that he was dependent upon her because, while she was living, he had a home

to go to where he could receive proper care. His father has remarried and he
" is unable to get along with his stepmother.

He verifies the personal cffects. )

I cannot allow the claim for loss of life of the mother because direct financial
dependency is not proven. -

As to the personal effects lost, I allow this item for the amount as stated,

namely, $220.00.
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As to the personal injury, there is no doubt this young man suffered severely
as a result of his experiences and while it is difficult to assess the monetary
extent of the damage sustained, the statements on file from employers to-the
effect that had he not been suffering from extreme nervous conditions, he would
have been earning « larger salary, tend to substantiate the claim for this item.

I .Mow for this item the amount stated, namely, $15,000.00, making a total
amount . owed of $15,220.00 and to which should be added interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of
Peace, January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement. '

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 771
Re James Bonax ]

This is a claim which arises from the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy
submarire on May 7, 1915. The claim as filed is as follows:-—-

(1) Personal effects.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. % 6,88 00
(2) Hospital, nurses and doctors.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. - 8,525 25

(3)—Fwo-trips-to-Florida~r———c~rr v 300000 —

(4) Loss of salary for five years.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 30,000 00
(5) Amount to allow an annuity of $4,500 bei,g half the
claimant’s income. . . e e e e 40,000 00

Total.. .. .. .o oo o L. .. 888410 25

At a sittings held hefore me at Toronto on Octob.~ 12, 1923, Mr. Bohan
appeared and gave evidcnce. He stated that she was born in Boston, Mass., on
August 10, 1874, of British parents but has resided in Cant da for 21 years and

is o British Subject. He is a woollen merchant and was | oing abroad by the .

Lusitania on a business trip. He stated that at the time o the sinking of the
vessel he was about to have a bath, so that he was practically undressed and had
to pull on an overcoat over his pyjamas, He endeavoured ‘o help to launch
the lift-hoats but was finally compelled to jump into the waiv'r. He clung to
a piece of wreckage and a Iarge trunk struck him. He stated ihat he floated
about in the water for about two hours and was finally picked up and landed
at Queenstown, Ireland at midnight. i .

Dr. H.'M. Cook of Toronto appeared and stated that he had been attending
Mr. Bohan since 1911, The claimant had enjoyed perfect health before the
disaster and he saw him immediately upon his return to Canada in August 1915
The Doctor further stated that the claimant now suffers from hardening of the
arteries due to exposure. His bloodpressure became very high and he has a slight
side paralysis which is due to the shock _and exposure caused by the sinking of
the: Lusitania. The claimant-stated that he was unconscious for six weeks; his

vision has. been impaired and he is deaf in the right car, and his condition is
such that he can devote but little time to his business. The Doctor testified-

as to the veracity of Mr. Bohan and verified the statements as to the hospital
and nurses’ expenses, .
Concerning these expenses Mr. Bohan stated that he was ill for 8 months
in the hospital and required two nurses for a considerable portion of the time,
night and day, and that further, on some occasions lfecluired four nurses. He
wasi1 obliged to make two trips to Florida for his health which cost him $1,500 for
each trip. :
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He verified the list of personal effects filedd and swore that he was in the
habit of carrying large amounts of cash in his pocket, and that he had $1,600
cash in lis pocket at the time of the disaster. His income from the business
was $9,000 & year for 6 years previous to the sinking of the Lusitania—this con-

tinued until 1919 when business was poor and he drew no salary for that year or

for the following 5 years and he claims $30,000 on this account.

+ Mr. L. G. Taylor appcared and stated that he is the bookkeeper for the
firm of Bohan Bros., and has been with them since 1910, He stated that the
claimant was one of the partners of the firm and that he received a salary of
$9,000 a year up to the end of the war, In 1918 a new arrangement wgs made
whereby Mr. Bohan drew a pension of 83,000 a vear for living expenses. Mr.
Bohan is ynmarried and had charge of the most important part of the business,
that of Furopean buyer.

In assessing this claim which is a very large one, I have no reason to dis-
believe the statements of the claimant and feel that he should receive adequate
compensation for the injury done him as he has been practically incapacitated
for the carrying on of his part in the business. .

As to the personal effects lost, I find a statement on file, dated February 23,

~ 1917, which was furnished by Mr. Bohan to the Cunard Steamship Company

covering the details of the effects lost. The total of this list comes to $1,845.95,
1 think that if this sum were allowed for his item it would be adequate com-
pensation, and 1 thercfore fix {he amount for lost effects at .. .. $ 1,945 95

(2) Yor cash not included in that statement and proved by ;

the claimant’s evidence before me I allow.. .. .. .. ..~ 1,000 00
(3) 1 allow the amount claimed for hospital, doctors and

nurses elaimed at.. .. .. .. .. oo oo e oo e 8,525 25
(4) For injuries to health and loss of income, 1 allow a

lump sUum of.. .. oo vv e ch e e e ae an oe e o oo 40,000 00

which makes a total of .. .. cv vt vt v ee e ae oo . .. 351,471 20

To which I think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10,
1920) to the date of settlement.

- WM. PUGSLEY,
—_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 772
Re Mgs. EnizaBerH CHAPMAN

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania on May 7,
1915, by an enemy submarine and is for:—

1. Injury to health.. .. . I AL

2. Personal belongings ané clothmg O i R
3. JOWEIEY. . vv cr ve e en eh e e s e e e e e e e 400 00
e S T

. e .. .. $6,300 00

Total.l lc"‘bl L} L) L) L

With reference to personal injuries, she stated that she got into a life-boat
which capsized and she became unconscious. When ghe came to she was floating
in the water with a life-preserver on, ' She described the sinking of the vessel.
She sailed for Canada again on October 5, 1015, - The effect has been that her
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nerves are greatly affected. She cannot attend any place where there is amuse-
ment or excitement. She was 68 years of age at the time of the sitting in
Toronto.

g Since Mrs. Chapman’s return to Canada she received attention from Dr.
Scott.

She spoke of the clothing and effects and stated that she was on a visit to
England intending to remain two or three months. She thought that $650 is.a
fair estimate for the clothing lost. The jewelry was in her suit case and she
verified her statement that it was worth $400. She had $250 in gold which was
in her valisc and this was also lost.  Before the disaster her health wag good
and her nerves were perfectly steady.

Dr. Scott gave evidence, He is a graduate of the University of Toronto
and has been practising for about 20 years. Had known the claimant before
she met with the injuries complained of. Her health had apparently been good
and she had not had any serious iliness up to that time. He saw her within a
few months after her return to Canada and found her in an extremely nervous
condition; said she was easily fatigued, all of which he attributed to the shock .
and the fact that she was in the water for a considerable time. He is of the ;
opinion that the nervous condition will remain permanently, , '

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on May 16, 1924, Mrs. Chapman
appeared and gave evidence. She stated that she was born in Toronto and that
she is a British subject. R
anra-review—of—theAfacts-in—t-his—case—I-thinkthut*tlm'sum’ofﬁ,f)(‘."‘jhﬁiilﬁ"” -
be adequate compensation on account of personal injury and for the personal
effects and jewelry lost, including the cash, I allow $1,000, making a total
amount allowed of $5,000, to which I think should be added interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY.

—— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 773
B¢ Mrs, Aaxes CRrooks

This claim arises out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915.

The claim is as follows:— .
1. Loss of life of her husband.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. $60,000 00
2. Personal effects .. .. .. .. e ce e e 200 00

The deceased was Robert W. Crooks, aged 39 years at death. He was
employed by the Murray-Kay Co., Limited, Toronto. His salary was $2,500.00
a year at the time of his death. His wife received $9,5600.00 life insurance and
a special allowance. of $600.00 from her husband’s employers. The claimant
was born in September, 1880, </isich would make her about 43 years of age at.
the present time.

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on October 9, 1923, Mrs. Crooks
appeared and gave evidence. She was married to the late Mr. Crooks in Sep-
tember, 1902, and produced a marriage certificate. Her hushand was a Cana-
dian and was 39 years of age at death, and she stated that she was 42 at the
time of the sittings. There are no children. Her husband had been employed
by the Murray-Kay Company for about two years before his death, and
previous to that had been with Lord & Taylor of New York City. He was a
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buyer and was on a business trip for the firm. His name appears on the pas-
senger list of the Lusitania. The body was recovered and he was buried in
Ireland. At the time of the recovery of the remains a mistake was made, it
being thought that the deceased was of the Jewish persuasion, and he was buried
with full Jewish ceremony. The body was finally exhumed and brought back
to Canada where it was buried on July 1, 1915, i

He lost all his baggage and clothing but there is no detailed lict on file,
The question of effects was dealt with and a list of property found on the
‘remains is given in the evidence.

In 1912, while working for Lord & Taylor, of New York, he was earning
$35.00 a week.,

He was making $3,000.00 a vear at the time he sailed on the Lusitania and
was in excellent health and was also advancing in his position. The claim for
$60,000.00 is hased on a 6 per cent basis of this capital sum to vield an income
of £3,000.00 per year. However, the question of allowing an annuity was dis-
cussed. The claimant is now werking with the firm of Fairweathers Limited,
Toronto. She earns about $25.00 a week but does not work all year, only about
seven months. Prior to her husbhand leaving for England, they lived in an apart-
ment and paid $45.00 a month and-did not keep a servant, she doing most of
the housework. The claimant would prefer a lump sum rather than an allow-
ance.

Mr-James Bohan wae sworn and examined. —He.stated_that_Le knew the

deceased very well and was a passenger on hoard the Lusitania and saw Mr.
Crooks on the vessel.

Mr. Wilson ‘Fenton appeared and stated that he is the Treasurer of the
Murray-Kay Company, and knew the deceased. He came to that firm with a
salary of $3,000.00 a year and had not received an increase up to the time of
his departure to England. Business was badly affected by the outbreak of the
war which interfered in the matter of increases. In his opinion the deceased
was an industrious, hard-working man in good health. '

.From a review of the evidence I think that the claim as regards the per-
sonal effects is well established and allow it at the amount stated, namely
$200.00. _ I think the amount claimed for loss of life is excessive and fix it at the
sum_ of $20,000, which makes a total of $20,200.00, to which I think should be -
added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from the date of the ratifica-
~tion of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
— Commisstoner.

DECISION
Case 774
Re Herverr G. CoLEBROOK

This is a claim which arises out of the sinking of the Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915, and is filed as follows:—

Loss of clothing, jewelry and baggage 34\85_.00

At a sittings held before me at Toronto, October 9, 1923, the claimant
appeared and testified that he was born in England but had been residing in

Canada for about 12 years.
He was merchandise manager for the Robert Simpson Co., of Toronto, and

was a passenger on the Lusitanta.
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He has made no claim for personal injury and .did not produce a detailed
list of the personal effects lost, but states that his claim is made for the amount
which it actually cost him to replace these goods in London, England;-immedi-
ately after the sinking, :

There is a letter on fiie from the steamship company, testifying that Mr.
Colebrook was present on the Lusitania at the time of the sinking,

I have no reason to doubt the accuracy of this claim and I allow it at the
amount stated, namely, $485.00, and to which I think should be allowed interest at

- the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of
Versailles, January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
—_— Commissiorer.

DECISION
Case 775
RRe Mrs. Maroarer Happoy, FoRMERLY Mgs. MARGARET PEARDON

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1915, and is filed as follows:—

—(1)-Eoss-ofdife-of husband v v+ 840,000 00— -
(2) Husband’s personal effeets.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 700 00

‘ $40,700 0C
Claimant appeared before me at Toronto May 5, 1924, and stated that her

claim was based on the loss of life of her husband Frank A. Peardon, and she
produced a marriage certificate. -

She stated that her husband was 35 years of age at the time of his death and
that he had been born in England although he was & resident of Canada since
he was cight years old. ‘

The claimant was horn in Ireland but has lived in Canada since three month’s
old. She was 31 years of age at the time of her husband’s death.

He had been employed as buyer for the Robert Simpson Co. of Toronto and
was sailing on a business trip. He had been employed in this capacity for about
five years at a salary of $2,600.00 per year which was augmented by a bonus
which would average about $1,000.00 per year, making a total average income
of $3,600.00 .

There are_no children and the deceased left an estate consisting of his
residence in Toronto, wiiich is valued at $7,500.00.

The Robert Simpson Co., of Toronto, paid off the mortgage on the house
and gave her a clear deed to it. This mortgage came to about $2,300.00.

The claimant collected insurance to the extent of $10,000.00.

She re-married on April 8, 1922, and stated that during.the -period of her
~widowhood, she actually spext aboul $6,000.00 of her first husband's estate.

She had no other means of support but rented part of her house and did
a little sewing occasionally. :

She estimated that her share of her husband’s income would be about
$1,300.00 per year and that the deceased had enjoyed good health to the time
of his death. ‘ .

A list of the personal proycity is filed and is read into the evidence, show-
ing that the amount claimed in this respect is $829.00.
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Claimant swore that she packed these articles for her husband herself and
purchased a number of them, so that she was in.a position to"give the values,
although she put the cost price in every instance and allowed nothing for age
or depreciation, as most of the clothing was comparatively new.

From a review of the evidence taken before me and the documents on file
I find that the claim as regards the loss of personal effects for $829.00 to be
well established. In addition the deceased hel some $200.00 in cash which
was lost which I think should be added, making a total of $1,029.00 on account
_of personal effects and cash, which should be allowed the estate of the late
Frank A. Peardon. ' '

With reference to the claim for loss of life of her husband, taking into
consideration his income, the respective ages of the deceased and the claimant
and the fact that they had no children, I think that $20,000.00 is a reasonable
allowance. 1, therefore, recommend that the estate of the deceased Frank A.
Peardon he paid- the sum of $1,029.00 for loss of effects and cash and to Mrs.
M. Haddon, nce Peardon, the sum of $20,000.00 as compensation for the loss
of life of her husband and to both of these amounts should be added interest
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the
Treaty of Peace, January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
—— o Commissioner.

" age.

DECISION
Case 776
Re IsaacHER HARRISS

" This is a claim for loss of life and property due to the sinking of the SS.
Lusitania by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915. The claim filed is as follows:—

1. Loss of life of father, Reuben Harris................ $ 5,000 00
2. Loss of life of mother, Emma Harris............... 5,000 00
3. Loss of personal property of mother................ 100 00
4, Loss of personal property of father................. 1,400 00

037 R g $ 11,500 00

At a sittings held at Toronto on October 11, 1923, the claimant appeared
before me and gave evidence. _

It appears that the claimant was born in England and came to live in
Canada with his- parents in 1912. The parents sailed for England on the
Lusitania for a holiday trip and both lives were lost in the sinking of the vessel
and the bodies were never recovered. The father died intestate and the mother
made & will which was probated in England, but a certified copy of the probate
was not produced. They left surviving them the claimant, four brothers (one
since deceased) and two sisters. At the date of Fearing the claimant stated that
his age was 39 years and that the other living brothers and sisters were all of

Certified copy of the Letters of Administration of the father's estate are on
file, showing that this elaimant is the Administrator.

The age of the father at the time of his death was 63 years, and the age of
the mother 61 years. The father was a bricklayer by trade and his average
income for the five years immediately preceding his death was $5,000. The
mother’s estate was valued at $5,000. e

The file contains a detailed list of personal effects lost and also a certified
copy of a letter from the Agent who sold the tickets for the passage.

b




From a review of the evidence taken before me, I find that the claimant
has not succeeded in establishing that he was dependent upon his parents for
support. I am, therefore,-obliged to disallow items 1 and 2 of this ¢laim for loss
of life of each of the parents respectively. : e

With refegence to item 3 dealing with personal property, I have no difficulty
in allowing {fc amount as being the property belonging to the -mother and allow
it at the apount stated, namely, $100.00. As to item 4, being the property of
the deceag€d father, I am not eatisfied that the full amount as claimed, namely,
$1,400.00°has been established beeause the witness was not certain of the amount
of cash carried by his father which is listed at $700.00. I think that if the sum
of $1,100.00 were allowed for this item it will be found sufficient and I fix the
amount of this item at that figure, ‘

The total amount, therefore, allowed by me in this claim is $1,200.00, to
which I think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) until
the date of settlement. :

WM. PUGSLEY,
—_— Commtssioner.

DECISION
—Case 77—
Re THoMas HoME

This claim arises out of the sinking of the SS. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7th, 1915, and is filed as follows:—

1. Personal effects.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 8 50559
2. Personal injpry.. ce e ee e ee e i ee e we e v .. 5,000 00
$5,505 59

Insurance received $1,000.00 of which $500.00 was from the Traveller's
Insurance Company of Hartford, Conn., and $500.00 from the Em-
ployers Liability Company, of London, England.

At a sitting held before me at Toronto on October 9, 1923, the claimant

appeared and gave evidence.

He was born in Cobourg, Ont., and now resides in Toronto.

In relating his experiences he states he watched the torpedo approach the
vessel and was standing immediately over it when it exploded. He was covered
with ashes and struck with flying timber. The heel of his hoot was torn off
and the tendons of his heel were injured.

.—~_He filed a lctter which he wrote shortly after the disaster which was

addressed to the Board of Trade, in London, England, in which he stated in detail
all the facts of his injury.

The claimant stated before me that all the statements made in this letter
were absolutely true..

He received treatment from two doctors—Dr. Murray and Dr. McFaull, the
- latter physician treating him for his heart and whe says he would always be
subject to heart trouble. A letter is also filed which was written to the claimant
from a member of the crew of the trawler which rescued him.

There is a list of the personal effects on file and the claimant states that
he had to replace everything lost in London and used his expense money for the -
purpose, '
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There does not scem to be ahy reason to doubt the accuracy of the claimant's
statements and I have no difficulty in allowing this claim as filed—

For personal effeots.. .. «v oo oo vv o0 ve ve ov ve ve oo 8 505 59

Personal injury.. .. .. +. o0 o0 it te te i v ve e .. .. 5,000 00

Making o total which I allow.. .. .. .. .. vv .. .. $5,505 59

and to which I think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum from the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10,
1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

"DECISION
Case 778
Re Mgzs. Doris LLAWLER

This is-a-claim arising out of-the sinking of the.SS. Lusitania.by.enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915,

The claim is as follows:—

Loss of personal effects.. .. .. .. .. .. v .o .. .. .. .. 8 580 35

Personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. .. ot oh v e eh ov .. 1,000 00

$1,580 35
A detailed list of the effects is on file,

At a sitting held before me at Toronto, October 3, 1923, Mrs. Lawler
appeared and gave evidence. '

She is a resident of the City of Toronto, and was a passenger on board the
SS. Lusitania. She stated the list of effects on file is a fair one, and that it was
impossible to have saved any of the property at the time of the sinking.

As to personal injury, she stated she was rendered unconscious for several
hours, and that she was struck on the shoulder by some object which fell out of
the life boat. : ) -

A doctor certified that she was totally incapacitated for about two months,
" and partially for about four months. She -still-suffers from nervousness.

The doctor’s certificate states that she was thrown from the boat deck into
the water about fifty feet below, and was in the water almost three hours before
being picked up.

I have no reason to doubt the reasonableness of this claim and I allow it at
the amount stated, namely $1,580.35, and to which I think should be added
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, the
date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

320077

Jre———
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DECISION
Case 779
" "Re’ LEoONARD L. MCMURRSY v
This is a clailﬁ urisif)g oﬁt'df the sinking of the ss. Lusitania May 7, 1915.
The claim as filed is as follows:— :

(1) Personal injury .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... ..., $2400 00
(2) Personal effects .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 156000
£3,800 00

The claimant appeared before me at o sitting held in Toronto, May 9,
1924, and gave evidence,

He stated he was born in Toronto and has resided in Canada all his life.

At the time of the sinking, he jumped over-board with a life-preserver on
and he was carried under the water duc to the-suction caused by the sinking
of the vessel. Finally he climbed on a life raft, and he jammied his ankle
between the raft and some floating wreckage. He was finally picked up by a
fishing smack and taken to Queenstown where he required medical attention
and for sixteen weeks was totally unable to work.
‘ He recovered insurance of $1,000.00 on his baggage, and accident insur-
ance of $2,200.20. :

- ———————-——He-was-export-manager-of-the-Gutta-Percha—Rubber-Co,-and-was-on-a
business trip carrying samples which were worth at least $2,500.00 and, allow-
ing $1,000.00 for the insurance, l2aves a net claim in this regard of $1,500.00.

His average income annually was $5,000.00.

I think the claim for personal effects and samples is a reasonable one and
I allow it to the amount stated, name.y $1,600.00. I also find that the claim
for personal injuries is well established, and allow it to the amount stated,
namely -$2,400.00 making a total which I allow of $3,900.00 and to which I
think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to the
date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
_ Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 780

Re Mns. GERTRUDE McMURTRY ON BeHALF or HEmserr aANDp Her
' DauvaHTER, FLORENCE MCMURTRY

This claim arises from the sinking of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915, by
enemy submarine and is as follows:—

1. Loss of life of husband Frederick A. McMurtry .. .. .. $100,000

2. Loss of personal effects .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 2,050

Total .. .. .. .. [ e e .. $102,050

At a sitting held before me at Toronto on May 5, 1924, Mr. P. W. Rogers
appeared and gave evidence. He was a fellow passenger on the Lusitania
when Mr. McMurtry was sailing on the same vessel and saw him the night
before the sinking of the ship and also the next morning about two hours before
the boat went down.
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Mrs. McMurtry gave evidence and stated that she is a British subject born
in Canada and her husband was also born here. She had two children at the
time of his death but only one is now living, The daughter was 14 years of
age at the time of the father’s death and the son was 17 years of age. Her
son was killed overseas. She stated that her husband was about 45 years of
age at the date of his death. He was employed as a buyer for the T. Eaton
Company of Toronto. His estate was not sufficient to pay all his debts—
which estate consisted largely of real estate in the West—Winnipeg and Regina.
The claimant was born on July 29,-1877. Her husband was in good health.
at the time of the sinking of the vessel ‘
As to the effects oi deceased which were Jost, Mrs. McMurtry is the
beneficiary under his will and claims for the value of the effects lost. The list
was “read in” to the evidence and the various items were discussed.
" The daughter 8 not married but is still living with her mother, the claim-
ant. She stated that it costs her about $50.00 or $60.00 per week to maintain
her home and they did not have to pay rent as they own their house. She did
not get a pension from the T. Eaton Company but did receive a lump sum of
$20,000. She has since sold the house for something like $12,000 or $13,000.
Her daughter's health has been poor. She has had to undergo about five opera-
tions. Mrs. MceMurtry also received $20,000 in life and accident insurauce.
Mr. Thomas Oakley of the T. Eaton Company gave evidence as to the
income of the deceased. . :
In_considering the evidence in this case I think that consideration should ok
be given not only to the claim as filed by Mrs. McMurtry, but also to that of :
her daughter, Florence MoMurtry, who was also dependent upon the deceased.
The evidence discloses that the late Mr, McMurtry was earning a large income
of about $11,000 per year and in view of this, substantial compensation should
be paid the claimants. I find, however, that the amount as claimed is excessive
and allow in this case the following:— : :
1. To Mrs. McMurtry as dependent I allow.. .. .. .. .. ..$40,000
2. To her daughter, Florence McMurtry, from date of her
father's: death until she comes of age, I allow $1,000 per
year, which equals.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7,000
3. Estate of deceased for personal effects and cash.. .. .. .. 2,050

. whichmakesatotalof.. .. .. .. .. .... .. ..........8490,050
which T allow and to which I think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per
cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles
(January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,

—_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 781
Re Estate or Mrs. M. S. MoReLL

This claim arises out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1916, -

The claim as filed is as follows:—

1. Mother's baggage.. .. .. .. v vt vh e v vu we .. .8 900 00

2. Journey from London to Queenstown and return.. .. .. 25 00

3. Expenees in Queenstown.. .. .. .. o0 0o o0 v av o oe 2500

4, Five years nursing at $30.00 per week.. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7,800 00

Total.. .. o0 vt vt ve ch i e e L 88,750 00
820774
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At a sitting held in Toronto on October 10, 1923, the claimant, Rose Morell,
-appeared and gave evidence.

She was born in the City of Toronto and is a resident there. It appears
that her mother was a passenger on the Lusitania en route to England to join
the present claimant who was then located there. YWhen the news reached her
that her mother was a survivor of the Lusitania disaster and was in hospital
in Queenstown, the claimant immediately made a journey there from London.
She found her mother in an extremely nervous condition and was unable to
bring her across the channel to England for some little time. The claimant
stated that she was obliged to devote the next five years to the care of her
mother, although she is not a qualified nurse. The impairment to the health
of the deceased and her subsequent death i, I think, fairly attributable to the
shock and exposure caused by the wrongful sinking of the Lusitania.

A certificate made by Dr. O'Connor, who treated the claimant’s mother in
Queenstown, is produced and the statement was also made that the claimant’s
brother, who is a doctor, treated the mother in London, England.

The mother subsequently died on May 30, 1920, and the olaimant inherited
her estate by will. She claims for the loss of the personal effects as legatee and
as to her claim for £30.00 a week she maintains that had she not been obliged
to devote her time to the care of her mother she could have earned at least that
sum,

It appears that the mother's income was $250.00 per month, On file I

find numerons_exhibits, consisting of newspaper clippings, certificates from-the—

steamship agent and declaration form from fellow passengers as to Mrs. Morell's
presence on the vessel and as to her rescue. The claimant stated before me
that the values given for the loss of effects are fair and reasonable and that her
mother had taken with her, her very best belongings for the journey.

Upon a review of the evidence and the documents on file I find that this
claim should probably be made by Miss Rose Morell in her capacity as legatce
of the estate of her mother. :

I allow Item 1 of the claim for the loss of the mother's haggage to Miss
Morell as legatee of the estate, the rnount. being $900.00. 1 disallow Item 2,
being for journey from London to Queenstown and return for the sum of $25.00.
1 allow Item 3, being expenses in Cueenstown to the amoant of $25.00. As to
Item 4, being for five years’ numing at $30.00 a week, making a total of
$7,800.00 I think this should be allowed upon two grounds. Firstly.  As Ger-
many by the Treaty of Versailles admitted responsibility and contracted to
pay for all direct damage, loss and the consequences thereof, resulting from its
acts of warfare, I think that this item can properly be admitted. It represents
actual expense of nursing during illness of deceased, fairly attributable to shock
and exposure caused by the sinking of the ship, Secondly. As the evidence
shows that the mother ﬁad an income of $2560.00 per month for life, from_which
no doubt, Miss Morell would receive some benefit, during her ‘mother’s lifetime,
and as this income was cut off by the mother’s death, she would be entitled to
receive the compensation a3'claimed under item (4). I, therefore, allow this
amount as stated, being $7,800.00, v

The total amount, theréfore, which I allow, is the sum of $8,725.00 and to
which I think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to
the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
' “ Commassioner,
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DECISION
Case 782
Re Revrrenp H. C, S. Morris

This is a claim arising out of the sinkixig of the ss. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1915,

The claim as filed is for the sum of $3,094.00 being for loss of effects and
valuable manuseript,

At a sitting held before me at Toronto May 9, 1924, the claimant appeared
and gave evidence.

He stated he was born in England but has lived in Canada since January 2,
1915. He was a passenger on the Lusitania in May of that year when the vessel

was sunk by the enemy and can procure corroboration of his having been on
board,

No claim is made for personal injury.

The witness stated that the value of the wearing apparel and personal belong-
ings was $1,094.00 and for lecture notes which were used by him as a professor
on the staff of Trinity College, Toronto, he elaims $2,000.00. He stated that the
amount of $2,000.00 claimed for this item was very much under the value of the
notes because they were the result of research into historical matters carried on
over a period of years and were prepared chiefly at Oxford University, England,
for use in his work at Trinity College, Toronto.

He stated it would be impossible_to give details of these notes and he would

now like to araend his claim as regards this item and place the value at $5,000.00,
because he has discovered, since first filing his claim, to what extent his work
has been rendered less efficient by their loss and that his prospects of advance-
ment have been considerably impaired. The notes cavered all his under-graduate

course at Oxford for a period of three years and for a further year in which he

hiad additional work. .

I do not think that the evidence given would justify my increasing the
fmount claimed for the loss of these notes, and I think that if T were to allow
the whole claim at the amount stated, it would be sufficient,

1, therefore, allow this claim at the sum of §3,094.00, and to which I think
should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day
of January, 1920, the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Versailies, to the

date of setflement. :
WM. PUGSLEY,
— ) Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 783
Re WiLuiaM HENRY PARKES

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss, Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1915, and is filed as follows:—
~ 1. Loss of personal property and eagh.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. $ 500 00
2. Injury-to health.. .. .-=c..~. .0 .00 o oo oo ... 4,600 00

Total.. .. .. .. .. $ 5,000 00

There - was no insurance and he received £5 from the Lusitania relief fund.

At a sitting held before me at Toronto on October 13, 1923, the ckaimant
appeared and gave evidence. He stated that he was born in England but
resided in Canada for 6 years before the war. At the present time he is occupied

Ak g e e 2
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as a painter. He was third-class passenger on board the vessel on his way to

England to join his wife who had gone there in 1914, The sinking oceurred

___to the date of settlement

about two o’clock in the afternoon and he climbed on the top deck and assisted
in lowering life boats, He finally jumped overboard and was in the water for
about-three hours before he was picked up by a trawler and taken to Queens-
town. He had given his life belt to a lady, and clung to wreckage. He received
a bump in the l%mck and in the chest. As to the claim for effects and money
he could not state how much money he had with him and he had considerable
clothing, and several things belonging to his wife, A medical certificate by Dr.
Fleming of Toronto was produced. The witness stated that he did not receive
medical atlention in England, and that he returned to Canada about 2 years ago,
which would be about 6 years after the sinking of the vessel. The injury which
he received left him in a state of nervous debility and heart trouble. After his
arrival in England he enlisted and served for 3 vears, but was a civilian while
on the steamer and at the time of the sinking of the vessel. For about 3 years
after his discharge from the army, he worked in a eandy. factory. He finds that
he cannot do heavy lifting, and hie nerves will not permit him to climb ladders
and work on roofs which injures his trade as he is a painter. He was in good
health before the disaster. He was in the hospital for 3 months in England and
France, and as he was not wounded, this illness was dirently caused by the
sinking of the vessel, :

On October 12, 1923, Dr. Fleming of Toronto gave evidence. He stated that
he first examined this elaimant in the autumn of 1922, He found him in an
extremely nervous condition, suffering from heart trouble with great palpitation.
also from nervous debility. He found also that his sight was defective and put
him down as 80 per cent disability, for the rest of his life, The doctor is of the
opinion that the shock which occurred in connection with the torpedoing of the
Lusitania might be sufficient to account for this condition.

~--As to the elaim for cash and personal-property lost T allow the amount as
claimed, namely, $500.00. The claim for personal injury is doubtful, beeause
the claimant was pot examined by a physician until 1922, upwards of 7 years
after the sinking of the Lusitania. He enlisted in England and served for three
vears in the war after thiz and it is impossible to attribute his present state of
health to exposure and injuries received by the sinking of the vessel. He however,
no doubt sustained some injury and should receive some compensation, 1T fix the
amount for this at $2,000, which with the amount allowed for loss of cash and
personal effects, makes a total sum of $2,500, which I think should be allowed
and to which I think should b2 added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum,
from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920)

WM. PUGSLEY.
— _._.Commissioner,
DECISION
Case 784
Re Powrnl Estate

The are two claims arising out of the death of George A. Powell, who was
drowned in the sinking of the ss. Tusitania by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915.
1. By Mary H. Powell, widow; )

Loss of life ........ e e .. $100,000 00
Loss of effects. ........, e ettt . 1,245 00
Total, wvovereeienanaenes e e $101,245 00

Insurance received; $35.000 ucciden't; $2,000.00 life insurance.
Iistate probated for $73,778.00.
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2, By FEliza Ann Hamilton, -Administratrix oi the Estate of Mary Jane
- ————Powell, a sister of the deceased. -

At q sitting held before me at Toronto on October 11, 1923, William
Hamilton appeared and gave evidence. He is a brother-in-law of the deceased
and appeared for his wife who is the Administratrix of the Estate of Mary Jane
Powell, sister of the deceased and claimant of claim No. 2, set out above. Mr.
Hamilton corroborated the stutements that the late Mr. Powell had contributed
to the support of his sister to the extent of $300.00 per year to the date of his
death, Miss Powell first filed a claim for a'sum sufficient to give her an annuity
of $300.00, but as she has since died the claim has been amended to cover the
actual period of her life from the date of her brother’s death, which is for five
and one-half years, making a’ total of $1,675.00, which I think should be
allowed, and to which should be added interest at the rate of 6 per cent per
annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Peace (January 10,
1920) to the date of settlement.

As to the claimn made by Mary H. Powell, widow of the deceased the
evidence given by her showed that her husband was Canadian born and was 65
years of age at his death. He had enjoyed perfect health up to this time and
had a reasonable expectation of living for at least ten or fifteen years. Her
Iate husband’s income averaged about $8,000 per year and she has three
daughters who are all grown up and married. Probate of the will of fier late
husband is produced and filed and Mrs. Powell corroborated the detailed list of
personal effects on file and their valaes,

Mr. John A. Livingston, Assistant Secretary of the T. Eaton Company,
Limited, has filed a statement of the earnings of the deceased, as follows:—

1910, .\ ettt et e s $ 7,400 00
1010, o o ettt et 7,700 00
1912. . o ettt e 8,400 00
1003, o o e e 8,700 00
1914, o vttt 8,700 00

His expense money for a journey of this nature would be about $3,000 in
cash which he would carry with him.

Mr. Percy W. Rogers appeared and stated that he was a fellow passenger
with Mr. Powell and saw him the evening previous to the siuking and also at
lunch hour on the day of the sinking.

I cllow on behalf of the estate of the deceased George A. Powell, for
. _personsl effects and cash lost, the sum of $1,245.00. To his widow as a dependent
1 thini the sum of $25,000.00 should be allowed. The total, therefore, allowed
by me under claim No. 1 is $26,245.00 to which I think should be added interest
at the rate of § per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the
Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement, and to claim
No. 2 as above stated T ~llow the sum of $1,675.00, to which I think should be
added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratifi-
cation of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Conunissioner,




164

DECISION

e T N

€Case—785-——
Re Prrcy W. Rogers

This claim arises out of the sinking of the es. Lusitania by enemy sub-
marine on May 7, 1915, and is as follows:— '

Loss of effects........ e e st it ety e .$ B13 75
Loss of health............................... 0 e 2,600 00
Loss of earning power..........oooviivnnnnno 0 4,000 00
Operations and doctor's fees....................... vevens 350 00
Hospital expenses ............. ettt ireti it e aeanee 160 00
STotal oo $7,613 75

Mr. Rogers was assistant manager of the Canadian National Exhibition of
Toronto and was n passenger on the vessel, o
At a sitting held before me at Toronto on October 11, 1923, Mr. Rogers

appeared and gave evidence. He stated that when the boat was torpedoed he
was at lunch and went on deck. He filed a copy of a story which he gave to
the newspapers, This was “read in” to the evidence. In the course of this
story he states that he was in his stateroom when the torpedo struck, but
immediately came out. The life-boat he was in capsized and he swam towards
a collapsible boat. He finally clung to an old cupboard until he was picked up.
He had to buy a complete outfit of clothes in Ireland. He resides in Toronto
and states that as to his health he suffers nervousness and a-general breakup
and has to visit a doctor from time to time. He was obliged to resign his duties
in connection with the Canadian National Exhibition, affer his refurn as he was
unabla to carry out his duties. He had an operation for appendicitis whicli he
says was caused-Ly his having heen pulled over the side of “a-life-boat. .- He is
now cngaged in the brokerage and insurance business. He verified the state-
ment of effects lost and swears that the values are reasonable.

From a review of the evidence I find that the claimant hac succeeded in
establishing a good claim and I allow as follows: —

1. Loss of personal effeets...................coovvnii. .. $ 513 76
2. Impairment to health and loss of earning power........ 6,500 00
3. Operations and doctor’s fees...........vuuunnrnnnnnn. 175 00

My reason, for reducing the amount elaimed for this Item No. 3, is, that it
is fair to assume that the operation for appendicitis might not have been the
result of the sinking of the vessel, but might have been necessary in any event.
I have, therefore, reduced it by one-half the amount claimed for this item. I
have disallowed the item for hospital expenses for the same reason. .

The total amount allowed, therefore, is $7,188.75, to which I think should
be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratifi-
cation of the Treaty of Versailles (J anuary 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

ol WM. PUGSLEY;
—— Commissioner.
DECISION
Case 786

Re Estate or Mgs. HarrieET E. ROGERS

This is a claim which arises out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1915, and is for the loss of life of claimant’s son for the
amount of $40,000, :
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‘ At a sitting held before me at Toronto on October 11, 1923, Thomas G.

_______ Ragers appeared and gave evidence. He stated that his mother who was the

| original clairaant died on the 12th” August, 1823, and that he is her son and
executor of her estate. -

— It appears from the evidence that Frank A. Rogers was employed as a
buyer for the Robert Simpson Company, of Toronto, and sailed on the Lusitania.
He had been married one weck prior to his sailing and both he and his .wife
perished. He had been the sole support of his mother who was 75 years.of age
ab the time of her death, but was 67 years of age when her son was drowned.
The family consisted of two brothers and two sisters, including the witnese,
none of whom contributed to the mother's support, that being done entirely by
the deceased Frank A. Rogers. The said Frank A. Rogers had always lived at
home up to the time of his marriage, the father having died 38 years previously,
but no evidence is produced to show that the deceased would have continued to
support his mother after his marriage. The evidence shows that the said Frank
A. Rogers had an income of about $8,000.00 per year and that his estate was
valued at $37,7690.23. There was no insurance.

At the time of his death Frank A. Rogers was 34 years of age. His estate
was divided equally between the four surviving children and the mother, but the
children did not actually draw their share but left it absolutely for the use of
their mother during her lifetime. The witness stated that while the claim was
based entirely upon the expectation of pecuniary assistance which the mother
might have received from her son, yet, ii possible he would like to urge further
compensation on account of grief and injury to the affections of the family due
to the untimely death of Frank A. Rogers, and a letter was read sicned by
“Thomas G. Rogers " requesting that compensation be paid on account of the
bereavement occasioned to the surviving members of the family through the
untimely cutting off of a young man in the midst of a very successful career.

1 find, of course, that in allowing compensation I am limited strictly to the .
question of dependency and financial assistance received by the claimant from
the deceased and can therefore make no award on account of bereavement or
grief caused by the death of this young man,

I find also that while the deceased Frank A. Rogers was the sole support
of his mother there is no evidence that he would so continue to support her after
his marriage, although there is a strong supposition that he would do so.

1 think in view of the circumstances of the case that compensation should
be paid to the Estate of Harriet E. Rogers from the date of the death of Frank
A. Rogers to the date of the death of Harriet E. Rogers, that is to say, from May
7, 1915, until the 12th August, 1023, a period of nine years. I think that the
late Harriet E. Rogers would have been entitled to tompensation at the rate
of $1,600.00 per year for this period which would amount in all to the sum of
$13,500 which I allow and to which I would recommend that interest at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum be added from the date of the ratification of the
Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
— Commissioner.
DECISION ‘
Case 787
Re Mgs. MinNie RUMBLE

This is a claim made by Mrs. Rumble for the loss of life of her husband
who was drowned in the einking of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915,
The claim as filed is for the sum of $100,000.00.
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The elnimant appeared before me at Toronto on October 10, 1923, and

gave evidence to the effect that her late husband was buyer for the firm of
MessmrsolﬂthcDmnid'ﬁmﬁpmwrd’mmeLiﬁﬁ{ of about
$3,600.00 per year., .

He was 27 years of age at the time of death and left surviving him, his -
widow, who is the claimant, and one daughter, who is now about 10 years of
age. N ,

The claimant was born in Canada in 1888, and was married in 1913,

Her husband’s body was never recovered and she derives an income from
his estate valued at $27,000.00. He made a Will which was probated and the
~estate was valued at $28,700.00 including insurance.

There is a statement on file dated April 3, 1919, which states the insurance
as follows:— .

Hurtford Commercial Travellers . . Teoee e e L L. $12,000.00

Canada Life Insurance .. .. .. ., Seie we e we e L 1,000.00

Travellers Insurance .. ., .. .. .. O X 1111 X 11}
(All payable to the widow)

Commercial - Travellers .. ., .. .. St e ee ee e . 1,000.00
(Payable to Elizabeth Rumble, sister of deceased)

Canada Life Insurance Company .. .. ceoee o we o 5,000.00

(Payable to the estate of the deceas‘o.d)”

In addition to the evidence of Mrs. Rumble, Mr, James Glainville,
appeared. He is Secretary-Treasurer of the John MacDonald Company of
Toronto and was acquainted with the deceased, His evidence was to the effect
that the late Mr, Rumble had been with the firm for about eight years-and had
commenced to work for them in the year 1907, at a salary of $11.00 per week.
In the year 1910, he was carning about $1,042.55. His salary for 1911 was
- $2,000.00 and-in-19012 it "was advanced to $3,000.00 and in 1913, it was further

increased to £3,500.00 which was the salary he was earning at the time of his
death.

Witness stated that undoubtedly the deceased would have earned consid-
crably more money had he lived, when business conditions improved after the
war, and that in the year 1918, he would have bheen commanding a salary of
about $5,000.00 per year and would in addition, thereto, share in whatever
bonus was paid if businese in his department had heen good,

Deceased was a man of good habits and had an unusually long expectation
of life. e

Mr. James Bohan also appeared and swore that he was a fellow passenger
and saw Mr. Rumble on board the Lusitania before the sinking,

Mrs. Rumble also testified ns to the value of the perconal effects which
were lost,

" Considering the age of the deceased at the time of his death (27), that he
was receiving a salary of $3,500,00 per year, that he had every prospect of
carly promotion up to $5,000.00 at least, that the claimant’s widow was about
the same age and was left with a child seven months old at the time of her
husband’s death, T allow for the maintenance of the education of the child
until maturity, the sum of $750.00 per year or a sum in all of $15,000.00 and
to his widow, Mrs. Minnie Rumble, the claimant herein, as a dependent, the
sum of $35,000.00 making a total of $50,000.00 to which I think should be
added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the Rati-
fication of the Treaty of Peace, January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement,

WM. PUGSLEY,
SR Conanziss:’oner.
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DECISION

Case 788

Re Miss EL1zApeTH RUMBLE

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitania by enemy
submarine on May 7, 1916. . .

* The claimant appeared before me at Toronto on October 10, 1923, and
stated that she was a sister of the deceased Thoinas Walter Rumble, and was
executrix of his estate. The claim is as follows:—

1. On behalf of .the estate for loss of personal effects.... § 850 00
2. Personal claim of Miss Rumble for loss of life (as de-

pendent).. .. .. .. .. ... 20,000 00

Trom the evidence I find that the deceased contributed to his sister's sup-
port to the extent of $500.00 per year. The claimant being in delicate health
and about 54 years of age, she was not strong enough to work and it was the
brother’s intention to support her although she lived at home with her father and
mother. He contributed, as before stated, the sum of $500.00 per year to supply
her with clothing and the necessaries of life and continued so doing even after
he was married. I explained to the claimant that while she would have no legal
claim as a dependent, yet the evidence would tend to show that she had a good
moral claim, and I think that the brother having contributed to her support
and having continued to do so after his marriage it is sufficient evidence to
indicate that he intended so doing as long as she lived.

1 find that the claimant received $1,000 insurance on account of her brother’s
death, and I think that were she to be allowed the sum of $5,000 on account
of the loss of her brother's life upon whom she was dependent it would be
adequate compensation, .

The claimant verified the list of effects on file and satisfied me that the
claim in this regard was reasonable.

I therefore recommend that the sum of $850.00 claimed on behalf of the
estate of the deceased Thomas Walter Rumble be allowed and also recommend
that the sum of $5,000.00 be allowed to Miss Elizabeth Rumble, a dependent
sister and to both of these amounts I recommend that interest at the rate of
5 per cent per annum be allowed from the date of the ratification of the Treaty
of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISION
Y Case 789
Re Mgs. FraNCES E. WAITES

This is a claim for loss of life arising out of the sinking of the ss. Lusitaniu
by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915. The amount of the claim is $3,000.00.
. At a sitting held before me at Toronto on May 6, 1924, the clnimant appeared
and gave evidence. She statéd that she is a British subject; born in England
and has lived in Canada for 30 years. The claim is for the loss of life of her
daughter Martha Pinda Waites, who was drowned in the sinking of the Lusitania.
The deceased was employed as lady’s maid to Mrs. Burnside and her daughter
and was with them on the vessel but was never seen after the sinking. ‘The
claimant was dependent upon her daughter beeause her husband was ill for 6
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years and the deceased daughter would invariably send from $20.00 to $25.00

heme every month. Further, she stated jlmt._.\uhenemr—she—needed—moneym—"‘_

dnughter gave it to her. It was further stated by the claimant that she has no
means of support other than that which she received from her children and she
now has only one daughter at home, the others being married and not in a
position to help her. One son who is & widower lives with her and she has taken
care of his children for five years, he paying board for them,

A declaration taken by Mrs. Josephine Burnside was “read in” to the
evidence and is to the effect that the deceased Martha Pinda Waites was her
maid and that her wages were at the rate of $400.00 per annum and her board
and expenses. The said Martha Pinda Waites was with Mrs. Burnside on the
Lusitania at the time of the sinking and enquiry was made in every possible
quarter after she went down but they were unable to find any trace of her.

Miss Maude Waites also gave evidence and stated that she was g sister of”
the deceased, Martha Pinda Waites. She testified that the deceased had always
given the mother at the rate of at least $20.00 per month and more when she
necded it. Her late sister had she lived would have been about 45 years of age
at the time of the hearing, while the mother is now 74 years of age and not, able
to do very much work.

It seems clear from the evidence that the claimant ‘vas dependent tpon her
deceased daughter for support and maintenance and I therefore allow this claim
at the amount stated, namely, £3,000.00, to which I think should be added
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification
of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 790
Re Mgrs. CuristiNae Harrow S. McCora

This claimant is a British subject, born in Scotland in 1881, and has resided
in Canada since June 1884, until quite recently when she and her hushand left
for California for the purpose of taking up their residence there.

Her husband, James A. MeColm was formerly staff officer in the Depart-
ment of Militin and Defence, at Ottawa. )

The claim filed is for loss sustained in the sinking of the ss. Lusitunia on
May 7, 1915, on which the claimant Was a pasenger,

The items of her claim are as follows: —. -

Loss of personal effects.. .. .. te eree e oo $1)181 50

Medical attendance, hospital, etc:: e e v e e e 335 00
Personal injury and loss-of liealth.. .. .. .. e ve e oo 10,000 00
$11,516 50

The claimant did not appear before me in person as she was in California at
the time but a sitting held in Ottawa, on May 3, 1923, Mr. H. W. Johnston,
appeared and spoke in her behalf. :

The evidence on file is quite conclusive as to her presence as first class
passenger on the Lusitania at the time of the sinking and there is on file a
detailed list of the personal effects lost with verification by solemn deelaration
by the claimant which declaration is dated Decembes 16, 1918,
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Upon looking over this list, I can find no reason to doubt that Mrs. McColm ‘
had-these-articleson-board-with-her,-and-that the values given for the same are . '
fair and reasonable. '

1, therefore, allow her claim in respect of item (1) for Personal Effects
which were lost in the sinking of the ss. Lusitania to the amount of $1,181.50.

“There is also on file a formal declaration made by- this claimant dated
December 30, 1921, which has attached thereto as an exhibit, a certificate made
by Dr. Lorne Gardner of the City of Ottawa, as to her disability.

Dr. Gardner, appeared before me at Ottawa on July 18, 1023. He has been
practising in the City of Ottawa for twenty years and had a good deal of
experience in connection with military work having been appointed medical con-
sulting physician of the Soldiers’ Civil Re-establishment at the close of the war
and is qualified to decide as to the extent of disability suffered by a person as
the result of an injury received. ) ' '

He had seen Mrs. McColm previous to her sailing on the Lusitania and had
examined her after her return to Canada, and had found that she had changed
a good deal and had lost at least thirty pounds in weight.

He further stated that she had aged considerably and had suffered a great
deal from rheumatism, insomnia, and badly affected nerves. He estimates her
incapacity at about 30 per cent in her daily occupation and at about 60 per cent
in the general labour market, and is inclined to think that the disability will be
permanent. : .

In view of the inability of Mrs. McColm to appear before me and testify,

I thought it advisable to have as many declarations filed as would be necessary
to fully substantiate the various items of this claim, and I have, therefore, on
file a Statutory Declaration dated 14th day of June, 1923, and made by Mrs,
W. J. Kelley, of the City of New York, who is a sister-in-law of the claimant.
Mrs. Kelley declares that she accompanied Mrs. McColm to the pier and saw
her embark on the Lusitania. '

There is a still later declaration on file made by the claimant taken before
a Notary Public in San Francisco, and dated November 10, 1923, in which
declaration Mrs. McColn declares that she was a passenger on the Lusitania
when it was sunk and that as a result of the torpedoing she fell into the water
and remained there two hours until she was picked up by a steam trawler and
taken to Queenstown, Ireland. As a result of her immersion in the water, she
declares that she suffered. congiderably from shock and that her general health .
has suffered, she being frequently a victim of attacks of rheumatism, biliousness, '
insomnia and nervousness and that she has lost thirty pounds in weight.

When she was able to leave Queenstown, she proceeded to Edinburgh, Scot-
land, where she remained in bed for thirteen weeks under the doctor’s care and
subsequently spent four months during the summer of 1915, recuperating in
Scotland, :

She returnod to Canada in December, 1915, and was under the care of
Dr. F. McKelvey Bell, until -1920, when he left Ottawa; after that date she

_receivell"attention at the hands of Dr. Lorne Gardner until December, 1922,
when she went to California for the benefit of her health.

Supplemental to this declaration, which was taken in California, there is
filed a certificate by Dr. George Adam of 1403 Hyde St., San Francisco, who i
examined the claimant and states that her weight is 160 pounds and in general, :
her physical condition is such as to indicate that she had sustained an experience
of shock. He indicates in this certificate that Mrs. McColm suffers from inter-
costal neuralgia. - .

I further directed that Dr. McKelvey Bell, be communicated with in order :
that a statement might be received as to Mrs. McColm's condition before she -
sailed on the Lusitania in order that I might determine to what extent her
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- bresent_condition can be aitributed to the sinking of this vessel. A letter is

on file from Dr, Bell, dated Jung 4, 1924, in which_he states_in part:

" Al was her family physician for two years, 1011-1912, when she was living at 202
Nicholas St., and 38 Laurier Ave, IS, Ottawa. I operated upon her in 1912 for an ectopic
Pregnancy being assisted by Dr. Crawford (at that time practieing in Ottawa), When I
Inst saw her, she was in excellent health, I also recall that she was straight-forward and
honourable and ecan truthfull say 1 believe that any statement she makes is correct. I
have seen a copy of the evidence placed before the Clommission July 18, 1923, and know
that Mrs. MoColm was not in this nervous condition while I was attending her in Ottawa.”

In view of the numerous declarations filed and the preponderance of
medical testimony furnished by the doctor’s evidence (Dr. Gardner) and the
statements of Dr. Adam of San Francisco, and Dr. Bell of New York, I have
no difficulty in recommending that item (2) for Medical Attendance, Hospital
Fees, etc., to the extent of $335.00, be allowed.

With reference to item (3) for personal injury and loss of health for the
sum of $10,000.00, however, I feel that the sum of $7,600.00, would be a fair
and reasonable allowance.. . o :

With reference, therefore, to the total claim as filed by Mrs. McColm for
the sum of $11,516.50, I recommend that the total sum of $9,016.50, be allowed
this claimant in satisfaction of her claim, to which should be added interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the Ratification of the Treaty
of Peace,”January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commaissioner.

DECISION
Case 791
Re Estate oF Mns. ALICE BINGHAM

The claim arises out of the sinking of the se. Lusitania on May 7, 1915,
and is as follows:—

(1) Loss of life of her daughter .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. $5,000 00
(2) Loss of daughter's personal effects .. .. .. .. .. .. 350 00
$5,360 00

At a sitting held before me at Toronto, May 15, 1924, Mr. I, H. M. Irwin,
appeared as solicitor for the claimant, He stated that Mrs, Bmghal_n was
formerly a resident of Toronto, but at the time of the filing of the claim she
was living in Fort William, Ont., with her son. ) .

It appears that the claim arises out of the loss of life of Mrs. Bingham’s
daughter who was drowned in the sinking of the ss. Lusitania and the claimant
herself died sometime in 1923,

On file, 1 find a statutory declaration taken by Mrs. Bingham at Toronto,
Marck 22, 1916, in which she states that her daughter had an earning capacity
of about $840.00 per year at the time of her death and that the said daughter
was at the time of her aeath thirty-five years of age, and three years immedi-
ately preceding her daughter’s death, the claimant lived with and was sup-
ported by her said daughter, the value of which support is estimated at $500.00
per year. o :

A detailed list of personal effects lost is also on file and a study of the
items appears b0 disclose that the amounts stated ate fair and reasonable,
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A son of the claimant, Mr. E. R. Bingham, resides in Fort William, but

____as it-is_doubtful_whether he_could give evidence from his own personal knowl-
edge, which would in any way tend to augment the information already on file,
1 do not believe it will be necessary for me to require the attendance of Mr.
Bingham before me personally.

I find that & claim for the loss of personal effects of Miss Bingham can
properly be made on behalf of the estate of her mother and as the statement on
géeoagé)ears reasonable, I allow the amount claimed for these effects, namely

50.00.

As to the claim for loss of life, it appears from the statutory declaration
that the mother was dependent upon her deceased daughter, but in view of the
fact that the said daughter’s income was only $840.00 per ,2ar, I thiok that

_the mother as dependent, could only reasonably urge that she reeeived help from
her daughter to the extent of about one-half of this income at the most.

As the mother died sometime during the year 1923, which is subsequent to
the 10th January, 1920, which is the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of
Versailles, and the date on which Germany assumed a contractual liability to
pay for loss and damage, I am of the opinion that Mrs. Bingham's claim as a
dependent would survive to her estate.

I fix the damage on this score at $400.00 per year from the date of the
ginking of the ss. Lusitania, i.c. May 7, 1915, to the date of death in 1923 of
Mrs. Bingham (this to be supplied). This covers approximately a period of
cight years at $400.00 per year which would amount to $3,200.00 which I allow
to the estate, making a total amount allowed to the estate of Mrs. Alice Bingham
(deceased) of $3,650.00 and to which should be added interest at the rate of
5 per cent per annum from the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Versailles,
January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 752
Re Mgs. Enxiuia C. Davis

The hearing of this matter was fixed for May 15, 1924, at Toronto but
the claimant did not appear.

From a review of the evidence on file it would appear that the claim is
for the sum of $100.00 being the value of clothing sent to a party (not named) in
England by the claimant in the trunk of a Miss Kathleen Kaye who is the
claimant’s niece and who was a passenger on board the ss. Lusitania at the time
it was destroyed by enemy submarine on May 7, 1915. The trunk and contents
were lost and the claimant states in her letter of October 29, 1923, which is on
file, that Miss Kaye received compensation in England for her own goods which
were lost, but as Mrs. Davis lived in Canada nothing was paid to Miss Kaye in
| respect of this clothing,
| As the- claimant, though notified by registered letter dated May 1, 1924

to appear before me on-the 15th day of May, 1924, did not do so, T must
disalYow her claim which is not sufficiently proven.

- WM. PUGSLEY, ;
Commissioner, ;
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| DECISION
S —Cage 793 " - ——-
Re Mgs, EL1zABETH JONES

This is a claim arising out of the sinking of the s, Lusitania on May 7,
1915, and is for the loss of life of the daughter of the claimant, The claim as
filed is for the sum of $5,000.00.

The claimant was notified to appenr before me at Toronto on October 24,
1923, and May 13, 1924. She seems to be now residing in England and did not
appear at the time stated or send any reply to either notice and 1 am, therefore,

obliged to disallow the claim., .
‘ WM. PUGSLEY,

Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 794
Re J. . McPARLAND

This appears to be a claim arising out of the sinking of the ss, Lusitania by
enemy submarine on May 7, 1915.

No statutory declaration was filed and notices were sent the claimant\to
appear before me on October 23, 1923 and May 13, 1924. He did not do so, and 1
am obliged to disallow the claim. )

WM. PUGSLEY,

—_— Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 795
Re Percy A. LintorT

This claim is on account of the loss of life of claimant’s brother, Roy Ivor
Lintott, who was one of the Lusitania victims.
"The record does not show any dependents, and the claim will therefore have
to be disallowed as it does not fall within any of the categories to Section (I)
Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles, ‘
JAMES FRIEL,

April 22, 1926. —_— - Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 796
Re Hueu H. Newsox

George Sidwell, Hamilton, musical composer lost his life on the Lusitania.
He was indebted, so elaimant states, to Nelson in the sum of $400.00 and
interest, under an agreement between the parties dated Deeember 24, 1913,
whereby Sidwell covenanted to re-pay the loan and as.a bonus, to pay to Nelson
onc-half of the net profits to be derived from the publication and sale of
Sidwell’s musical compositions and songs. Sidwell when he sailed for England
had in his possession, plates, copyrights and stock,; in connection with his
publicgtions, I assume, to the value of at least $5,000.00 and that, he, Nelson,
never received any interest on the loan at any time. Nelson declares that
Sidwell’s income for the year ending August 4, 1914, was about, $600.00 and that
for the five years preceding his death it reached an average of $1,460.00.
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Sidwell was 44 years old at the time of death. His income apparently was
from composing, and publishing patriotic songs,

Claimant was born in England and came to Canada ih 1906.

Mr. Nelson’g damages were indirect and consequential, and cannot be
considered by this Commission. :

Sidwell’'s dependents have filed a claim for loss of his life and ~property.

This claim is disallowed, as it does not come within any of the categories
of the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

~ August 5, 1926.

DECISION
Case 797
Re T1'E RoyaL BANK oF CANADA

Notice of claim was given by the bank who hold a ju.'gmevt dated July 18,
1914, for the sum of $1,554.13, ugainst R. N. Davey, as endorser of a loan.

Mr. Davey was drowned on the Lusitania, together with his wife and
family.

There has been no claim presented to this Office by any dependent or any
person in connection with his death, The bank could not be considered a
dependent; they have not suffered in this case from dircet enemy action and so
any claim from them fails, as it does not come under the scope of this Commis-
sion. The claim, therefore, if presented, would have to be disallowed.

JAMES FRIEL,

. Commissioner.
May 12, 1926.

—ant

DECISION

Case 798
Re Lours STRAUSS
Ezxccutor of the Will of Julius Strauss

Julius Strauss was one of the Lusitania victims. He left a considerable
_ estate probated at $50,000.00.  He was unmarried. One sister was largely
dependent -on him, otherwise, there are no dependents mentioned in the claim.
It may be assumed that the sister was looked after in his will.
His estate would have no claim on account of loss of his life but would
be entitled to compensation on account of the loss of personal effects.
The claim does not seem to have been pressed and if there is nothing more
done about it, it will have to be dismissed. )
i . JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
August 5, 1826.
52007—8
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DECISION
Case— 799
Re Francis WiLLIAM CLARKE

Claimant filed his claim in November, 1918, for loss of his wife, one of the
Lusitania victims. He has two children living--with his sister, Elizabeth Alice
Clarke, at Bridlington, East Yorkshire, England. Apparently he afterwards
moved to Montreal. He did not communicate further with this Commission.

- Mr. Warwick Chipman, K.C,, spoke to the claim at the sitting of the
Commission at -Montreal, October 20, 1925, but he did not know where his
client was, and he writes on this date that all attempts for the last three years
to get in touch with Mr. Clarke have been unavailing, '

The claim is dismissed without prejudice to its being taken up again should

oceasion arise.
: JAMES FRIEL,
August 17, 1926, —_— Commassioner.
DECISION
Case 800
Re James Coristing & Co. LiMiTeD

_The Claimant company is a Canadian corporation. Claim is for monies
advanced to Mr. Duncan Stewart, buyer for this company who was sent to
England to buy hats. He was a passenger on the ss., Lusitania which was sunk
on May 7, 1915, and weni down with the vessel.

Voyage, Montreal to Liverpool.. .. .. .. .. .. .. ./ ..$147 80
Pocket Expenses.. .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .. .. ... .. 100 00
Monthly Salary.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ... .. 125 60

$372 80

The claim was before the late Commissioner who laid it down that any
claim in respeet to decedent would be properly presented by his family, and
that this claim of his firm does not come within any of the categories of Annex
(1) to Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles, and he marked it for disallowance.

I agree.
The claim is therefore disallowed. JAMES FRIEL,
December 2, 1926. g Commissioner.
DECISION |
Case 801

ReE. V. HEBBERT

Claimant is a British subject born in England April 9, 1880, who came to

Canada in 1913. He served as a Warrant- Officer with the Canadian Forces
__ throughout the war, B

- He claimed on account of the loss of the life of his wife, Florence Herbert,
aged 26, a Lusitania victim, and for her personal effects. There were no chil
dren. Mrs, Florence Herbert was a second class passenger on the Lusitania
when that ship was sunk and her name does not appear among the list of sur-
vivors and there is no trace of her remains having bcen recovered.

We have repeatedly uasked the claimant to furnish us with a copy of his
marriage certificate or some proof of his marriage and he has failed to do so.
The claim will, therefore, have to be disallowed for want of proof that decedent

. was claimant's wife, " JAMES FRIEL,
v February 5, 1927, Commissioner.
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DECISION
Case 802

Re ALran H. Apams

The claimant is a Briii<h subject, born in Scotland in 1872, aud was resi-
dent in Winnipeg for the last 17 years. He was a passenger on the Lusitania
on his way to his old home with the intention of getting employment ou the
other side. He was severely injured when the ship sank and suffered much from
exposure and shock. He was swimming in the water for three hours without
clothing or a life belt. Later, in a few weeks, he came back to Canada on the.
ss. Orduna which was pursued by a German submarine and shelled, adding to
the claimant’s shock. :

The claim is for personal cffcets, money and tools of trade declared at
$850.00, and for personal injury. The medical report shows that the claimant
suffered from neurosis and neurasihenia, and was totaliy incapacitated for three
years and partially incapacitated since November, 1918, He is wholly incapaci-
tated as to his own occupation and 50 per cent incapacitated in the general
labour market. His left car is seriously affected. He suffered from general
nervousness, headache, tremors, and poor memory since the disaster, and owing
to .it. - When he sailed on the Lusitania he was a strong, healthy, active -man,
He had been carning $110.00 & month-as an electrician, and was a contractor in
a small way, sometimes employing two and always a helper. He had a shop
“and altogether cleared about $150.00 & month. After his return he was unable
to continue his work on account of his health. He was taken in the forces, and
on account of his experiences employed recruiting for a short while. Later he
went into the employ of the Manitoba Government telephone work, but could
not hold the job. He returned to that employ in June, 1918, but was unable
to carry on his usual work, although he tried every year after for five years.
He wag unable, so the Superintendent certified, to carry on his work in the tele-
phone business owing to ill-health, He tried for other jobs. The claimant says
he is an expert telephone man, but the Bell Telephone Co. in Chicago would
not take him. He went to Toronto to the Northern Electric Company, but
they could not take him on. He had lost his seniority in his calling in the Mani-
toba telephone system, and was too old for other telephone companices, even if
e could have carried on.

A further medical report dated April 22,1024, says that he was unable to
follow his trade on account of injury suffered when the ship sank. Willidm
Roberts, Water Works Foreman at Winnipeg, certified that he has known Mr.
Adams for the past sixteen years, and that prior to his going overseas in 1915,
he had never known him to be sick or complain of ill-health in any way, but
since returning from overseas he had not been able to hold any position for any
length of time on account of ill-health.

The claimant states that he worked altogether about three years in the last
ten years, including threec months in the army. He was not working at the time
of the hearing. . o :

He received no compensation in any way except £8 from the Lord Mayor’s
fund in Liverpool. »

The claimant is a married man with five children. His eldest boy had to
go to work at 14, and his daughter at 13.

" His youngest child is now 10.

- T would allow-the claimant $8,000.00 on account of personal injuries with
interest at 5 per cent ner annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty,

5200784 .
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January 10, 1920, and $850.00 for personal effects and money lost, with interest
from May 7, 1915, to the date of settlement,. -

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $8,850.00 is fair com-
pensation to Allan H. Adams, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
March 12, 1926. —_— Commassioner.

DECISION
Case 803
Re JaAMES Bovine

Claimant is a British subject, born in Scotland in 1885, who came to Canada
in 1805. He was one of the passengers on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was
sunk, May 7, 1915, lost all his personal effects and $400 in Bank Notes, and
suffered personal injury from exposure to such an extent that he could not wark
for several months,

The record, owing to clnimant’s circumstances, is not as complete as might
he. He was not able to attend any of our hearings in the West. The claim,
liowever, scems made in good faith, and I would allow it at the amount claimed,
that is to say, $800.00 for personal effects and money lost when the ship was
sunk, with interest on this item at 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss,
and $400.00 on account of personal injury, with interest at & per cent per annum
from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty
of Versailles, to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $1,200 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant, James Boyle, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
May 14, 1926. — Commisstoncr,

DECISION
Case 804
Re Josern E. BisHop

Claimant is a British subject born in England, who came to this country
in 1910. He claims on account of loss of cash, $500.00, and personal effects,
$200.00, in possesson of his father, Joseph Bishop, and mother, Alice Bishop,
who were among the Lusitania victims. They were English people who had
been in. Canada for two years and were returning to England to stay. Their
next of kin would be the claimant and his brother, Walter Henry Bishop, of
Higginshire, Oldham, England. -

I am satisfied with the proof of the amount of the loss. Ciaimant would
only be entitled to one-half and his brother in England the other half, but he
should collect it through the British Reparation Claims Department, and the

— " time-for-putting-inclaimstirere lias—elapsed— O thie whole, T think it would
be fair to disregard this and allow the claim at the amount proved, $700.00,
payable to claimant, Joseph E. Bishop, as administrator of his father’s and
mother’s estate. In the alternative, I would allow him one-half as compensa-
tion for the loss, which should carry interest at 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the disaster, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

This elaim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1), and I find $700.00 is fair compensation to
the claimant, with interest as above indicated. ' '

JAMES FRIEL,

May 19, 1926. Commissioner,
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DECISION
Case 805
Re Mns, MarRY BARTLEY

Claimant is a British subject born in England, who came o Canada to
live about the year 1911, Her son, George Noble Bartley, mr.chinist, a native of
England, aged 38, and his wife and two children were passengers on the ss.
Lusitania when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine May 7, 1915, and were
lost. He was going back to get employment. .

Decedent had disposed of his house and lot in the City of Welland and
had with him the. proceeds, $300.00, together with all their goods and_effects.

The claimant, his mother, and next-of-kin, was dependent on him. She
says he gave her between $150.00 and $200.00 per year. She claims on account
of the loss of his life, and loss of money and effects lie had with him, At the
time of his death she was 69 and since then she has been living with her
married daughter. o

I would allow claimant $2,000.00 on account of the loss of her son, with
interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the 10th day of Junuary, 1920,
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of setilement and
$1,450.00 on account of personal effects and money lost, with interost at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, - t¢ date of
settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annax to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and 1 find $3,450.00 is fair
compensation to the claimant with interest as indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
June 15, 1926. Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 806
Re ReuBeN BumrLey EstaTe
L. F. Stevens, Executor

Reuben Burley, a Canadian subject, and his wife and two children were
passengers on the ss, Lusitania, when that ship was sunk, May 7, 1915, by
enemy submarine. The whole family was drowned. For that reason there are
no dependents. The next-of-kin are Canadians, I believe. .

he claim is for loss of personal effects, and money that Reuben Burley had
with-him— SEL =

1 would allow the claim at the amount as proved by Mr. ‘Stevens, $2,600.00.
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $2,600.00 fair compensation to
the claimant, administrator of the estate as aforesaid, with interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking, May 7, 1915, to date of

settlement.
JAMES IFRIEL,

Commissioner.
August 3, 1926,
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DECISION
Case 807

Ile Enizapern Buny Estate

L. F. Stevens, Erxecutor -

Elizabeth Bull, a Canadian, was a passenger on board the ss. Lusitana
and lost her life when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine. There are no
dependents. o

The claim is in respect to personal effects of the deceased, and money she
had with her.

I think the sum of $1,000.00 would fairly cover the loss.

This claim falls within the I'irst Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $1,000.00 fair compensation to
the claimant, executor, as aforesaid, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement,

JAMES FRIEL,
August 3, 1926. Commisstoner,

DECISION
Case 808
IRe Russknn V. CorriNg

Claimant is a Canadian. His claim is on account of the loss of his father
and mother, George Robert Copping, and Emma Copping, vietims of the
Lusitania disaster.

The claim is principally on account of loss by depreciation in stocks owned
by deceased, to pay succession duty on his estate. He was a manufacturer and
left an estate of something over $210,000.00. Claimant and a brother succeeden
to the ostate under their father’'s will. At the time .of his father's death, the
claimant 26 years old, was working for their company. He was not a dependent
in any way. ,

The claim includes an amount on account of the loss of clothing and cash
and jewelry. Claimant was not able to give exact testimony as to such values,
1 think $4,000.00 would be ample compensation in respect to property and
money lost with the deceaséd at the time the ship sank. Such compensation
is payable to the executors of the estate of George Robert Copping, deceased,

and-not to_the present claimant and the claim in other respects must be dije-.

allowed. ' . .

The claim. in respect to loss of property and money comes within the First
Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I
find $4,000.00 fair compensation to the estate of George Robert Copping, de-

ceased, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the -

sinking of the Lusitania, May 7, 1915; to date of scttlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner,
June 29, 1926, '
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DECISION-
Case 809
‘ Re Saray E, CHaBoT

The Claimant is a Canadian. She claims on account of the loss of the
life of her husband, David L. Chabot, also a Canadian, who was c3s of the .
Lusitania victims. He was on his way to Europe on a buying trip for his
employers, Hodgson, Summer & Company, a very large wholesale drygoods
concern in Montreal, in whose employ he had been for twenty-seven years.

The body of the deceased was recovered and brought to Granby for burial.
Decedent was forty-nine years of age at the time of the disaster. He had
always been in good health, and had never heen sick. He left him surviving his
widow, the present claimant, aged forty-nine, and three children, Olive 14,
Eugene 19, and Arthur 21. At the time of the hearing before Mr. Pugsley, in
June, 1923, Olive was married, Eugene studying for the priesthood, and Arthur
was working and attending McGill University. Decedent left a will under
which the claimant was given all his property, real and personal, and appointed
cole exceutrix. At the time of his death he was possessced of real estate in the
city of Outremont of the value of about $7,400.00. He had life insurance of
$4,600.00 clear. His income according to the declaration was $2,700.00 a year.
He was employed as Manager of the firn'’s dress goods department at a salary
of $2,400.00 which was augmented at the end of every year by a bonus allot-
ment. The bonus in 1914 was £800.00, and the secretary of Hodgson, Sumner
& Company at the hearing testificd that the decedent’s department had increased
considerably and that he had no hesitation in saying that “Mr. Chabot's
income would have been fully double had he been living to-day . :

The expense of bringing the body back to Canada and burial was $202.02.

No reference is made in the claim to the personal property and monecy
deceased had with him when he was drowned. He was a saloon passenger on the
ship. This claim was heard by the late Commissioner who made a decision,
but left it unsigned, which concluded as follows:—

“ Considering the position in life and the prospects of the deceased, also the fact that
the widow was left with a family of which two werc under age, and being educated, the
sum of $30,000.00 would be a reasonable allowance Jor her and children, and I therefore allow
* this amount, tg which should be added interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles January 10, 1020, to the date of
settlement.” :

1 am of the opinion that the amount mentioned by Dr. Pugsley is {air com-
pensation, and I would allow the claimant, Mrs. Sarah E. Chabot, $30,000.00
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratifica-
tion of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settleinent.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $30,000.00 fair com-
pensation to the claimant, with interest as above indicated.

o ' JAMES FRIEL,
Commassioner.

August 16, 1926.

Nore—A}¢ the hearing before the present Commissioner at Montrecal, Octo-
" ber 20, 1925, it was agreed by Mrs, Chabot with the representative of Hodgson,
Sumner & Co. that that firm should be protected in this award to the extent of
monies advanced her by them on filing proper documents which she said she
would execute. . :
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DECISION
Case 810

Re Mrs. GertrUpE E. A. DowsLEY

Claimant is a Canadian. Her claim is on account of the luss of life of her,
husband, Dr. David H. Dowsley, also a Canadian, who was a passenger ou the
Lusitania when she was torpedoed and sunk May 7, 1915. Dr. Dowsley  was
then 65 yenrs of age and the claimant 68. Dccedent was a practising physician
and surgeon in Ottawa from 1900 until the time of his death, His childre were
grown up and self-supporting.  Information about his income declered at
$3,000.00 a year, is mecagre. He left $1,000.00 life insurance, and no other
property. Claimant hus been maintained by her family, Dr. Dowsley had
gone to the West Indies for his health during the winter 1914-15, and without
returning home sailed fcr England to see aboit his two sons who were in the
fighting then going on. He sent home for surgical instruments which were sent
to him to the ship, intending apparently to offer his services in a medical corps.

There is no claim for personal effects. v

The claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1), and I find $5,000.00 is fair compensation
to the claimant, Mrs. Gertrude E. A. Dowsley, with interest at the rate of & per
cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of
the Treaty, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
April 15, 1926. _—

DECISION
Case 811
Re Robert Farrow

Claimant is a British subjeet, born in England, who came to Canada in
1904. He was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was sunk by
enemy action on the 7th of May, 1915, and claims on account of personal injuries
and loss of personal effects. :

He contracted muscular rheumatism from being in the water several hours
in an open boat and was laid up for ten wecks. The mediecal record discloses
some partial disability. » :

This claim was put in first to the British Foreign Claims Office, and by
them transferred to this Commission. It seems a modest one.

I would allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, namely, $632.88,
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January,
1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settle-
ment. : .

This elaim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $632.88 fair compensation
to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

: : JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

June 29, 1926.
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DECISION
Caso 812
Re H. R. Frost

The claimant is a British subject born in England, who came to Canada
several years’ ago. He was a passenger on the Lusitania, sunk May 7, 1915, and
claims on account of loss of personal effects. -

I would allow his claim at the amount declared $445.60, with interest from
the date of loss, May 7, 1916.

This claim falls withiA the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versnilles, category (9), and I find $445.60 is fair compensation to
the olaimant with interest nt the rate of 5 per cent' per annum from the date
of the sinking May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

. JAMES FRIEL,

—_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 813
Re Mrs. JAxE Gourp

This is a claim on behalf of Mrs, Gould and three children, dependents of
Richard Gould one of the-Lusitania victims.

Deceased was a British subject born in England and was 34 years old when
he perished. He was employed on the ship as a boiler maker and his pay was
£120 a year with keep. He left no property and had no life insurance,

The claim is for $10,000.00, personal cffects not mentioned.

The claim was brought to tﬁe attention of the British Reparation Claims
Department who held that Mrs. Gould being a permanent resident of British
Columbin, her claim would properly appertain to this Commission.

Richard Could and claimant Mary Ann Martin, were married August 4,
1906, their children are: Harold Leslic Gould born August 25, 1908; Dorothy
Gould born March 10, 1910, and Stanley Gould horn August 30, 1911. They lived
- at Burk Road, Bootle, England, and were solely dependent on the earnings of
the said Richard Gould who maintained them comfortably.

Mrs. Gould brought her family to Canada in April 1920 and they are living
on a farm of 20 acres, ‘

The Cunard Company pay her for herself a pension of £61-16-11 ($303.40)
per annum while she remains gingle and for the children £9-10 ($46.60) each,
until they attain the age of sixteen,

Mrs. Gould was 32 years old when she lost her husband.

I would allow the claim and distribute the amounts as follows:

Mrs. Jane Gould, $4,000.00 and to each of the children $2,000.00.

This claim falls within the First Annex lo Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1) and I find $4,000.00 is fair compensation to
Mrs. Jane Gould and $2,000.00 to each of the children namely: Harold Leslie
Gould, Dorothy Gould and Stanley Gould all with interest at the rate of 5 per
cent per annum from the date i the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles,
January 10, 1920, to date of settlment.

The award to the children should be paid through a guardian in each case.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

January 23, 1926.
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DECISION
Case 814
Re Duncan A, Hangs

Claimant is a Canadian born at Huntsville, Ontario, September 13, 1882,
He was a passenger on the Lusitania and sustained ,'ersonal injuries and property
losses when that ship was destroyed by enemy action May-7,1918. 'The property
lost was of the value of $488.66. Ile was in the employ of a big wholesale hard-
ware concern in Saskatoon and was on his way to England on ‘their business,
His salary at the time was $175.00 per month with house rent free. He had a
wife and two children, nges 5 and 3. -

Claimant had always enjoyed excellent health and was doing well and had
every prospect of promotion. One of his employvers certified that Mr. Hanes,
because of his long and continuous satisfactory services for the company, was
in the way of =oon filling a vacancy which would mean $5,000.00 per year or
more. .
When the Lusitania went down, claimant went down with her and after
coming to the surface swam around unconsciously. He wis pulled on some
wreckage where he stood in the water up to his waist all the afternoon. He
was eight or ten days in the hospital at Queenstown and under special treatmen.
at Liverpool, Bristol and London. He came home in July, 1915, and has been
under medical treatment ever since,

The medical record made up of the certificates and testimony of three
Canadian physicians of high standing goes to show that the shock and exposure
resulted in a serious permanent impairment to claimant’s health. He was
unable, from ill health, to hold his position with his firm, although they seem
to have given him cvery chance. He hasn’t nerve or concentration to do
business.  One of the doctors, a consultant to the Pensions Board, gives claimant’s
incapacity at 50 per cent. .

The claim as originally filed, asked for $10,000.00 for injury to health but
at the hearing in Saskatoon on August 7, 1925, claimant said he had put the
damages at that amount hoping that he would improve in health and as he did
not, improve and has no assurance that he would, he asked leave to raise his
claimto £30,000.00.

I would a}low claimant $15,000.00 for personal injury, with interest at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of
the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement, and $488.66 for
loss of personal effects, with interest at the rate of & per cent per annum fron.
the date of loss, May 7, 1015, to date of scttlement. The amount of expenses
incurred and hospital and physician fees are included in the award.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $15,488.66 fair compensa-
tion to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

. : v JAMES FRIEL,
November 2, 1920. — Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 813
Re Mrs. Masen HENsHAW

The rclaimant i5 a British subject. a native of Ireland, who has been living
in Canada since 1912, She was a passenger on the Lusitania sunk Mny 7, 1915.
She was going to visit her father, a barrister-at-law, in London, with tier baby,

5 months old.
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She went down with the ship with the baby in her arms and the first suction -
killed the baby. She went down again holding the baby’s body and ‘this time
the suction took the baby out of her arms, When she came up again she was
swimming with her life jacket on, and was able to keep afloat, for four hours
until picked up by a trawler in an insensible condition. She was in a hotel under
the doctor's-care for three wecks, the hospitals all being full. During that time

she was in an extremely nervous and exhaustec. condition suffering mental and
physical anguish. She contracted pleurisy. Ier lungs she says were: water-
logged, they had so much sea water in them. Her condition was weak. She
was in la poor state of health for months after the accident and lost 28 pounds
in weight,

After her return to Saskaioon her husband enlisted and went overseas. She
then went to live in Winnipeg where she was ill and under the doctor’s care.
She has three children living and they are not over-healthy. The medical record
refers to Mrs. Henshaw's shock from sinking of the Lusitania and grief for the
loss of her child, injury to the muscles of her back from being thrown into the
sea, and certifies partially “ incapacitated for an indefinite period. Her nervous
condition caused by loss of the child and accident to herself was fairly gerious to
a lady whose nervous condition was one of highly strung nerves at her best.
The period of recovery would be a long one in my opinion.”

Mrs. Henshaw had money with her to the amount of $200.00 which she lost,

with rings, watch, and clothing of herself and child,-and-other personal-effeets— ——--—

The olaim is for loss of effects, personal injury, and loss of the child. The
latter part of the claim cannot be allowed. It may however be taken into con-
sideration in considering the effect of the loss of the child on the mother’s mind
and health.  She is now in poor henlth and under the doctor’s care.

1 would allow the claimant $600.00 for loss of personal cffects with interest
at 5 per cent per annum from May 7, 1815, to date of scttlement, and $4,600.00
for injury to her health, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from January 10,
1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty, to the date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Scction (1) Part VIII of the Treaty
of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and 1 find $5,000.00 is fair compensation to
Mrs. Mabel Henshaw with interest as above indicated to the time of scttlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
March 13, 1926. e Commissioner.

DIECISION
Case 816
Re Grorae W. HENKR

Ernest George Henn and his wife Mabel Henn were gecond cabin passengers
on the Lusitania and lost their lives when that vessel was attacked and sunk,
They left no children. There was no life insurance or accident insurance.  The
body of Ernest George Henn was recovered, with his watch, money and small
personal things. Decedents had with them other effeots to the declared value
of $1,000.00. Ernest George Henn had been an empioyee in the Post Office in
Winnipeg, getting a salary of about $1,200.00 a year. He was 35 years old at
the time of his death, and had been married and living in his own home, apart
from his parents, for 10 years. "He did not contribute to their support. His
father, George W, Henn, born in 1856, was a book-kezper, and kept his own
home. He died February 2, 1924, leaving a widow, Sarah Henn, and the claim
is now put forward in her behalf. Her husband left no property except house-
hold furniture in his home which was apparently owned by one of his sons. The
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widow ig now maintained by her two remaining sons who were unmarried at the
time of the hearing, August 1925. The family are Englisn and came to Canada
in 1911, except decedent who came in 1912.

Compensation should be allowed for the personal effects, As to the rest
of the claim, it gets down to a consideration of what assistance the mother could
reasonably expect from her son Ernest if he had been living after the death of
her husband. The father made out no case as a dependent. It is very doubtful
if Ernest, were he living, maintaining his own home on a probably not greatly
increased salary, would assist his other two brothers much in supporting the
mother, or that he would be called upon to help. However, I would recommend
some compensation to the mother as a dependent, say $2,600.00, to include the
claim for personal effects. .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategories (1) and (9), and I find $2,500.00 is fair com-
pensation to the elaimant, Sarah Henn, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the
Treaty, to date of settlement. ,

JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
April 16, 1926, . ——
DECISION
Case 817

Re FrebERICK J. JOHNSON

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to Canada
September 1, 1904. He served 28 months overseas with the Canadian Expedition-
ary Forces. His claim is on account of the loss of life of his brother, Albert E.
Johnson, also a citizen of Canada, who was one of the Lusitania victims. He
was on his way to England to enlist.

The said Albert I. Johinson was by occupation a miner, and hig earnings
averaged $1,000.00 a year. He was 26 years of age and unmarried. He left him
surviving as next of kin in whose behalf this clajm is filed, his father, William
Henry Johnson, of Somerby, near Oakham, England, nge 76, and two brothers
Frar is Edward Johnson of Cymrie, Saskatchewan, and Frederick J. Johnson,
claimant. The father died June 30, 1924. At the time of the death of said
Albert E. Johnson, his father then 76 was being supported and maintained by the
three brothers, and as n direct consequence of the death of Albert E. Johnson the
claimant, Frederick J. Johnson, wus obliged to pay towards the father's support
and maintenance until the time of his father's death the sum of $750.00 over and
above the amount he would have had to pay had the said brother survived.

The said Albert E. Johnson, at the time of his death, had with him or on
his person & sum of money amounting to $500.00 or $600.00, which was lost with
him. He also had personal cffects of some ‘value. .

I would allow claimant $1,300.00. 4

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $1,300.00 is fair compen-
sation to the claimant, Frederick J. Johnson, with interest at the rate of 6 per
cent per annum from January 10, 1820, the date of the ratification of the Treaty
_of Versailles, to date of settlement. .

JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

April 36, 1926.
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DECISION
Case 818
Re Estates oF Epwarp LAWRENSON AND EL1zaBerit LAWRENSON
By Ronald Hewat of Fernie, B.C., Official Administrator

Edward Lawrenson and Elizabeth Lawrenson, his wife, both British subjects
born in England and domiciled in the town of Michel in the County of Kootenay
were vietims of the Lusitania disaster.

Their only child and sole heir is Margaret Ann Hunt of Neweastle, New
South Wales, = Letters of administration of both estates were issued to Ronald
Hewat, Public Administrator, out of the Supreme Court of British Columbia on
May 13, 1816, and he as Public Administrator in respect of both estates claims
for loss of personal effects and moneys.

I would allow this claim at the amount declared, $1,650.00, wiih interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking of the ship May 7,
1915, to date of settiement.

~This elaim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Ver-uilles, eategory (9), and I find $1,550.00 is fair compensation in
the matter of these claims, with interest as above indicated.

_ JAMES FRIEL,
April 28, 1926. —_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Cuse 819
Re Mns., MantHA ELLEN MarrHEWS

This claim is by the wife and children of Robert Matthews who was one

of the Lusitania victims May 7, 1915. Claimant wa3 born in England, February
18, 1869, and Robert Matthews was born there July 7, 1880. They were
married in England, May 27, 1901. He was then a master butcher and she
was o baker. There are two children, Aileen Mary Matthews born in England,
May 11, 1903, and Bertha Muriel Freda Matthews born in Moose Jaw, Sask,,
April 16, 1906. Matthews came to Canada in 1905 and settled at South Earl..
He engaged in farming, was in real estate and did business as an employment
agent. For a time he prospered, so that he could afford an allowance to his
wife of $200.00 a month to run the house, besides buying things himself. Value
of his estute for administration by the Northern Trusts Company was estimated
at $22,000.00, covering farm land, city real estate, stocks and bonds, After
the claims of secured creditors were settled the Administrators had about
$2,000.00 assets with which to pay nearly $15,000.00 unsecured debts of the
decensed. The widow and children received nothing. There was no life or
accident insurance. Mrs. Matthews says they were very comfortable before
her husband’s death and that for the three years prior to his death he had been
making between $1,800,00 and $2,600.00 a year. He was going to England to
cettle some business with his brother, and then join the Imperial forces, in
which he hoped to get a commission. He had been an officer in the Canadian
militia, . _
B Mrs. Matthews has had a hard time since her hushand’s death. She had
""}o go out to work, and was working at the time of her hearing in Regina in
- August, 1925, The girl, Aileen Mary was married to a Mr. Douglas Baker,
and the other girl, Bertha, was working in a store in Moose Jaw. They both
had to go to work at 16, :
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At the time Robert Matthews sailed he was a young, healthy. and active
man, and it is not unlikely that if he had lived he would have saved some of
his properties, for instance, his farms. His body was recovered and buried at
Queenstown. There is no-claim for personal effects.

I would allow the widow, Mrs. Martha E. Matthews, $8,000.00, and each
of the daughters $4,000.00.

The claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versaillea, eategory (1), and 1 find $8,000.00 is fair compensation
to the claimant, Mrs. Martha Ellen Matthews, $4,000.00 to Aileen Mary (Mrs,
Douglas Baker), and $4,000.00 to Bertha Muriel Freda Matthews, daughters,
with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January,

1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty, to date of settlement.
o JAMES FRIEI,
April 16, 1926. ‘ — Commissioner.

" DECISION
Case 820

Re Mns. JEANFETTE MORRISON

Claimant is a Canadian and claims on account of the loss of life of her
hushand, Kenneth John Morrison, who was a passenger on the Lusitania when
that ship was sunk by enemy submarine, May 7, 1915. He was on his way to
England on a business trip.

Decedent for some years prior to his death was owner and manager of a
factory at the city of Vancouver, for the manufacture of nails and wire pro-
ducts. The business was very successful and yielded, during the five vears
immediately preceding his decease, an average yearly income of the sum of
$25,000.00. He was in good health, strong and active. He left an estate
probated at $22,850.00, and $10,000.00 life insurance.

The record is not at all clear as to what was the actual value of his estate
after payment of debts or claims against it, and T am assuming that he left
. some substantial estate,

His dependents at the time of his death were the claimant, aged 49, Albert
Henry, 20, Donald McKay, 18, sons, and Margaret Grant, 6 months, daughter.
The boy Albert Henry, was killed in action in France after the death of his
father. ‘

I would allow Mre Jeanctte Morrison, the claimant, the sum of $25,000.00,
to Donald McKay, $5,000.00 and to Margaret Grant, $10,000.00, .11 with interest
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the
date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of setflement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1) and I find $40,000.00 is fair compensation,
with interest as above indicated,

' JAMES FRIEL,

May 10, 1926. ) —_— Commisstorier.
DECISION .
Case 821 : ,

Re Mrs. Msraarer McCorMiCk

Claimant is a British subject born in France, her father being Irish and
her mnother French. She has been in Canada since o child. o

"Her mother, a servant with some family, was lost on the ss. Lusitania,
when that ship was sunk by enemy submariné May 7, 1815. There is no
dependency shown and the evidence is not very clear.
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I would, however, make an allowance for the personal effects of the
decensed, $300.00. She seems to have been an only child and the whereabouts
of the father are unknown. . v

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and T find $300.00 fair compensation to the
c'lmqmnt, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annuin from the date of the
sinking, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement. JAMES FRIEL,

August 2, 1926, Commissioner,

DECISION
Casc 822-
Re Huati MAcFADYEN

Claimant is & Canadian born in Galt, Ontario, August 29, 1890. He was
a passenger on the ss, Lusitania when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine
May 7, 1915, and claims for loss of personal effects, and money and on account
of personal injury. Claimant was o machinist, and was on his way to Scotland
to visit relatives and probably, as lie says, to join the Flying Corps. As a
result of injuries received when the ship was sunk he claims he is incapacitated
from continuing in his trade as machinist. He worked as a hotel clerk when
he came back from England in October, 1915, married and has one child. His
wife died. At the time of the hearing, of his case, he was working as a clerk
in a tobacco store. The medical report dated April 4, 1922, gives him 25 per-
centage of jncapacity at that date as a result of such injury and as to the
probable duration of such incapacity, it states—"“It depends on his willingness
and incentive to co-operate”.

Considering that record and claimant’s general appearance, I do not think
he was very severely incapacitated for work and I wouid allow him the sum of
$1,000.00 on that head with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to
date of scttlement, and as to,the value of personal ¢ffects and money lost, the
evidence was not very satisfactory but I think $400.00 will cover that part of
the claim, with interest at the rate of b per. cent per annum from the date of
the sinking, May 7, 1015, to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIIT of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $1,400.00 fair compensa-
tion to the claimant with interest as indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,

August 3, 1926. Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 823
Re Mrs. Fannie E. MARSHALL

Claimant is a British subject born in England who came to Canada in 1907.
She was n passenger on the es. Lusitania, when that ship was sunk May 7,-1915,
and claims on account of loss of peisonal and household-effects and money.

I would allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, namely $511.76,
with interest at he rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking,
May 7, 1915, to date of settlement. : :

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find §611.75 fair compensation to the
clzinaant, with interest as above stated. JAMES FRIEL,

Aug\ist 5, 1926. Commissioner.

iy G {4 B T
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DECISION
Case 824
wome— Re JOHN LAMBERT

Claimant is a Canadian born in Rockport, Ont., in 1884. While he has
been living in the United States for some years, he has not lost his Canadian
citizenship. He works on farms and state road work and swears that upon the
conclusion of his work in the United States, it is his intention to return. to
Canada, .

Claimant’s wife, Delia Lambert, aged 25, and his son, William Patrick
Lambert, aged 6, lost their lives when the ss. Lusitania was sunk by enemy sub-
marine May 7, 1915, Claimant’s other child," a girl, had died previously.
Mrs. Lambert and the boy were going to Ireland to see her mother.

l_ldShe was a strong healthy woman and the boy was a promising liealthy
child. .

Mrs. Lambert had about $500.00 in money with her and wearing apparel
worth about $250.00,

The bodies were not found.

Claimant says he works for daily wages.and the loss of his wife and child
was a great blow to him as she was a willing worker and helpmate. She had
saved enough money for the trip to Ireland. A N :

1 would allow claimant $3,000.00 on account of the loss of his wife, with
interest at the rate of 6 per cent Yer annum from the 10th day of January, 1920,
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settfement
and in his_capacity as administrator of her cstate I would allow him $750.00 on
account of the money lost and personal effects, with interest at the rate of 5 per
cent, per annum from the date of logs, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Scction (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $3,760.00 fair compensa-
tion to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.
August 9, 1926. —_—

DECISION
Case 825
Re Frank H. SWEET

Claimant iz a British subject-and native of England who has resided in
Canada since about 1912, He was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania on his way
home to England to visit his parents before cnlisting in the Canadian forces.
He had with him his personal effects and all his belongings with the intention .
of leaving with his people what he would not need. Al said effects and goods
“ywerdlost, :

1 would allow this claim at $700.00. .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty .of Versailles, category (9) and I find $700.00 is fair compensation_ to
the claimant with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of -
the sinking of the vessel, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.
January 13, 1926.



DECISION
Case 8206

Re Tuomas SANDELLS, DECEASED

Claimant is now dead. He was a British subject born in England and
resident and doing business in Winnipeg for many years, He was a passenger on
the ss. Lusitania 2unk by enemy submarine May 7, 1915, and olaimed originally
(December 3, 1918) for loss of cash and personal effects only. (December 23,
1921) he claimed for injury to health, declaring that when the ship was sunk he
received a blow in the mouth which ultimately caused cancer. He did have
cancer of the tongue in 1921 and underwent an operation which  ‘as not success-
ful and he died March 9, 1922.

He left a will under which his widow Esther Sundells ;- sole beneficiary. Sho
was granted administrntion with the will annexed, by the Sarrogate Court of the
Eastern Judicial District of the Province of Manitoba,

There is nothing in the medical record to show that the disease was comn-
tracted from anything which happened to the decedent at the time of the disaster,
The doctors declined to certify the cause. The elaim in that respect, will have to
be disallowed, but I do allow for the money lost and the personal effeets in the
amount declared $1,000.00, with interest at the rale of 5 per cent per annum
from the date of loss May 7, 1915 to date of settlement. .

This claim, in so far as personal effects is concerned, comes within the First
Annex to Section (I) Part VILI of the T; enty of Versailles, category (9) and 1
find $1,000.00 fair compensation to Esther Sandells, Administratrix, with the
witll(imncxcd, of the Estate of Thomas Sandells. deceased, with interest as indi-
cated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Comanissioner.,

March 19, 1926.

DECISION
Case 827
Re SoreN SORENSEN

Claimant is a naturalized British subject. He was a passenger on the
- Lusitania, when that ship was attacked and sunk and elaims for loss of personal
effeets. '

I would allow his claim for loss of personal effects and some money lost
and expenses incurred in Ingland. :

I would allow the claim at the amount declared 8573.00, with interest at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking, May 7, 1915, to date

of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and T find 8573.00 is fair compensation to the

claimant with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,

Commussioner.
April 24, 1926,
320079
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DECISION

Gusé—828“f—-; ——— e
Re GEORGE SMITH "

Claimant is a British subject and native of Scotland who came to Canadu in
1004. He was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was torpedoed
and sunk off the South Coast of Ireland May 7, 1915, and lost his kit of

““chrpenters tools and all his clothing and personal effects and his clnim is on that

account.

I would allow this claim at the amount declared, $354.00, with interest as .

j-——————"tlig Tate of b per cent per annum from the date of the loss, May 7, 1915, to date

of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find 8354.00 is fair compensation to the
claimant, with interest as above indieated. : '

JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
April 28, 1926. —_—

DECISION
Case 829

Re WiLrLiaM SaitH

Claimant is a British subject born in England in 1882. He came to Canada
in 1011. At the time of the war, he was a police sergeant. He served for four
years with the Canadian Expeditionary” Force and was severely wounded and
incapacitated. Shortly before he sailed with the troops, his wife left for England,
sailing on the Lusitania, and she was onc of the vietims of that disaster. Her
body was recovered and was buried by claimant in Queenstown, Ireland. There
were no children.  Deeedent was 30 years of age. She had money, and
personal and houschold effects with her to the value of $1,160.00 and £10-0-0 of
the money was found on the body and some of her jewelry.

Claimant, owing to his physical condition, suffered much by the loss of his
wife, who would have been able to give him assistance and the special care and
attention he will greatly need for the rest of his life.

. I-would allow his-claim-in full on account of the loss of his wife, namely,

$5,000.00, with intercst from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles, January 10, 1920, at the rate of & per cent per annum to date of settle-

" ment, and $1,100.00 on account of the loss of personal effects, property, and

money, with interest from the date of the sinking, May 7, 1915, at the rate of
5 per cent per annum to date of settlement.

H
This claim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and 1 find, $6,100.00 fair com-
pensation to the claimant, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

Augus;t 5, 1926.
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DECISION 7
- ase-830 — — ——— - —
Re Mgrs. Mary SipwELL

Claimant, a British subject resident in Canada, is the widow of George
Sidwell, also a British subject, one of the ss. Lusitania victims. Decedent had
been a church organist and wusic teacher and had acquired some degree of
Success as a composer. Several of his compositions caught public appreciation
and he gave up the organist position and stopped teaching, devoting himself to
composing and publishing music and popular songs. He was on his way_{o o
~-England to complete-arrangements-for the-publication tiicre, of songs and other
compositions. He had with him, manuscripts, plates and copyrights of con-
siderable value,
Sidwell was nearly 49 at the time of his death. He left him surviving, his
widow, the present claimant, aged 47, and cleven children, aged respectively, 23,
21, 20, 19, 15, 13, 12, 10, 9, ¢ and 10 wecks.
Mrs. Sidwell cluiined in her declaration, that his a rage yearly income for
1 the 5 years preceding his death, was about $2,000.00. Af{ first it had been small.
There is on file with the claim of Hugli H. Nelson, ¢ document, showing that
Sidwell had, on December 24, 1913, borrowed $400.00 and covenanted to repay
the same with interest and give Nelson one-half of the profits on his compositions
and publications. Nelson states that Sidwell had earned $7,300 in the five years
preceding his death. He left no property and only $500.00 life insurance.
Claimant swears her husband was to get $2,000.00 for one song which he had
sold in England, the manuscript of which was lost-with him, together with other
valuable manuscripts. :
At the time of his death, two of the sons were serving overseas, (one served
for four years and the other for five). Two of the girls were earning enough to
keep themselves.

I would allow the full amount claimed, namely, $15,000.00, distributed as
follows: the sum,of $8,000.000 to the claimant, Mary Sidwell, and $1,000.00 each,
to the seven youngest children, namely, Marjory, Edith, Alex, Kathleen, John,
Frank, and Marian, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
10th day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles, to date of settlement. '

< This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the

Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $15,000.00 fair com-
pensation with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,

August 6, 1926, —_— - Commissioner.
& DECISION .
Y Case 831
Re HArRY THURSFIBLD
i The claimant was born in England and has lived in Canada since 1910.
He states his claim this way:—

“ My sister, Gertrude Walker, was a passenger on board the ship Lusitenia when the
said ship was torpedoed by German sailors, whereupon the said Gertrude Walker was drowued
‘at sea. The health of my father, Alfred Thursfield. who was of delicate constitution, was
N thereby so affected that he died shortly nafterwards. I was thereby deprived of the benefit -
of the comfort and society of my said sistei and of my said father.”
820079}
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Examined hefore the Inte Commissioner, he said he was not in any way
dependent on his sister, that he did not reccive anything from her. She was
married and at the time of her death was about to have a child. The Commis-

sister and did not receive anything from her and could not reasonably antici-
patc receiving anything from her, at any time in the future, he could have no
claim under the Treaty, which in a case of this kind. recognizes only
« denendents ”.  The mere fact of losing the society or companionship of his

sister would not be grounds for a claim. Her father was dependent, but his

cmployed by a Toronto firm,

elaim died with him, Tl claiin does ot come withinanyof the eategories—of ————
Annex (I) to Part VIII of the Treaty of Peace.

There were personal effects. Gertrude Walker was accompanied by her
husband, John Walker, on the ship, who, too, was lost. His father and mother
lived in England, and he was going there to work in the shipyards, He was
physieally unfit for military service. He was 28 years old and Mrs.-Walker-
was 26 years old.

The claimant knows they had money with iiem to the amount of $500.00.
They were travelling sccond elass. ] .

The late Commissioner thought that the claimant could take out adminis- N
tration and claim on account of the personal effects and money lost, but
c'aimant was not able to give any evidence as to the value of the personal cffects.
Should claimant or any qualified resident of Canada take out administration,
1 would recommend payment of 81,000 for money and personal effeets lost, with
intevest from May 7, 1915, ' : .

Mrs. Gertrude Walker is deseribed in the elaim filed as a finisher of dresses,

JAMES FRIEL, ‘ —
A Commissioner,
January 9, 1926. L —

DECISION
Case 832
Re Cumist™as Riciiarp Tionmas,
Administrator of the Estate of Ernest Thomas

Claimant is a British subject, born in Wales, resident in Winnipeg since
1911. Erncst Thomas, brother of the claimant, and his wife, Mary Ann Thomas,
were passengers on the Lusitania when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine
May 7, 1915, and lost their lives, V .

The claim #s for persor 1l effects and I would allow it at the amount declared,
$1,846.00, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of
loss, May 7, 1915, to date of scttlement,

This elaim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategory (9), and 1 find $1,846.00 is fair compensation to
the claimant, with interest as indicate-!, :

" JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

March 19, 1926. ‘ S 1
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DECISION
Case 833 _
Re Mrs. HaNNan UrQuuart

Claimant is a British subject, born in Inveiness, Scotland, and came to
Canada_in 1912, She clnims on account of the loss of her sister, Christine
Fraser Campbell, one of the Lusitania victims.

Decedent had beer: working in Canada five yenrs and was going home to
visit_her parents, who both died sgon after over the shock

There is no.dependency established, but decensed had money with her and
personal cffects of considerable value, and her next-of-kin in Canada would be
entitled to compensation for their loss. '

I would fix the amount of that loss at $1,000.00. .

Those interested scemn to be: the claimant, Hannah Urquhart, of Calgary;
Frances Sutherland, Adanac, Sask.; and Mabel Dickie, of Toronto, sisters.

This claim comes within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $1,000.00 is fair compensation to

the claimants, Hannah Urquhart, Calgary; Frances Sutherland, Adanac, Sask.;

and Mabel Dickie, of Toronto, and any other brothers or sisters in Canada,
with interest on this amount at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date
of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settle-
ment, :

JAMES FRIEL,
April 206, 1926. _— Commissioner.

DECISION
i~ Case 834—

Ee Cuarnes F. Waning, Winnipeg, Man.; EpNa Gerrrupe Waning, Wire or
0. Benny, , Wtre oF JoirN Barry Harmisox

Claimants are all Canadians. Their father, Charles Waring, was one of
the Lusitania victims when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine May 7,
1915. He was 47 and was on his way to his old home in England having lost
his wife in January, 1915, and being considerably broken up in health. He
was carning about $1,500.00 a year as manager for a wholesale and retail grocery
conceern, .

- Decchsed left three children, Charles Waring then aged 16 and partly keep-
ing himself, Ednna Gertrude Waring, 18, and ———— 20, both girls entire'ly
dependent on their father: all living together at home. It was a rented home,
modestly furnished, apparently, and when the father was lost the home was
broken up. The boy enlisted. FEdna Gertrude married and went overseas with
her husband who was on General Steele’s staff. ——-——now Mrz. John Barry
Harrison lived with her fiance's sister, until September when she was married

‘and her husband went overseas. . .

The claim is for $1,000.00 on account of money and personal effects lost,
$5,000.00 un account of some health insurance with an Ameriean Company whose
Head Office was in Kagsas City, Mo. This insurance was not effective outside
of American water and was no good. Tt would not be a proper element for
damages anyhow and that part of this elaim is disallowed. _—

The sum of $4,000.00 is claimed on account of loss of decedent’s life. 1
would allow it with interest from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, ut the rate of 5 per cent per annum to




March 19, 1926. _—
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date of settlement, together. with £1,000.00 for money and personal effects lost
when the deceased was drowned, with interest from the date of the sinking,
May 7, 1915, at the rate of 5 per cent_per annum to date of settlement. .-

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and T find $5,000.00 is fair compensa-
tion to the claimants with interest as indicated. .

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioncer.

————

T DECISION
Case 835
Re Crarmm or Haronp M. Dany

e ——

Mr. Daly was a passenger on the Lusitania when that ship was sunk by the
enemy, May 7, 1915. ’

He claims on account of loss of personal effcets, The claim was heard by
the late Commissioner who indicated that he would allow it at the amount
declared $487.85. S

I approve of his award and would add interest at 5 per cent per annum
from the date of the loss to the date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIIT of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find that $487.85 is fair compensation
to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.
November 4, 1926.

DECISION
Case 836
Re Mrs. Axnie Louvise Enuiort

Claimant is a British subject. She and her husband, Arthur Elliott, also a
British subject, were passengers on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was sunk
May 7, 1915, and the husband lost his life. Upon his death, she was left
practically without means. She has one child, Helen L. Eiliott, born posthum-
ous. She has a position in Ottawa. He left no property and left no life
insurance.

The claim is for the loss of iife of her husband, $20,000.00, and loss of
personal effects, §1,877.00. There iz a detailed list of effects on file. There
Wwas No._insurance. :

This claim was heard by the late Commissioner, who left an unsigned
judgment in the matter which reads as follows:— T

“Mrs. Elliott stated that her husband was an electricinn and had only been married
four months, so that she could not give any particulars ns to his carning capacity. She
thipks that his earning average would be about $1,200 per year, as a regular salary but
made some additional income as profits as-a result of contracts. Mrs. Elliott states that
on the death of her husband she was left without any means. In describing the sinking of
the vessel. when it was torpedocd, Mrs. Elliott suys she jumped overboard, when she came
to the surface the vessel had disappeared and she succeeded in seizing an upturned hoat.
She was picked up by a patrol boat and taken to Queenstown. Her husband was drowned.
She Jived in England for two months when she returnad to Canada, shorily after her child
was born. She suffered areatly from shock, and was quite ill for some time after the
disaster. She received \reatment from the doctor for two years. Mrs, Elliott is now
completely recovered and makes no claim for personal injuries to herselfs  Her hushand was




195

engaged with his brother, an electrical contractor in Calgary. He-was 30 years of age at.
death and was in good health, The claimant was born in 1890, therefore at the time of
death of her husband she would be 25 years of age. In view of the fact that the elaimant’s
husband was a young man, evidently doing good business with reasonable prospects of good
income in the future and that the claimant is a young woman and left with one child
which she is dbliged to supprt herself, I think that there should be a substantial allowance;
if, however, she should receive $15,000, this would, invested at 5 per cent, give her $750.00
per vear and at death the inoney would be available for her child. I think this would be a
reasonable and fair amoun! to allow, and fix the amount at $15000. With regard to the
personal effects, the claim is for both which belonged to her husband and which belonged
to herself, although legall’; in order to recover in respect of her husband's effects, she would
have to take out an ad-ninistration on her husband’s estate. The only item upon which
I think it necessary tfo remark in considering the claim for loss of personal effeots, is the
amount of cash whioh the claimant states her husband had on his person—$600. She says
he had that when he left New York and had it on his person when he went down, und 1
have no reason to doibt the correctness of her statememt. By reason of the circumstances
under which the personal effects were Jost, I realize that it is comparativelv casy to
exaggemate claims in these respects, but it should be borne in mind in this case that the
claitnant and her husbar.] were in fairly good circumstances, he having apparently an
‘excellent position and was earning big money, and also that it is clear from the evidence
that had she chosen to do so, she might have urged with reaconable justice, quite a large
claim for personal injuries and this she had not done and I think that her statement in this
respect should be taken into consideration by me and, I, therefore, conclude that the claim
for personal effects which include both her awn effects and those of her husband, is fair
and Treasonable and I allow the total claim at $16,877.00, and to which I fhink shouid be
added interest at the mte of 5 per cent per annum from the 16th day of January, 1920, the
date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement.”

1 approve of this decision, except on the award for personal effects, I would
allow interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, May 7,
1915, to date of settlement. , : ' ,

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section=(I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categoriez (1) and (9) and I find $15,000.00 fair com-
pensation to the claimant, for tho loss of her husband, with interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum, from the 10th.day -of January, 1920, the date of the.

ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement, and $1,877.00 fair ~ ~

compensation to-the elaimant for the loss of personal effects, with interest as .

above stated.
. JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
November 4, 1926. —_—

DECISION
Case 837
- Re Wx. R. G. Hovr

Claimant is a Canadian. He was a passenger on the Lusitania when that
ship-was-sunk-and he claims on account of loss of personal effects. He was
exposed in the water for some time when the ship was torpedoed but makes
no claim for any personal injury. There was no war risk insurance. .

The claim was before the late Commissioner who noted it for ‘allowance
at the amount declared with interest and I allow the interest from the date of
‘loss, at b per cent per annum,

This claim falls within the First Annex to Scetion (I) Part VIII of the
‘Treaty of Versailles, category (8) and 1 find that 8600.00 is fair compensation
to the claimant with interest as above indieated. '

- JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
November 12; 1926.
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DIECISION-
Case 838
Re Estate oF KaTHLEEN SAuNpERs HAMMOND |
National Trust Company, Limited, Administrator -

Deceased was a British subject, tlie wife of Frederick Sidney Hammond, of-
Gananoque, and the City of Kingston, Ontario, Stock Broker, and their perman-
ent place of residence was in the City of Toronto. In the month of May, 1915,
the said Kathleen Saunders Hammond left Canada with her said husband for

England with the intention of her husband entering the military service, but it

was not their intention to take up permanent residence in England.

They were passengers on the Lusitania and the said Frederick Sidney
Hammond lost his life when that ship was sunk May 7, 1916, The said
Kathleen Saunders Hammond continued ‘her journey to England, after the death
of her husband and resided there temporarily until June 10, 1919 when she
returned to Canada:  On July 19, 1919 she went to Saranac Lake, in the State
of New York, for medical treatment and remained there until the date of her
death September 22, 1919, : '

The claim is for personal effects lost when the ship was sunk. It was made
up by an official of the trust company from information furnished by the mother
of the deceased Mrs. Hammond. The record indieates that there was no insur-
ance on the lost property. I think that the claim as submitted will stand some
reduction in the amount. :

I would allow the elaim of 83,800, with interest at 5 per eent per annum from
the date of loss.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Scetion I, Part VIII of the

~ Treaty of Versailles, category-97nd I find $3,800 fair compen: .iion for the
‘elaimant, with interest as indicated from the date of loss to the dute of settle-
-wment. ..

Commissioner.
Deceember 1, 1926, ——

DECISION
Case 839 -
Re Laoy MarGUERITE ETHEL ALuax

Claimant is a Canadian, the wife of Sir Hugh Montague Allan, of the City
of Montreal. She was ' passenger with her three children on board the
Lusitania when that ship was torpedoed by enemy submarine and sunk May 7,
1916. Two of the children were lost, one being saved with the claimant. Lady
Allan herself was severely injured in the sinking of the ship. She sustained a

~ fracture of the left hip, a fracture of the collar bone and several wounds in the

right leg and knee. She was in the water for several hours and suffered much

from cxposure. The medical record is to the effeet that she will not recover -

from the nervous shock. Her left leg was made slightly shorter than the right.
It also goes on to say that her expectation of life is shortened. Claimant was
in perfect health before sailing. She claims for personal injury and on account
of the loss of personal effects she had with her consisting of clothing, jewelry
and other articles, including the personal cffects of the three children. She had
Wit'hl her 18 trunks, 3 dressing bags and a hold-all and was attended by two
maids.. :

“TJAMES FRIET;
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There is a claim also for specinl expenses resulting from the disaster.

There was no war risk insurance on the property lost.

This ease was before the late Commissioner at Montreal in September 1923.
Claimant was not personally present. She was then travelling in Europe to
regain her health as much as possible.

Dr. Pugsley noted the case for allowance nnd componcatmn as follows:—

For personal injury.. .. .. .. .. .. .o ov v oL $25,000 00

For loss of personal effcct< ee cv ve v .. 20,000 00
On account of special expenses (h“bllhcd e e 3,573 20
Total. . e e ce e e oo .. $48,673 20

In awarding compomnnon he u=unllv ullm\cd interest from January 10,
1920, the date of the ratification of the T reaty of Versailles. T assume he w ould
lm\'e done so in this case. :

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section I, Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and 1 find 848,673.20 fair com-
pensation to the claimant with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the date of the ratification of the Treaty” (January 10, 1920) to date of settle-
ment.

JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
December 16, 1926. _— o

DECISION
Case 840
?¢ Anprew T. BunooN, Enra Buroon

Claimant is a British =ulject born in England in 1887. His wife and son,

" Robert P. Burdoh, 16 months at the time, were second class passengers on Loard
““the Lusitania whei that shipWas sunk-by-enemy-submarine-May-7;-1915:———-—-—

Mrs. Burdon suffered personal injury for which claim is made and also for
effects, money and other property lost in the ship. There was no insurance on
such property.

-~ As to the personal injury, the medical report filed \mh the declaration of
claim, December 19, 1921, states in reference to the nature of the injury—
“ Almost drowned before being picked up. No particular injury but suffered
from ‘shock.’”  “Patient jumped with othcrs from sinking ship. Totally
incapacitated for 18 months, partially ‘6 months.,”  As to the then present percent-
age of incmmcitv the answer is “ None ”.  Also as to injury to sight or hearing
the answer is “ None .

Mrs. Burdon and her boy were returning home to England to live there. The
family had come to Canada in 1913.

Mrs. Burdon was overboard but not in the water very long.  She was taken
out unconscious with some injury to her hip. She says the real injury was shock
and nerves. She did not have medical attention at Queenstown, but a physician
attended her at Neweastle-on-Tyne, when she reached home four days after-
wards. She remained in England ten wecks, during which she was in two
zeppelin raids. She then came back to Canada. The injury to her hip is not
very serious.

Mrs. Burdon has three children born since the disaster. Before the disaster
she had been run down in health by the birth of the child, but apart from that
everything was all right. She was in very bad shape when she returned to -
Canada. The zeppelin air-raids would be a further shock to her.
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Mrs. Burdon was 24 years of age at the time of the catastrophe.

-Claimant is an accountant in the Quecen's Hotel in Montreal. He states
his wife has a leaking valve in the heart which onc of the doctors attributes to
the shock. There is no medieal evidenceé submitted of this. The only medical
record being the certificate above referred to by A. D. Faulkner, LR.CP. & S,
Edin.

This clnim was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal in June,
1923, who noted it for allowance for personal injury—87,500.00 which I think
too much. He also allowed £3,000.00 on account of the loss of personal effects
and money and which I think amply covers those damages. I would allow

_interest at. the rate of § per cent per annum on that amount from the date of
loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement. :

“ As to the injury to health, T think $3,000.00 would be fair to allow with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920,
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles; to date of settlement.

This clnim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $6,000.00 fair compensa
tion-with interest as above stated.

Compensation should be paid to Mrs. Ella Burdon.

JAMES FRIEL, ‘
December 16, 1926 —_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Caso 841 '
Re Mns. EMaa Wricut (Davis)

Claimant. is a British subjeet, born in Ireland, who came to Canada many
-vears before the war. She was a passenger on the SS. Lusitania in the employ
of Sir Hugh and Lady Allan, as maid, when that ship was.sunk, May 7, 1915.
She was going to be married on her arrival in Ireland and had made preparations,
as regards clothing, ete.  She claims on account of personal injury and for loss
of cffeets and money.

* Claimant remained on the ship until she sank and she was taken out of the
water on a life boat. She was bruised and hurt considerably from shock, and
had to pay doctor's bills, and for several years afterwards has been subjeci to
nervousness since the disaster. She makes no direet elaim for the personal
injury, except to be compensated for medical expenses incurred and other dis-
bursements of that nature.

I would allow the amount. claimed in respect to doctor'’s bills, $500.00 with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of
the Treaty, January 10, 194, to the date of settlement, and $1,000 for the loss
of personal effects and monev with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum

___from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of scttlement,.

e JAMES FRIEL,
December 15,1926~ __

—_— Commissioner. .
DEGISION =
RCISIOn IR

Re Mgs. Marie Zok LacHanNcE EyoNp

_ Claimant is a Canadian. Her husband also a Canadian, aged 46 at the
time of the disaster, was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania and went down with
that ship when it was sunk May 7, 1915. He left a widow, the above named
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claimant, aged 46 at :the_time, and a daughter by a former marriage, named
Marie Delina Vilmina Rella, born August 1, 1892. Deceased had been a trusted
cmployee of a big wholesale house in Montreal and was on a business trip -
abroad as buyer. Ilis salary at the time was $2,200.00 but his prospects for
advancement were good and-it is stated had he lived, that in the course of three
years, he would have been earning $5,000.00 and would likely have been taken
into the firm. The prospective advancement is probably exaggerated. Decedent
left personal property to the value of $6,000.00 and Life and Accident Insurance
to the valué of $11,000.00 He left a will, by which after the payment of some
small legacies, his residuary estate was divided equally between his widow and
daughter. The insurance was apparently left to them. The daughter is a
married woman.

The Medical Record discloses that claimant. was weak before the disaster
and the shock caused by her husband’s death aggravated her condition and
caused the progress of the disease of acute tuberculosis from the lungs to the
joints. She was predisposed, before the disaster, by rheumatism, to be n vietim -
of tuberculosis. She has been bed-ridden since and cannot walk. She is main-
;nin‘c(l (l;y the interest on the $17,000.00 estate and insurance, left by her late
wshand. -

There is no claim on behalf of the daughter, now Mrs. Paul H. Falardeau.

Mrs. Emond will be completely disabled during life. .

This case was heard before the late Commissioner who was not satisfied
that the condition of the claimapt was caused by the shock and thought it was
rather the result of the illness which she was suffering from as carly as 1914, I
am of the same opinion. I do not see that compensation could be allowed her
anyhow for shock over the disaster but her condition calls for consideration when
we come to fix compensation for the loss of her husband.

There is no claim on account of the loss of money or personal effects the
claimant had with him. . :

1 would allow claimant $10,000.00 compensation, together with interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date
of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1) and I find $10,000.00 fair compensation to
the claimant, with interest as above indicated.

' JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
December 11, 1926. —

DECISION
Case 843
Re FLORENCE J. STEWART

Duncan Stewart, a Canadian, and buyer for the James Coristine Company,

Limited, Montreal, was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania and lost his life when

that ship was sunk by enemy submarine May 7, 1915. He was on his way to

Europe on business for his employers. He was then 52 years of age. He left

X surviving him, his widow the present claimant aged 53 and thiree daughters,

" ~—Fjorence-Evelyn 2], Ethel Mary. 17 and Marian Slessor 10. There was a brother
living, with decedent, who was witliout-means: and-an-invalid-and.whose supporb....

fell on claimant. He died about one year after the sinking of the Lusitania.

For about one year previous to his death, Duncan Stewart was making $2,000.00

per year, and previous to that he was a Commission Merchant or Manufacturer's
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Agent on his own nccount and was making about one thousamd dollars a vear ]
net. He left practieally no cstate but had left an accident mzurance to the
amount of $§20,990.00. He owed a firm of brokers $2,500.00. There was a sum
of $5.000.00 scttled on claimant by their contract of marringe reducing the

) estate: to about- $13,600.00. Claimant had an income of her own of $1,000.00
per vear. After his death she had to sell her house and buy a smaller one.

Deceased at the time of his death was in good health and had prospects of
increased salary and bonus.

At the time of the filing of the declaration, December, 1921, the daughter
Florence Evelvn was married. :

: This ela’m was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal, in June,
- 1023, who ncted it for allowance at $15,000.00 which amount 1 assume was
intended to .-ver compensation to the younger daughters dependent on their
father at the time of his death.
-1 think the amount awarded large enough to cover dependency taking also
into considevation there was no elaim for personal effeets,

I agree with this award, and would add interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum from the 10tk day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of
the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement. . -

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the

——_ Treaty of Versailles, eategory (1) and 1 find $15,000.00 fair compensation, with
interest as above indicated. ‘ )

. JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.
December 14, 1926,

DECISION
Case 844
Re Cuartes I, Stunoy .

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to Canada in 1907.
He was a passenger on board the ss. Lusitania at the time that ship was attacked
and sunk by enemy submarine, May 7, 19015, He lost all his personal effects
and money he had with him and he suffered severely from shock, having been in
the water for three hours before rescued. He was budly bruised by being
knocked ngainst the row boat. L :

He claims for the losz of personal property and money and on account of
injury to health. Claimant at the time was a buyer for Henry Birks & Sons
Limited, Montreal, and was on a trip abroad on their business. The shock it
is claimed effected his kidnevs very badly.  The doctor who attended: him is
dead.  Later he was operated on by another doetor twice for stone in the bladder
and afterwards il was necessary to remove one of his kidneys. Dr. R. L.
Powell thinks that it is only fair to assume that the injury he suffered was the
eause of the formation of the stones, although he cannot possibly swear to it.
They do know that direct injury does eause the formation of such stones, The
second operation was required and the kidney had to be removed.  The remain-
ing kidney shows traces of Bright's disease. Life insurance has bten refused
clnimant on that_account. Claimant will always have a meagre chronie Bright's
disease.which,-while not alanming.-gives-a—~ulliciont-prospective-eliortness-of-hig—-—- -~
life that insurance companics will not take him as a risk. This claim was heard |
ty the late Commissioner in Montreal in June, 1923, who nated it for allowance
at 85,000 the amount claimed for injury to health and $2,2560.00 for loss of pro-
perty, both with interést. i
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1 would allow the interest on compensation for loss of property from the
date of loss, May 7, 1915, at the rate of & per cent per annum to the date of
settlement and on account of injury to health, with interest at 5 per cent. per
annum from date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920,
to date of settlement. ' -

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find that $7,250.00 fair com-
pensation with interest as above indicated.

' JAMES FRIEL,
December 14, 1926. ’ — Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 845
Re ANNIE H, WALKER

Claimant is a British subject, born in Seotland, who came to Canada in 1915
She was a first-class passenger on the ss, Lusitania when that ship was sunk,
May 7, 1915, being in the employ of Sir Montague and Leay Allan as a maid.
She claims for loss of personal effects and money. —

Her case was heard by the late Commissioner at Montreal in Scptember,
1923, who noted the claim for allowance at $1,500 and interest, with which
assessment 1 agree, nnd would have the interest run from the date of loss.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
____Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $1,500.00 {air compensation to the
T elaimant with interest at 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, May 7,

1015, to date of settlement.

. -~ JAMES FRIEL, -
December 15, 1926. — Commissioncr,

DECISION

Case 346
Re Estate or TroMas BoprLu
Frank Saunders, Administrator

Thomas Bodell, was a British subjeet born in England, in 1884, and his
wife Florence Bodell, mso a British subject born in England in 1890, and their
¢on, Stanley Bodell, born in Toronto in 1912, were passengers on the SS.
Lusitania when that ship was sunk and went down with the <hip.

Thomas Bodell had been a brass worker and maunager of a business place
in a small way in the City of Toronto and had sold out his business and
home and was going back to Fugland with his family to live there..

Besides their personal effects, he had with him $1,000.00 in Canadian money
and gold. He had also brass working tools with him at an estimated value of
8500.00. Mrs. Bodell wore n fur coat and both she and her husband were well
furnished with clothes and personal effects. : .
o Neither-Thomas-Badell-or-Florence-Bodelt-left-any-dependents-in-Canada:——=—
A claim of dependency was set up for the father of Thomas Bodell living in

5 . England and appavently mainzaining himself, who states in a declaration made
by him and dated September 28, 1923, that he, the son, was in the habit of
sending him an allowance and declares that his son was going back to England

to live with him and help maintain him. -
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The claim of Thomas Frederick Badell is one. for the British Reparation
Claims Department. Mention was made of dependency on the part .of Mr.
and Mrs. John Saunders, relatives of Florence Bodell and the claim was pre-
sented to the British authorities which was dealt with by them.

' I take it that the claim of Thomas Frederick Bodell, would bé in the same
position and that this Commission would have no authority to entertain it.

The case was heard by the late Commissioner at Toronto in October, 1923,
and he made an award of $1,500.00 on behalf of the father and $1,500.00 on
hehalf of the estate making in all a total of $3,000.00.

For the reasons I have just given, 1 cannot approve of the award to the
father who is not a Canadian national and as far ax the record shows, was
never domiciled in Canada, :

I think the award for 81,500.00 for the personal effects and money lost with
the deceased is small and 1 would inérense it to $2,000.00 and allow interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the Firat Annex to Seetion (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and T find $2,000.00 fair compensation to
the estate of the late Thomas Bodel', with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
January 12, 1927, — » Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 847
Re Mgs. Lavrs Mary GaubraiTH

This claim and the decision thereon of the Inte Commissioner were brought
to my notice when I commenced dealing with other Lusitania claims and claims
of like nature. I have been asked to deal with the case. :

Dr. Pugsley’s award is as follows:— ‘ ' ’

1. For personal cffects, less share of insurance.. .. .. .. $ 1,210 00

2. As dependent for loss of life of her mother.. .. .. .. 20,000 00

“3. IFor personal injury to herself.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 15,000 00
4. For medicine, medical attention and nurse.. .. .. .. 1,100 00
$37,310 00

with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to
the date of settlement.

If there is to be anything like uniformity in these assessments, this decision
will have to be reviewed. -

The award to claimant as a dependent is based on the assumption that
she would have got more from,her mother if decedent had survived, and that
“calls for a more careful_considération of the provisions and effect of the will,

E~-»—W'~---~\\'lxich‘ was exccuted April 29, 1915, very. shortly before the testatrix and her

:-."l
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daughter sailed. We may fairly assume that in it, Mrs. Ryerson made every
provision for her daughter that she intended to make. The claimant received
immediately, all her mother’s belongings, except one ring, her watches, trinkets,
wearing apparel and personal ornaments. On second marringe happening of
the husband, she received her mother's silver tea service and all the cut glass-

ware. After his death, all the estate went to the claimant and her three

brothers, share and share alike. Provision was made for the advancement
during .Dr. Ryerson’s life by the trustees to the children to the extent of
$10,000.00 and it was this advancement to claimant that is referred to as a

|
1
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legacy of $10,000.00 received by her apparently soon after her mother's death.
The will provided that on claimant’s marringe, her share of the residue of the
estate, about $75,000.00, should be settled on her and the issue of her marriage,
free from control of the husband whom she migl.; marry and with a provision
against anticipation during coverture. Dr. Ryerson did not get everything
except the legacies from the estate as is stated in the decision. He took only a
life interest. He was entitled to the income only, during his life. He was given
the city residence for life and if it was sold another could be bought, and the
summer residence and he was left everything needed to continue the home and
an income of at least $15,000.00 from his wife’s estate. The home was main-
tained, and after the return of the sons from I'rance in July, 1915, they appar-
ently lived with their father, and so did claimant until some few months after his
remarriage. He-gave her $30.00 per month besides the interest-she-got on the
$10,000.00 advanced, less succession duty. After that she boarded and he allowed
her $75.00 per month. When elaimant got married in 1919 her father discontin-
ued her allowance. She says hie just wanted to keep it for himself. There is
nothing on the record to show that her leaving her father's home was not a
purely voluntary act on her part,

Dr. Ryerson was born January 21, 1854. He was a prominent prnctitioncr
in Toronto, and was head of the Canadinn Red Cross-in-France, during the war
with the rank of Surgeon-General. He was General Ryerson. The date of his
second marriage was July, 1916. He died May 20, 1925.

The claim that Mrs. Galbraith would, but for the enemy act, which resulted
in her mother's death, have probably received from her greater pecuniary con-
tributions than she received from the estate, has not in my opinion been
established. : .

L I would not recommend any comp:nsation in respeet of this part of the
claim.

PERSONAL INJURY

The lifeboat in which claimant and her mother were, capsized when the
ghip went down. Miss Ryerson came up and swam, was taken on a raft and
with other survivors, brought to Quecenstown, Ireland. Her father met her in
London and they went to Paris. .She came back to Canada in July, 1916. She
was then poor in health and had to have the services of a nurse-masscuse and
the attendance of the family physician for about ten weeks. Before the disaster
her health had always been good. She says: ““ I got run down after a strenuous
winter, socially, but had never had an illness, I was of a slightly nervous
disposition.” Dr. Aikins, physician of the family who was present at the birth
of the claimant, says she was a very robust, healthy and normal child and grew .
up in the same way. She was a good swimmer and very athletic. He saw her
shortly before the Lusitania sailed and after her return in July, 1915, when she
was under his care, and thereafter until about the time she got married. She
was suffering from shock, was restless, sleepless and became fatigued readily
and was quite unable to concentrate on anything, scarcel{. After three years
she commenced to return to normaley. He says no doubt her eondition was the
natural result of the disaster and of her part in it. It was “ a definite nervous
lesion without any physical evidence.”

Claimant lived in Seattle for two years after her marriage. Her first
child was born there in Aprii, 1920. As to her condition during the years 1915
to 1921 she says: “ Well, I was just up and down, did not think it necessary
to call in the specialist, who was called in because the family physician was
awny." . ' ) .

Dr. William Henry, specialist in obstetrics and gynecology, was called early
in her second pregnancy, in connection with the children and operations. The
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second child was born in October, 1921, (The record shows that about the time
this claim was filed in January, 1922, claimant was recovering from a serious :
operation, the nature or effect of which was not disclosed). Dr. Henry says:
“1 looked after her during that period and ever since then. I have had a
certain amount to do with her concerning tlie gynecological conditions. Her

. general condition was that of nerves and at such times she was on the verge -
of a nervous breakdown. [ cannot say anything but that the nervous condition i
stated was on account of the loss of her mother and the experience in the 3

Lusitania disaster. She cannot perform the duties of a housewife efliciently
and while she looks healthy, she is more or less in a nervous condition, Speak-
ing in terms of service, 1 should say her efficiency has been reduced by about
20 per cent.  The nervous condition is a permanent one.” Dr. Henry was not
eross examined. In the medical record attached to the claimant’s declaration g
of Febmary 1, 1922, the same doctor gives the nature of injury as “ neur-
. asthenia"—percentage—of--ineapacity in claimant’s own occupation, 20 per

N —_cent. Claimant in her declaration as to occupation, says: “ Never worked ”. 2
After all, ““ncurasthenia” or “nerves” is a very common thing and 5
twenty per cent disability is not considered a serious handicap under conditions. 3

By the latest scale of pensions, a colonel who suffered 20 per cent disability in :
the war gets a pension of $378.00 and a captain with the same disability gets I
£200.00 per annum, ‘-"
I am not convineed that claimant’s condition of health is due entirely to
what happened to her in the disaster but the shock to her then must have been
great and the resulting cffeet lasting. I would allow her $4,000.00 for personal
injury, that amount to include medical expenses and nurse’s charges, together
with interest at the rate_of § per vent per annum from the 10th day of January,

1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settle- .

ment. - . <
Mrs. Galbraith claimed $1,460.00 for loss of personal efects and money

lost when the ship sank. Under her mother’s will, she was entitled to the “%

- wearing apparel, jewelry and other personal effects lost with Mrs. Ryerson, B

the declared value being $2,605.00. Itemized “lists in both cascs have been
furnished. There was $300.00 insurance.
- 1 think that §3,000.00_will be a fair amount to allow on account of personal

effects and money_lost, together with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per :
annum from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.
This claim falls ivithin the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the -
Treaty of Versailles, eategories (1) and (9) and I find $7,000.00 fair ccinpen- e
: sation to the claimant, with interest as above indicated. _ : _
, : JAMES FRIEL, &
January 13, 1927. —— Commissioner,
DECISION o : 2
Case 848
Re Mns. Jourx NAPIER Fuuro:?
_ ‘ ‘ Claimant is a British subjeet, born she declares of British parents in the 4
A City of Peterborough, Ontario, October 29, 1857. Her claim is on account of 3
i the loss of the life of her husband Joln Napier Fulton, one of the Lusitania 5
I vietims, when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine May 7, 1915. :

Mrs. Fulton in her declaration claims also on behalf of her minor daughter,
Christian Alexina Napier Fulton (baptised Christian Withycomb Burns Fulton),
v born at Montreal, January 26, 1906. O
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Certificate was filed of the marringe at the Register Office, Kensington,
London, England, December 5, 1873, of John Napier Fulton, 25, Law Student,
son of Alexsnder Fulton, Iron master and Sadie Prosser, 23, daughter of Joseph
Prosser, Color:e! United States Army. - .

At the hearing before Dr. Pugsley, Mrs. Fulton swore that she and her
husband had overstated their ages and that she was 14} years old at the time
of her marringe and he was 18. , ‘

Fulton had an English solicitor’s certificate obtained June 28, 1876. He
came to Canada it is indicated in the evidence, soon after. One witness at the
hearing says he knew him for 40 years. He worked as an accountant.

AMrs. Fulton in her declaration claims as follows:—

1. Personally for her own goods lost with deceased...... $ 3,000 00
2. As univerzal legatee for his goods lost................ 2,750 00

3. Damages for loss of her husband, jointly with he.
daughter. . . ............ et ... . 75,000 00
$80,750 00

Decedent it is declared was earning $3,000.00 a year at the time of his
death. His age was 59..

He left personal propucty of the value of $5,000.00. He left no life or
accident insurance.

A Will dated March 26, 1912, is in the following terms:—

“I, Joux Narvier Frrton of Summerlea in the Provinee of Quehee, Canaan, for the
succession of ‘my means and Estate after my decease do hereby give. grant and assign to
and in {avour of Mrs. Sadie Prosser, or Fulten, my wife. T"homas Bowland, residing with
me and W, J. McGowan, manager of the Merchants Bank, Lachine. as Trustees and trustee
for the ends specified.  All and sundry the whole means and ostate real and personal be-
longing to me at the time of my decease and also appoint the said Sadie Prosser or Fulton,
Thomas Bowkind and W, J. McGowan to be Tutors and Curators to such of my beneficiaries
under these presents, as may be minors at the time of my decease with all the usual Powers.
But these presents shall be accepted by my said Trustees IN TRUST always for the ends
uses and trusts following namely: IN the first place for paviment of my sick bed and funeral
expenses IN the second place I direct and appoint my said Trustees to pay and allow my
said wife Sadie Prosser or Fulton, in the event of her surviving me the whole of the residue
and remainder of my said means and estate absolutely which provisions of my sud wite
shall be o.\'c'l'usi\'o always of the Jus mariti and rights of administration of 20y hushand she
Ay marry.

Claimant’s appointment-as tutrix of lier minor daughter the said Christian
Alexina Napier Fulton, then aged 13, was confirmed by the Deputy Prothono-
tary, Jules Lareau, of the Superior Court for the Provinece of Quebec, in the
district of Montreal, dated December 30, 1918. The Will of John Napien
Fulton, was proved by Damc Sadie Prosser (the claimant) before the said
Deputy ‘Prothonotary, February 11, 1919.

At the-time of decedent’s death the clainiant owned considerable real estate
at Lachine near Montreal by her valued at $65,000.00. Claimant, her husband
and daughter had made their home at Ryde, in the Isle of Wight, for three years
before Fulton’s death. She had bought a property there. Fulton used to come
to Canada to do business and to look after the propertics at Lachine and in-
_ vestments.  On this last occasion he had rented the claimant's home in Lachine,

had sold some property of his own and was carrying back to Ryde, the proceeds
and collections, the family silver, his books and accounts, personal and business
papers and all her documents of title with other valuables. These were all lost
with him.

At a hearing before the late Commissioner. at Montreal, June 5, 1923, special
stress for damages was laid on account of claimant's loss of her husband’s ser-
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vices in the management of her properties. Owing to his death she had to return
to Canada to save her property and was forced to sell her home in the Isle of
Wight at o loss, . ' b

Dr. Pugsley indicated his finding but did not sign a decision, He thought
that $2,000.00 was aniple to allow i1 respect of the first item. He was nol
satisfied that as far as her property was concerned claimant had suffered any
loss on account of her husband's death, the evidence being that the property
at Lachine which was undeveloped had not brought in any revenue but was a
constant loss. After Fulton’s death it was sold for a fair amount.

Item 2 was abandoned. Mrs. Fulton renounced all right to the property
belonging to her husband, this by reason of the claim hereinafter mentioned and
possibly other debts. .

The Commissioner was of the opinion that in view of all the circumstances
and decedent’s expectation of life as well as that of claimant, $30,000.00 would ,
be a reasonable_ amount to allow under item 3 and he was-allowing-interest-on — .
the total award at 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, |
the date of the ratification of the Trealy.

Before anything further was done with this claim Mrs, Olympe Eugenie
Chanteloup, wife of Joseph Auguste Gerardin appeared before the present Com-
missioner and asked that any amount awarded the estate of Fulton as com-
pensation should be- turned over to her. She said that Fulton owed her large
amounts of money taken by him from the estate of her unele, E. Chanteloup
(whose residuary legatee and heir she was), of which he had been liquidator in
voluntary winding up proceedings. She produced a judgment of the Superior
Court. of Montreal against Fulton and -evived against Touis Antonio Bedard.
Fulton's administrator appointed by the Court. She caid that the proverty of
Mus. Fulton at Lachine was really Fulton’s, paid for out of moneys stolen out
of her uncle’s estate.

The estate worth £300,000.00 was solvent when her uncle died and after
Fulton got through with it, there was not a eent left for her, the sole devisee.
She had taken action also against Mrs, Fulton to have the properties at Lachine
charged but owing to delay had failed, oceasioned by her lack of funds to proceed
with the suit. She alleged that the girl Christian was 1ot the daughter of Fulton
and his wife. .

Mrs. Gerardin petitioned for a hearing. ILouis Antonio Bedard curator of
the vacant estate of John Napier Fulton petitioned to receive any compensation
that might be awarded the estate of John Napier Fulton and also asked for a
hearing. Notice was given to the claimant’s solicitors and she and the young
woman, Christian Alexina Napier Fulton, now the wife of one Allan Fraser with
Mr. Lighthall as Counsel and Mr. Ross who had previously given evidence for
claimant were present before the Commissioner at Montreal on January 31, 1927.
Mrs. Gerardin -was present with her lawyer Mr. Jacques Desaulniers. Mr.
Francois Hurtubise gave evidence in support of what Mrs. Gerardin had alleged
and produced documents, deeds, titles, court records, letters and mass of material.
He had been accountant for the Chanteloup firm from 1878 to 1890 when the
proprictor of the business died, leaving a Will of which Mr. Hurtubise was 2
executor, All the properly and business was left to the testators niece Mrs. 3
Gerardin subject to legacies amounting to about $35,000.00 which the executor 3
paid. He was accountant and manager of the business and estate until 1894 :
when it was decided to close down by voluntary liquidation. The Court ;
appointed John Napier Fulton liquidator who soon discharged Mr. Hurtubise
who says he was in the way.

Fulton had full charge of the business and he carried on for ten months.
The whole estate came into his hands and under his control, consisting of the
foundry business, machinery, stock in trade, real estate situated on the corner
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of Craig and Cote Strects, Montreal and the private residence of Chanteloup
on Sherbrooke Street. He <old everything and when he rendered an accounting,
instead of their being a balance coming to Mrs. Gerardin, Fulton claimed there
wag $10,000.00 coming to him for money he hud advanced in settling the cstate,
and he had only paid part of the debts. :

Mrs. Gerardin and her husband brought suit for an accounting and that suit
for different reasons, prineipally on account of her lack of funds, dragged on for
years. At the commencement Fulton offered to make a settlement. In Sep-
tember, 1900, Fulton was tried in the Court of Queen’s Bench, Monktreal,
convicted and after appeal sentenced to the penitentiary for five years for steal-
ing a large sum of money ($12,541.75) from Mrs. Coristine the proceeds of a
sale of valuable securities made by him while acting under a Power of Attorney.
He served a term of 34 years. In the spring of 1915, before lie sailed on the
Lusitania he was examined for discovery and his depositions made part of the
;- ——recordr—He-was then-in-poor-heaith—=crippled by rheumatism, walking on cancs
_.and had to he helped in to.the Court room S—

- Judgment was given by his Honour Mr. Justice Coderre, June 27, 1922,
It recites plaintifis’ claim. That Fulton on the 2nd February, 1894, by deed or
act before a notary had come into possession for liquidation of property of
Mrs. Gerardin to the value of $242,126.82; that on December 10, 1895, he
rendered her an account of his administration of the estate up to December 23,
1894, from which account it appeared that he had 81,134.51 on hand; that a
further statement was given her covering transactions between November 23,
1894 and December 19, 1895; that these were the only accounts furnished; that
the said accounts are not sufficient to release Fulton; that plaintiffs contested all
and every the items of these accounts as fraudulent, insufficient and not
in accordance with the law; that Fulton who had reecived real and personal
property in the amount mentioned was accountabale to plaintiffs and owed them
that amount; that on February 2, 1894, Fulton did business with the Bank of
Montreal where he had a considerable credit; plaintifis also at the same time
-doing considerable business with the same bank; that the Bank of Montreal
knew well the business of Fulton and the plaintiffs by reason of its manager
Henry Vincent Meredith being one of Fulton’s advisors in .the liquidation of
plaintiffs’ property; that the Bank of Montreal knew that defendant Fulton
had in hand the liquidation of the goods of Chanteloup and that the same were
valued “at the time at about $300,000.00; that the Bank of *Montreal having
received considerable sums of money from Fulton in payment of his own debts
to the Bank and knowingly received the surplus of the liquidated goods namely
the amount claimed in the suit, in payment of Fulton’s debts without plaintiffs’
consent, plaintifis not then knowing such transactions to their prejudice: were
happening, ‘is accountable to the plaintifis in the sum mentioned jointly with
the defendant Iulton by reason of having knowingly received the moneys
belonging to plaintiffs in payment of Fulton’s personal account, ex appeared on
the production of -the accounts of Fulton and Fulton and Richards with the
said Bank; that the defendants Henry Vincent and Martial Chovalier, the
advisers of Fulton as liquidator, appointed to assist in the honest administra-
tion of plaintifis’ goods and to protect-them against bad administration by
Fulton were jontly and severally responsible with the other defendents (Fulton
and the Bank) for the fraudulent administration of Fulton, having accepted the
charge of advisors given them February 2, 1895, by the plaintiffs and having
been paid $10.00 a session for the faithful performance of their duty in that
respect as required by their appointinent and that, therefore, the plaintiffs
demand that defendents be adjudged jointly and severally to pay plaintifis the -
“said sum of $242,126.82, with interest.

82907 —10}
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Fuiton in his defence said:—
“1a. That in the month of January, 1894, the business apd affairs of the said “I%,
Chanteloup™ were in finuncial difficulties; tant, at a meeting held at or about that time,
. of the ereditor of the said concern it was resolved to put the ~aid concern into insolvencey
and have a curator under 2 judicial abandonment appointed to wind up its affairs; but .
the female plaintiff was averse 10 insolvency procedings being taken; and it was ultimately
arranged that the assets of the said “E, Chanteloup” concern should be and they were
accordingly transferred to the said defendant J. N, Fulton and that the latter should, with
the assistunce, finaneinlly of the Bank of Montreal ¢ “ E, Chanteloup’s largest creditor) pay
the liabilities of the concern in full. and that he, the saia defendant Fulton shouid (hefore
digposing of and selling out tihe assets of the said concern), continned the carrying on of
the concern’s business and that he should pay to the female plaintiff an allowance of $300.00
per month duritg the time the said business be contined by him, and that if on afterwards
=clling out the assets of the said concern, there should be any surplus in hand over and
ahove the pavment of expenses of running the said business, he, the said defendant Fulton
was to pay over such surplus to the femnle plaintifi.” . -
He denied that the property reccived was of the value alleged that amount
- = - -—heing-merely—an-estimate-made—in—the—inventory—exhibited—of—what—the -spid———- =
property and assets might ultimately realize. He carried on the business for
ten months after February 2, 1894, and during that period regulirly paid to
Mrs. Gerardin an allowange of $300 a month and while he was carrying on the
said business his total reecipts amounted to 8241,174.52 and his total outlays to
$240,040.01 thus leaving a surplus of receipts over outlays of $1,134.51 which
latter amount was afterwards added to the moneys ultimately realized on the
dispo=al of the property and assets of the concern and applied to the payment of
the liabilitics. That he realized the sum of $103,211.92 a totsl of $104,346.43,
and he disbursed in paying off the larger linbilities including mortgage debts
of the concern in the sum of $107,845.26 thus leaving an ultimate deficiency
z and an actual loss sustained in the transaction by the defendant Fulton amount-
ing to £3,498.83 independently and in addition to the sum of $7,500.00 owing to
him for remuneration for his work of running the said business and ultimately
disposing of the assets and payving the linbilities and mortgage debts. He
maintains  that the two accounts he had furnished plaintifis and the
vouchers were true and correct and that by the lapse of over their ten years
from the rendering of the said accounts until the time of instituting the present
action, the plaintifis had acquieseed in the said accounts and in the vouchers
supporting the spme.  He denied that he had used the cstate money to pay his
own debts to the Bank of Montreal. He stated that at various times he had to
borrow moneys for the business during the liquidation whicl, were in due course
repaid to the bank out of money: received.  He denied liability of the Bank of
Montreal or of Henry Vincent Meredith or Martial Chevalier. In reply Mrs.
Cierardin said that the notarial agreement filed by her speaks for itself and
denied each and every allegation contained in paragraph * 1..” of the defence.
which does not agree with surh nouarial agreement and reiterated that the account-
ing made by the defendant was and is incorreet, false aud untrue.._ The defen-
dants Henry Vincent Meredith and Martial Chevalier and the Bank of Montreal
or June 9, 1919, applied for dismissal of the action as against them, each side to
pra itz own costs and that plaintiffs by consent proceeded no further against
those deiendants,  Louis Antonio Bedard, Registrar of the Superior Cowt of

[ “lontreal, who was legally appointed the curator of the/vacant estate of Fulton,
i February 12, 1917, and made a party in the action by Order of a Mr. Justice

Allard of the Court, February 12, 1917, made no defence in the action which was
inseribed for hearing, notice of which was duly given him. It "was therefore

, considered that plaintifis had proved that the estate of John Napier Fulton for
N the reasons mentioned in their claim owed plaintifis $120,143.02 with interest

from the 29th day of Octoher, 1901, reference being made to the 0\'?({31100 of
TFrencois Turtubize heard November 2, 1921, and other depositz and judgment

ey
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was given for that amount and the said Louis Antonio Bedard, curator of the
estate of John Napier Fulton was thereby adjudged to pay -the plaintifis the
said amount with interest and costs. The action against the defendants Henry -
Vincent Meredith and Martial Chevalier and the Bank of Montreal being dis-
missed cach party o pay their own costs. - -

. Mr. Francois Hurtubise said that the amount of the defaleation was much
greater and nearer the amount claimed but that when it came to actual proof
after the long lapse of time and the disappearance of some of the papers and
documents off the files of the Court he was ounly able to show the Court. proof
for the amount awarded. - .

With reference to the girl Christian he swore that Fulton on one occasion
told him that the child was an adopted daughter. This was in Fulton’s house
during negotiations about the accounts and when Mrs. Fulton happened to come
in the room with the child in her arms. Shown a copy of the baptismal register,
which is as follows,— - .

e oee oo _Christian -Withycomb ~]!urn.¢.ﬁhnghtvr‘of‘Jnhn“N?l|ﬁ6i”Fﬁlféﬁf “of the Town of Summoer-

lea, accountant and of Sadic (Prosser) his wife, horn on the twenty-sixth day of January,
anno Domini, one thousand nine hundred and six and was baptized this sixteenth day of
April in the same year, - '

By me, (signed) R, Hewron,

Rector.
Parenta;

(Signed) J. N. Furtox.
(Signed) Sapie Furton.

Sponsors: )
(Signed) R. W, WritHEvcoMs,
(Signed) M. Wirngycoms,

I certify the above extract to be & true copy from the Register of St. Paul's Church,
Anglican, Lachine.

W. P. R. Lewis,
LKeetor.

Fachine, P.Q., December 10, 1921.
He produced a letter from Mrs, Marion Withycomb one of the sponsors. In
this lelter Mrs. Withycomb, a respectable woman occupying an official position
in a town in the State of New York, said that she and her husband had been
invited to the christening by the Fultons. She_ had been given the baby to hold
during the service and Fulton gave the name “Withycomb” among the baby’s
names much to the surprise and discomiort of her and her husband who were.
not at the moment able to say anything. Her husbard afterwards took Fulton
to task about it. She writes that it was well known in the place at the time that
the mother of the child was a girl the daughter of a Scotch family living near
the Fultons. Mrs. Fulton told her that Fulton’s expectations of inheriting from
some rich relatives, depended on his having an heir. The Rector of the Church
and her husband, the other sponsor, arc both dead.

Mrs. Gerardin and her husband brought suit against Mrs. Fulton to have
the conveyances of the Lachine bruperty set aside on the ground of fraud on
the part of Fulton. This suit was tricd out and plaintiffs lost. His Honour
Judge Boyer gave judgment, March 16, 1925, confirming Mrs. Fulton’s right to
the properties. It is stated in the judgment that there was nn proof of bad faith
or fraudulent connivance and that the dishonest character of Fulton of itself
could not effect the transactions,

Mrs. Fulton gave evidence contra.” She could nat show the-source-of money
used to buy the properties and apparently knew very little about them until
after her husband’s death. There was a mortgage of $6,500.00 in her name and
she knew.nothing about it. The amoynt of the first payment on the Lachine
property she said was $10,000.00 but she could not tell where she got the money.
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It scems quite clear that Fulton put all the property which might be affected
by process of law, in his.wife’s name. Everything she had was actually his, paid
for by him to a considerable extent no doubt, by the moneys of the Chanteloup
estate. At one time he had a good income and was doing much work as an
accountant and seens té have been energetic, industrious and competent but
aplpnrcritly not a man to be trusted to any great extent with the property of:
others. -

Mrs. Fulton sware that the child was hers and Fulton’s as she had already
sworn in her declarations of claim at the hearing before the late Commissioner
and in the procecdings before the notary when she was appointed tutrix. I do
not believe her. Mrs. Withycomb’s letter was read to her carefully and she was
asked what she had to say and she had n~ answer. Her evidence was not con-
vineing nor was the manner in which she gave it.

e _AWARD

"T'his Commission ean do nothing for Mrs. Gerardin. }
As to Mrs. Fulton, I do not think sic is entitled to compensation for the
losz of life of her husband. )

"1 think that when Fulton sailed on the Lusitania bent and crippled with
rheumatism as by the evidence of Hurtubise and Ross he was all through with
business. Claimant was unable to show he had done any work in-his profession
or been engaged for three years before his death. He was taking all their per-
sonal belongings, silver, documents, books, ete., to their new home in the Isle
]of Wight and it is a fair inference that he intended to live theie for the rest of
is life. ~ :

Claimant said that they could there educate the little girl cheaply, sending
her to a convent. ©Cne may believe also that there would be snme comfort in-
being far away from old associations and they had a considerable fortune to
enjoy in properties and securities. Mrs. Fulton estimated the value of the real
estate in Lachine at $97,000.00. She paid £750 for the house.in the Tsle of
Wight and had expended £400 in repairs. ‘There was a mortgage investment in
her name of $6,500.00 less the amount. of $1,625.00 which Fulton had received
_ before sailing and no doubt there were other securities besides personal property
and effects.  Mrs. Fulton was left quite independent.

The record indicates that she owned some of the valuable silver which
deeedent had with him on the boat and he was bringing documents and deeds

relating to her properties, the loss of which occasioned trouble and expense. For -

these two items I would allow her $1,500.00 with interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum from the date of loss May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

I would allow Christian Fulton, now Iraser, $6,000.00 on account of the
loss of life of John Napicr Fulton. Whether he was her fatlier. or not, she was
Jependent on him and had much to expect from him by way of bringing up and
education. With. everything discredible that happened in his business he was
an educated man of many good qualitics, devoted to his family, who had the
regard of influential friends to the last. :

In regard to the personal property and money decedent had with him, an
;nventory made some. time before he left Canada shows a considerable quantity

of old family plate and houschold silver, and valuable cups and trophies which

he had won in his younger days when he was a famous foot ball player and all
round athlete. Before leaving Montreal he had collected the $1,625.00 men-
tioned and had that money or a great part of it with him. In Mrs, Fulton's first
declaration of claim made December 23, 1918, she stated that decedent had
with him apparel, éte., and luggage estimated at $1,000.00—a wateh, rings and
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~——with interest at the rate of 5.per. cent per annum-tron: '.'.ne~date:of' sinking;yMay 7,

jewelry valued at $250.00 and cash on his person about or over $1,500.00 (£300
in gold and other sums). She claimed the old family silver which she valued at
$2,000.00, and I have allowed her for onehalf. There was no insurance.

" 1 estimate the value of personal effects belonging to decedent himself and
the money he had with him on the boat and his share of the silver at a total of
$3,760.00 2nd would recommend payment of said sum to his estate of which
Antonio Bedard is curator with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of scttlement.

This elaim falls viihin the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, ~ategosies (1) anc {4) and T ting $1,500.00 fair compen-
sation to Sadic Prosser Fu'ton, with intasst os indicated, and the sum of
$6,000.00 fair compeusation fo Christinn Fultor, now Fras 27, with interest at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the rati% ation of the Treaty of
Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settiement, an| to the estate of said
John Napier Iulton, of which Antonio Beda.d is curato, the sum of $3,7560.00, —

1915, to date of settlement. R
- o JAMES FRIEL,

February "14, 1927. —— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 849
Re Runy Martix

This claimant is a British subject, born in England, who for some time
before and after the loss elaimed for was a resident of Canada, She was a
passenger on the SS. Lusitania and claims on account of loss of personal effects
and & sum of money.

I would allow her claim at the amount declared $644.50 with interest at
5 per cent per annum-from the date of the sinking of the ship, May 7, 1915, to .

-date ofsettlement. ;

) This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII- of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find that $644.50 is fair compensation
to the claimant with interest as above indicated,

e : JAMES FRIFL,
Orrawa, Septenber 23, 1926, - Commissioner.
DECISION
Case 350

Re LoveLnayore H., PHar

Claimant is the widow of the late Reverend Ernest E. M. Phair, Canon of
St. John's Cathedral, Winnipeg, one of the Lusitania victims. Deceased accord-
ing to the record, was born at Fort Alexander, Canada, December 27, 1870.
The claim ‘was first put into the Foreign Claims Office, London, from there
transferred to Canada. ) '

Canon Phair was 44 at the time of his death. He had always been in good
health although not a very robust man. He was a good scholar and an all round
useful man. He stood very high in the opinion of his Bishop and Church and
in the community. His income was $2,500.00 per annum with a free house.
He had $5,100.00 life insurance but it is not clear from the record what became
‘of it. He scems to have borrowed and to have made bad investments. He had
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$400.00 in the bank and Mrs. Phair says that was swallowed up in legal expenses
here and in England. He left no other property. A modest claim (£25) is
made for personal effeéts lost with him. ' ‘

He left his widow the elaimant, then agéd 44, one daughter Louella Margaret,
born in England, November 16, 1900 and a son, Edward Maxwell born in Win-
nipeg, December 7, 1908, The widow- and children were wholly dependent upon
him.

The girl was not strong.  The widow went back to England with the children
and took a position to help keep herself and them. She too, seems not to have
been very strong.  She gets £30 from Clergy Widows and Orphans Fund and
has £20 per annum income of her own, and she is in very straitencd circum-
stances.  The girl Louella Margaret was married in 1924, The boy is at a
very gou . ~chool.  He iz a very brilliant boy so the Archbishop of Rupertsland
testifies.

I allow:—

—-—Afrs—Fouctmore—1 I—Phair—$12,000.00—the _daughter _Louclla_Margaret

Phair, wife of ———-———-, $5,000.00 and the son Edward Maxwell
Phair, $8,000.00. .

This claim falls w. thimtlic First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategory (1 and 1 find $12,000.00 is fair compensation to
the «laimant Mrs. Louellamore . Phair, $5,000.00 to the daughter I yuella
Margaret Phuir. and $8,000.:20 to the son Edward Maxwell Phair, all with
interest at the rate of § per cent por annum from the 10th day of January, 1920,
the date of the ratifieation of the Treaty, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
: Commissioner.
February 11, 1926. ———— :

DECISION
Case 851 -
Re Mis. Many Axita PeLLS

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to Canada in
March, 1914, with her husband, with the intention of settling here.  When the
war broke out he volunteered and in company with claimant who had volin-
teered as a nurse, and their young baby, sailed on the Lusitania. Pells jumped
into the sea with the child before the ship sank, and remaining long in the
water before assistance came, he was benumbed and the baby slipped from his
grasp. Both he and claimant were drawn upon the bottom of an upturned
beat and gventually reseued.  After a seriod of convalescence in hospital Pells
joined his British regiment as a secont Lieutenant, and they were =oon in the
fight. With the exception of a note after arrival at the front he was never
heard from again and was reported lost in action. Claimant did hospital work,
caring for the wounded, until some time after the armistice and then returned
to British Columbia. From here she went to Californin and thére took a course
in nursing. She claims for loss of personal effects of herself and liusband, and
for expenses and solatium on account of injury to him when the ship sank.
Her claim was first put in to the Foreign Claims Office and from that Depart-
ment transferred to this Commission.

I would ailow the claim at the’ amount declared, for solatium and medical
expenses of Pells £20 0Os. 0d., and £65 10s. 0d. for his personal effects, and
£136 10s. 0d. for her personal cffects, or its equivalent in Canadian moncy,
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namely, $1,089.15, with interest on the allowance for personal effects, $991.03,
from the date of the loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement, and in respect of
solatium, $98.12, from the 10th day of January, 1920, date of signing of the
Treaty, to date of settlement. )

This elaim falls within the First Aunex to Section (1) Part VIIL of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategories (1) and (8), und 1 find $1,089.15 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant, Mrs. Mary A, Pells, with interest as stated above.

- wAMES FRIEL,
July 17, 1926. ) —_— : Com‘missioncri.

DECISION
Case 852
_ . Re Warter E. Twou
This claimant is a Canadian, born in Toronto in 1870 and lived there and

in- England at tiie time of "{he Toss and injury Tor which Tie ¢laims., He was a
passenger with his son on the ss. . usitania when that ship was sunk. The bov
was lost.

Claimant suffered considerably from shock and exposure. The medical
record discloses a serious nervous trouble due to shock and exposure when the
ship sank. The medieal man certifies “ that claimant has had many examina-
tions but all point tc a general nervous shock; Wasserman, negative, blood
pressure, normal; examination by a competent orthopedist reported negative
findings.” In capacity 50 per cent as to his former occupation and calling.

This claim was put into the British Claims Department and by them trans-
ferred to this Commiss; n. Claimant took up residence in the United States
on November 19, 1919, the change. being made on account of the advice of
physicians who ordered him to 1 warm and dry climate as the long immersion
in the enld water had affected his chest and legs. : '

Clounant gives his occupation as publisher and traveller and states that
his average carnings for the two years preceding the injury were £500 per
annum. ‘

I will allow claimant £5,000.00 on account of personal injury suffered, with
interest at 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty,
January 10, 1920, and $500.00 on account of loss of personal property with
interest at & per cent per annum from the date of the loss, May 7, 1915,

This claim falls within the First Amnex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and 1 find that £5,500.00 is fair
compensation to the claimant with interest as above indirated to date of

settlement.,
: ) JAMES 1EL,
Orrawa, Scptewher 23, 1926, — , Commissioner.
DECISION
Case 853

Re Mns. IsaBerra Duguip

This is a claim in respect of the loss of personal efiects of her late son,
George Davie Duguid, when the ss. Lusitania was sunk by enemy action, May 7,
1915. ’

Deceased was a British subject who moved to Canada and was going back
to Scotland on a visit. He survived the torpedoing of the ship and returned to
Canada where he joined the Canadian Mounted Rifies. He was killed in action
in France, October 31, 1917,
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The claim was submitted by John Croll, solicitor of Aberdeen on behalf of
the mother, Mrs. Isabella Duguid. The British Reparation Claims Department
assessed it at the amount declared, £62 but on its appearing that the deceased
belonged to Canada at the time of his loss, the claim was sent to this Com-
‘mission. .

1 would allow it at the amount declared, £62 the equivalent in Canadian
money being $255.11, together with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum
from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

. This award is made to claimant as representative of the deceased’s estate
and not on the ground of dependency. Her domicile precludes her from an
award on that account. - .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9 and 1 find 8255.11 fair compensation to the
claimant with interest as above indicated. '

JAMES FRIEL,

" Tebruary 3, 1927. - S— ) " " Commissioner.”

DECISION
Case 854
Re Mgs. ALExanpra Manry OSBORNE

Claimant is a British subject born in England, who came to Canada in 1910.
She is the wife of Lieut.-Col. A, B. Osborne, a Canadian who served with the
Canadian Expeditionary Forces. She was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania when
that ship was sunk May 7, 1915, on her way to England to visit her husband and
lost nearly all her personal effects.  The elaim was filed with the British Repar-
ation Claims Department who examined it and transferred it to this Commission.

I would allow it at the amount declared £543-7, or the equivalent in
Canadian money, $2,665.73, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum
from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement. o

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIIT of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9)-and 1 find $2,665.73 fair compensation to the
claimant with interest as above indicated. .

JAMES FRIEL,
February 2, 1927. e Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 855
Re Reverenp JoHN A. BeaTTIE

Claimant is a Canadian. He went overseas as Chaplain of the First
Canadian Overseas Division and served during the war returning to Canada in
1919. His wife and son were passengers on the Lusitania sunk May 7, 1915, and
Mrs. Beattic was lost. The elaim is on account of her death and for loss of
personal effects. -

A separate claim of the son, Allan M. Beattie was filed and an award mads
in his case by the late Commissioner.

Mrs. Beattie at the time of her death was 58; claimant was 55. He married
again in November 1916. There is nothing in the loss of his wife, and of course
sad as was the case, which can be construed into pecuniary damages and his
claim in that respect is disallowed. ‘The claim for loss of personal- effects-to the
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value of $810.67, is allowed as declared, with interest from the date of the sink-
ing May 7, 1915 at the rate of 5 per cent per annum to the date of scttlement.

The claim in respect of personal effeéts falls within the First Annex to
Section (I), Part VIIL of the Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find
$810.67 is fair compensation to the claimant, with interest as indicated.

: JAMES FRIEL,
March 15, 1926. —— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 856
Re George WILLIAM BILBROUGH.

- The claimant is a British subject, born in England and resident in Canada
€ . since 1900. _He.was_a_ passenger.on.the Lusitania. when-that-ship-was-sunk-by -— —-
enemy submarine May 7, 1915, and claims on account of loss of personal effects.

I would .allow the claim at the amount declared,—$461.00, with interest al
the rate of 6 per. cent per annum from the 7th day of May 1915, the date of the
sinking, to date of settlement. ’

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $461.00 is fair compensation to
-George William Bilbrough, with interest as indicated. :

JAMES FRIEL,
April 9, 1926. —_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 857
Re Mra. CuarLoTTE BERGEN (PYE)

Claimant was a passenger on the Lusitanta, on her way to England to visit
her mother. She had her baby with her. The baby was drowned in her arms.

She filed a claim with the For:ign Claims Office for-loss of-furs; household - - - - -|
linen, jewelry, toilet articles, baby’s outfit, clothing and money lost, in all
£235-0-0. :

- Claimant did not make any claim at the time on account of personal injury.
The claim was transferred to this Commission. Later the claimant's solicitor
wrote the Under-Secretary of State that she had been so badly knocked about
that she was unable to give an accurate description of all her belongings but
that she could establish by testimony that all her jewelry, wearing apparel; ete.,
and the wearing apparel of her children would value about $2,000.00, all of
which was lost, together with $50.00 in money, swhich she had in her state room.

Mrs. Pye filed a Canadian declaration in December, 1921, wherein she -

~claimed: '

" For furs, silver toilet articles, jewelry, amounting to.. .. 8675 00

Household linen, baby’s outfit, clothing and money.. .. .. 6500 00

$1,175 00
In December 1923, claimant through the Great War Veterans' Asso-
ciation, added suffering, ill-health and shock and increased it to $5,000.00. An

inventory of the articles lost was furnished later, when the amount was brought
up to $2,470.00.
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Claimant certainly had o fearful experience on the boat. The life boat she
. got in was swamped. She sank with her baby in her arms and the suction |
; wrenched the baby from her; when she reached the surface, she was standing in
' the water held up by the life belt among dead bodies for some time before she
was put on a raft and then to a small boat. In all, she had shock efiough to
injure her health, as it must have doné.  She has had & good deal of trouble, but-
there is no question in my mind that she received some permanent injury to her
health when the ship was sunk, although we have no medieal record which would
be of assistance in this case.
The claimant at the time of the disaster was 29 vears, her hushband, William
Samuel Pye was a British subject born in England and doing business in
Iidmonton. Later she married a man named Bergen.
. I would_allow claimant $1,265.00 for personal effects as first elaimed, with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking, May
7, 1915, to date of settlement, and $2,000.00 for personal injury with interest
e - oo at- the-rate of -5 -por- cent per annum -from- the .date_of_the. ratifieation of -the . .
Treaty, January 10, 1920, to date of settlement.
This elaim falls within the First Annex to Scetion (1), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Verszailles. eategories (1)-and (9) and 1 find -£3,265.00 is fair com-
pensation to the elaimant with interest as indicated above.

- JAMES FRIEL,
April 22, 1926. —_ Commssioner.
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DECISION
Case 858
Ie Mns. LorNA Mary BEN;SQ}'_#_

Claimant is a British subject born in England, and living in Canada at
the commencement of the war,  She was employed as a governpess making about
$700.00 a vear. Her name was then Miss Pavey. She was a passenger on
the Lusitania when that ship was sunk May 7, 1915, and was on her way to

. England to do war work. _ _
~ She lost all her effects including some money and was badly injured. She
suffered exposure and when getting away from the ship-had to drop 60 feet
overboard. She was picked up by a water-logged boat and was five hours
before being rescued.

The medical record discloses severe nervous shock followed by great
debility and wasting of the museles.  For some time she could not walk and
found difliculty in standing and was unable 10 attempt work until early in
1916 and could not do any regular wark until the autumn of 1916. She was ill
for 17 months. She was entirely incapacitated in regard to her own occupation.

L e e s B g AT
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» She married in 1922, .
C The claim in respeet of the loss of salary cannot be entertained. 1 would,
K however, allow for personal injury to Mrs. Benson the sum of $1,000.00 with

interest at the.rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January to
date of settlement and 1 would allow for loss of effects and money at the amount
declared, namely, $1,590.70, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum
P from the date of the sinking of the vessel, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.
P This elaim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
P Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $2,590.70 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

JAMES-FRIEL,
April 29, 1926. " Commissioncr.
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DECISION
Case 859
Re Daniel Browx .

‘Claimant is a British rubject born in Seotland 1897 who came to Canada
in 1907. He was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania, sunk by enemy submariné
May 7, 1915, and claims for loss of personal of. ts including carpenter's tools
and a considerable amount of money which hy - as carrying concealed in a false
bottom of his trunk.

His claim has-been-proved to mj satisfaction and I would allow it at the
wmount declared, $2,222.00, with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum from the date of -loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and 1 find $2.222.00 is fair compensation to
the clnimant, with interest as above indieated. ; :
T Tes e m e - JAMES FRIEL,
May 19, 1926. —_— Commissioner.

DECISION -
Case 860
‘Re Mrs. Marearer E. Cox

Claimant and her husband are British subjects, born in Ireland, who came
to Canada in 1912. Claimant at the time 27 years of age, was a passenger
on the Lusitania with her seventeen months’ old baby, when that ship was
torpedoed May 7, 1915. .

A separate claim on account of personal injury was filed on behalf of the
boy, Desmond F. Cox, by his father, S. J. Cox, Lieutenant in the Fort Giarry
Horse. ‘ ’

Mrs. Cox’s claim is for personal injury and loss of personal effects. She
was in the dining saloon when the ship was struck and reached the deck with
her child.  She seems to have had a fearful time in the rush. She lost and
recovered the child three times before getting into a life boat and she was the
third last person off the ship. The child was badly bruised.

The medical record shows that the claimant was in normal health before
the disaster and -that since then she has suffered from insomnia, headaches.
restlessness, excitability and things of that deseription due to her experience
and the shock but it does not disclose serious or permanent injury.

Dr. William Chestnut in his report dated March 8, 1924, certifies:—

* Mrs. Margaret Cox consulted me in the year 1919 shortly after returning from Iveland. .

Her symptoins at that time were entirely nervous and consisted chiefly of * insomnin
and inability to control herself when subjected to the least excitement. I have seen her
several times sinee, in consultation, and always with the same kind of symptoms. She has
no organic trouble and attributes, I think, rightly her nervous symptoms to the shock she
réceived at the time of the sinking of the Lusitania.® - o

I would allow claimant $2,000.00 for personal injury with interest at the

rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of

the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement, and on account

of loss of personal effects at amount declared, $672.55, with interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum from date of loss to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Aunex to Section (I} Part VI of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategories (1) and (9) and I find $2,672.55 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant with interest as indicated. o

: JAMES FRIEL,
Mareh 16, 1926. - Commissioner.
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DECISION
Case 861
Re Desmoxnp Fraxcis Cox

The claimant is the boy referred to in the ease of Margaret E. Cox, who
is his mother, as being with her on the Lusitania and injured. He was born
in Winnipeg November 21, 1913.  The boy was so badly jostled, knocked about’
and shocked when they were getting off the ship that he did not know his own
mother. She had him attended by ®doctor in Dublin scon after who' certifies to
the boy's nervous system having received a great shock and that he was in u
very delicate state of health through his experience on board the ship on that
occasion. The same physician examined him again in May, 1919, and certifics
the boy was then nervous, easily excited and frightened and troubled with a
slight impediment in speeeh.

The Winnipeg physician certifies that he examined the boy who was a
backward child in some respects, taking a long time to talk and having an
impediment. in his_speech. ~ ~ :

The boy stammers a little. Before the disaster he was bright and active.
His mother says that he was a prize baby as an infant and then learning to talk.
After the disaster they did not think he would ever speak properly.  The
mother had a pretty hard time on account of the boy’s state of health and on
account of her awn condition.

1 think, after considering the record, that the boy will get over it all in
time. :

1 would allow this claim at $3,000.00.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (1) Part VIIT of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategory (1) and I find $3,000.00 is fair compensation to
the claimant with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th
day of January, the date of the ratification of the Treaty, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

Mareh 16,-1926. - ————

DECISION
Case 862
Re Erxgst S. COwWPER

Claimant is a British subject born in England in 1883. He came to Canada
in 1805. He was a journalist and a passenger on the Lusitania when that ship
was sunk by cnemy submarine, May 7, 1915 and claims for injury to his health,
lose of effects and money in his trunk_and loss of profits on certain literary work
he had contracted for.

The claim was put in first to the British Foreign Claims Department and
by them transferred to this Commission.
~—The-cage-was-heard-inVaneouver, .

g

e Bt e

1 cannot allow anything for prospeetive profits nor for loss of wages. The
claimant’s health was undoubtedly injured and his earning capacity for some
time depreeiated. He was put to heavy expenses for medical attendance.

I would allow the claimant, Ernest S. Cowper, $2,500.00 on account of per-
sonal injury and medieal expenses with interest. at the rate of 5 per cent per
annum {rom the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Peace, January 10, 1920,
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to date of scttlement and $1,500.00 for personal effects and money lost with
interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sink-
ing, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement,

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and T find 84,000.00 fair compensa-
tion to the elaimant with interest as above indicated.

. JAMES FRIEL,
April 30, 1926. Commissioner.
- Nore—There is an order on file signed by Ernest S. Cowper, in which he

signs over to his solicitors, Messrs. Bayfield & Harvey, any and all moneys
awarded on his claim.

DECISION
Case 863
Re Jou~ FrReeMaN & Racner FREEMAN

Claimants are British subjects resident in Canada since 1905 and 1908.

They were passengers on the Lusitania, when that ship was sunk by cnemy
submarine on May 7, 1915, and the claim is on account of loss of personal effeets,

I would allow this claim at the amount proved $649.00, with interest at the
rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking of the ship, May 7,
1915, to date of scttiement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $649.00 is fair compensation to
the claimants John Freeman and Rachel Freeman, with interest as above

indicated.
' JAMES FRIEL,
April 27, 1926. _— ' Commissioner.
DECISION
Case 864

Re Jrssie AgNEs GILLEN

Claimant is a British subject, born in Port Stanley, Falkland Islands, who
came to Canada in February, 1911, She married Robert Joseph Thompsoti of
Vancouver (British subject), an accountant, August 26, 1911. He was one of
the Lusitania victims. He was then 37 years of age. He left as dependents the
claimant, his widow, then 33 years of age, and one child, Robert Sinclair Thomp-
son, born January 6, 1913, in Vancouver—he left practically no property. He
had been earning $100.00 a month. He was on his way to the Old Country to
work in the munition factories or enlist, it is stated in one part of the record,
and in another part that he was going to sce his mother who was ill. His body
was recovered and on it his money, watch and chain, and his pocket-book con-

~ " tuining acheque for £30 and Treasury Notes amiounting to £2, and an accident
insurance ticket. He had taken very little other property or effects with him
on the boat. Claimant’s mother was living with her in her home which the
deceased had bought under agreement of sale. Claimant got $2,000.00 out of t}a
New York Lusitania Fund, out of which she paid the balance due on the home,
$1,400.00, and title was taken in the name of the mother.
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After the loss of her husband, claimant got employment as a musician in .
the theatre. ‘The record is not elear as to whether she had been so cmployed
before his death, but at the time of the hearing of her case, September, 1925, she
was so employved. In September, 1918, she married her present husband, William
Gillen, who was a blacksmith’s helper, earning about $100.00 a month.

I would recommend that the claimant be allowed the sum of $5,000.00 and :
the child, Robert Sinclair Thompson, £7,000.00, with interest at 5 per cent per
annum from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the :
Treaty of Versailles, to date of scttlement, the compensation to the child, Robert
Sinclair Thompsoi, to be paid through his legally appointed guardian.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (1), and 1 find §12.000.00 is fair compensation to
the elaimant and her child, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
May 18, 1926. —— Commissioner.

) ' DECISION
Case 865
Re Mgs. Winterep M. Huonn

Claimant and her husband are British subjects born in England.  Mr.
Hull is a market-gardener in Winnipeg, where they have lived since 1913, She
was one of the passengers on the Lusitania sunk May 7, 1915, and is one of those
who had especially harrowing experiences resulting in injury to health.

She claims also for the loss of personal effects and money. The medical
record discloses shock and nervous debility and other serious symptoms extend-
ing over a period of eight years since the disaster, and the claimant is still in
poor health owing to her experience when the boat sank. She has had to give
up her houschold duties and go back €0 her old home for treatment.  Her husband
keeps a number of employees, and she has been wholly unable to give him
the assistance she was able to give before she was injured. :

-1 would allow the claimant $4,000.00 with interest at the rate of 5 per cent

i per annum from the 10th day »f January, 1920, the date of the ratifieation of

I the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement, together with the amount of

o © %300.00 value of cffects and money lost as deelared, with interest at the rate

of 5 per eent per annum from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

» “This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIIT of the

Gy Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and T find $4,300.00 is fair com-
s pensation to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

) JAMES FRET ,_'
( eormissioner.

Mareh 16, 1926.
‘ | _ DECISION
Case 8606

S Re Georee WiattH Harrisos

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who same to Canada in 19127
He was a passenger on the Lusitania on his way to England to join the. army
and see what he could do over there. There was something the matter with him
physically, and he was not accepted in Canada.

His claim is for loss of all his personal effects which he had with him. This
- elaim was first put in to the British Foreign Claims Depa-tment, and by them
oo transferred_to this Commission. '
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On the facts as disclosed at the hearing at Victoria, B.C. 1 would allow
this claim at $800.00, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the sinking of the ship, May 7, 1815, to datc of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $800.00 is fair ‘compensation to
the claimant, George Wraith Harrison, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
April 27, 1926, — Commissioner,

DECISION
Cuse 867
Re Ginuerr NicHOoLSON

Claimant is a Canadian. He is quite an old man being 74 at the time of
the hearing of ‘his case in 1925. He had been a carpenter, but was not able {0
work any more. His claim is on account of loss of his son, Charles Duncan
Nicholson, 27, also a earpenter, who was one of the Lusitania victims.

- The young man was on his way to England to get work, and had his tools .
with him. Deceased left some property. He owned an equity in a house in
Edmonton in which his father and sister lived. While he*was not actually
supporting his father, who was able to work at that time, there is little question
but that the old man would eventually reccive whatever support he needed from
this son. Another son had gone to the war, and had come back useless, and is
confined in & mental institution,

I would recommend that compensation be vaid to claimant on account of
the loss of his son at the sum of 81,750.00, with interest at 5 per cent per annum
from January 10, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles,
to'date of settlement, and I would allow for tools, clothing, and personal effects
the amount declared, $350.00, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the sinking of the ship, May 7, 1915, to date of scttlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $2,100.00 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant, Gilbert Nicholson, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
April 23, 1926. , _ Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 808
Re RopiNsoN PIRIE (now deceased)

Claimant a Canadian, was a passenger on the ss. Lusitanig when that ship
was sunk by enemy submarine May 7, 1915, and claims for personal effects lost.

He died at Hamilton July 12, 1920 and the claim is now put forward by
the Mercantile Trust Company of Canada, Limited, executor of the estate,
under hLis will.

I would allow the claim at the amount. declared, $759.92, with interest at the i
_rate of § per cent per annum from the date of the sinking May 7, 1915, to date .
of settlement. ‘

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
% Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $759.92, fair compensation to the
3 claimant with interest as above indicated. —

) ' JAMES FRIEL,

: August 5, 1926. , Commissioner.
e s .
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DECISION
Case 809 -
" Re Beatrick M. WIicKINGS-SMITH

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to Canada with
her husband (also a British subject), an Fnglish barrister who was practicing at =
Vancouver and Nanaimo when the war broke out. He enlisted with the °
Canadian Forces, but having retaincd his membership in a British Territorial
Regiment, the Inns of Court Officers Praining Corps, and being recailed by them
to take u commission, he was returning to England on the Lusitania as s civilian,
having paid his own passage, and was drowned when that ship was sunk by
encmy submarine on May 7, 1915.

The British authorities refused to recognize the elaim of the widow for a
pension for herself and child, on the ground that deceased was not actually
gerving at the time he lost his life. The claim was afterwards recognized by
the Canadian Pension Board, and the widow is now reeeiving a pension of $60.00
a month for herself and $15.00 a month for her child until it reaches the age of
sixteen.

The case will have to be considered as dealt with by the Military Pension
authorities, and there is nothing that this Commission can do in respect to the
claim for loss of life. :

Mrs. Wickings-Smith intended returning to England with her husband and
child, but owing to illness, could not leave with him. Her personal household
effects, including silver, linen, bedding, china, ete., all of which were her own
personal properly, were aboard the Lusitania at the time of her sinking, and
claimant asks compensation for loss of the same. I would allow this at the
amount claimed, $1,000.00, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from the date
of the loss, May.7, 1915, until date of settlement. :

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find that $1,000.00 is fair compensation
with interest as above stated. '

JAMES FRIEL,

May 12, 1926. —_ Commissioner.

i DECISION
' Case 870
Re THOMAS SUMNER

Claimant is a British subject who came to Canada in 1913. He was a
passenger on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was gunk May 7, 1915, by enemy
submarine and claims on account of loss of personal effects.

His claim was put in to the British Reparation Claims Department and by

- that department transferred to this Commission. .
- I would allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, $664.20,
Canadian money. _ :
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $664.20 is fair compensation to the
__claimant with_interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

HO PN

June 14, 1926.
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DECISION
Case 871
Re Epwarp TARRY

Claimant is a British subject, born in England in 1887, who came to Canada
January 17, 1914, He was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania on his way back to
England to bring out his wife and children. He lost money and personal cffects
when that ship was sunk, May 7, 1915, and was considera ly injured. He was
not able to work for three monthis, and was afterwards quite nervous, He had to
pay about £30 medical fees. As soon as he got well he joined the Army.

This claim was submitted to the British Reparation Claims Department,
and by them transierred to this Commission. . .

I would allow claimant $250.00 on account of personal injury and attendant
medical and other expenses, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from the 10th
day of January, 1920, the date of the ratifieation of the Treaty of Versailles, to
date of settlement, and £283, or the equivalent in Canadian moncy, $1,388.43,
on account of loss of personal effects and money, with interest at § per cent per
annum from date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.

This clain falls within the First Annex to Scetion (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $1,63843 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant, Edward Tarry, with interest as above indicated.

'l ey
&
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¢ _ JAMES FRIEL,

; May 15, 1926. _— ’ Commdssioner.
DECISION

Case 872

Re Mgrs. May Watson WEmn

; The claimant is the widow of Cecil Hamiltor Weir who was a passenger on

3 the Lusitania and lost his life when that ship was sunk May 7,1915. He was on
; his way to England to join the British army in which he had been promised a
' Commission.” He was a mechanical engineer and had been engaged in business
of contractors in Vancouver up to tke outbrenk of the war. He was a British
subject born in Shanghai, China, in 1884. The claimant was born in Glasgow,
Scotland, in October, 1882. They were married in Vancouver in October, 1011.
The child, Cecil James Weir was born in Glasgow, April 2, 1913, .
Deceased owned his own home in Vanccuver, worth about $12,000.00 at the
time but subject to a mortgage of $5,000.00, and was making $2,600.00 a year.
He had money and personal effects with him to the value of $436.560. He left a
will in favour ui the claimant. She received less than $1,000.00 life insurance.
The home and furniture became greatly depreciated in value. Other assets con-
sisting of shares in her husband’s contrzcting company in which she invested
$1,600.00 were almost wiped out owing to the war and his death. She realized
$1,300.00 from them. ‘
Before coming to Canada the deceased had been managing director of G.
& A. Harvey, Ltd., Scotland, and as such received g salary of £400 per annum,
also interest on his holdings with that company of £6,000—600_shares_at.£10_ ...
- ¢ach, which amounted to £100 and £200 per annum. These shares he sold for
£1,600—putting this money into the business of Fulton Brothers, Ltd., Victoria,
B.C., the contracting company above referred to. ‘
Weir was a young man, healthy and active, and if spared had very good
prospects of a much larger income than he had ever been receiving,
82007114
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He left all his property to his wife.

I would allow Mrs. Weir $12,000.00 on nccount of loss of her husband,
together with amount declared for value of his personal effects, and the child
$10,000.00. _

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $12,000.00 is fair com-
pensation to Mrs. May Watson Weir and §10,000.00 to Cecil James Weir with
interest at 5 per cent per annum on both sums from January 10, 1920,.the date of
the ratification of the Treaty, to the date of settlement, and $436.50 to Mrs. May
Watson Weir, Executrix of Cecil Hamilton Weir, decersed, with interest as herein
allowed but from the date of loss, May 7, 1915.

: JAMES FRIEL,
March 10, 1925. — Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 873
Re Epnsoxp Victor WOOLVEN (deceased)

Claimant was a Britisl subject born in England, who came to Canada and
was cmployed as a travelling salesman. He lived at Three Hills, Alberta, and -
his wife, formerly IHelen Saunders, was one of the Lusitania vietims. She was
on her way to England to visit her people.

The claim was filed originally with the British Foreign Claims Department,
and by them transferred to this Commission,

Woolven died and the Trust and Guarantee Company Limited, above
named, was appointed Administrator of his estale.

I would allow the claim at the amount declared by the original claimant,
E. V. Woolven, in his declaration of March 10, 1919, $300.00 personal effects
and $600.00 on account of money lost, when his wife was drowned with interest
at 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking oi the ship, May 7, 1915,
to date of settlement.

“Phis claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and 1 find $900.00 is fair compensation to the
claimant, Edmond Victor Woolven, with interest as above indicated; payment
to be made to the administrator of his estate. '

. ' JAMES FRIEL,
April 27, 1926. _— Commissioner.
1)EQISION
Case 874
Re Mns. INEz WiLsON ' 3

Claimant and her husband are Britisb subjects resident in Canada when
the war broke out. Mr. Wilson resigned his position and joined the army. He
is a veteran of the South African war. :

_Mrs. Wilson took passage on the Lusitania to sce her husband before he left

R | ()T‘me'er*Hcrmlaim—isstatal-tllis»\\'ay-toihaﬁnt-xleRepamtxon Commission

by her mother:-—
# Mrs. Pat Wilson, my daughter, sulfered grieviously in the disastrous wreck of the

Lusitania. Her terrible experience rained her health, and ehe has never been free from i

neuritis since, except for sgort intervals. A professional vocalist, she lost her voice from ,}

the same cause, and bas never regained it. She had two broken ribs, and a permanently :

damaged knee through helping to pull other viclims out of the water into the boat she was
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in, and she lost both her professional outfit and a great deal of other valuable property.
She has also incurred many heavy doctor's bills, which have strained the resources oFe her-
eelf and her husband to the utmost. She is a native of Sheflield, her maiden name being
Minnie Corbett.  Her husband is a native of Aberdeen, and they had been a very short time
in Canada when war was declared. He joined up as a Volunteer at once, and came over

; with the second Canadian Contingent.”

The medical record bears out these statements. Mrs. Wilson has been
suffering ever since, and she will not regain her health,  She was 46 at the time of
the disaster.

I would allow the full amount of her claim as filed, that is to say, $2,350.00,
for personal effects and money lost, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from
the date of the sinking of the ship, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement, and
$5,000.00 for personal injury, with interest at 5 per cent per annum from
January 10, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date
of settlement.

This -claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and I find $7,350.00 is ‘air com-
pensation to the claimant, Mrs. Inez Wilson, with interest as above indieated.

JAMES FRIEL,
April 28, 1926. - S —— Commissioner.

76 R S A Tl

DECISION
Case 875
Re Ronert Winniay WHALEY

Claimant is a British subjeet born in England in 1882, who came to Canada
to ive in 1904, He was on the 8S. Lusitonia when that ship was sunk by enemy
submarine, Mav 7, 1915,.and claims on account of loss of personal effects and

injury to health "y reason of shock and exposure. He was incapacitated and
under the doctor’s care for three or four months after the disaster and was then
accepted in the army but has been all the time sinee affected with ear trouble and
has had to have special treatment on that account every now and then. He
served for the rest of the war but did not apply for pension.
I would allow this claim at $1,000.00 for injury to health and medical
~ expenses with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1920,
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of set:lement
and $417.50, the amuunt declared, for loss of personal effects, with intersst on
this item: at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking,
May 7, 1915, to date of settlement.
This claim falls within the First Annex to Scetion (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, eategories (1) and (9) and I find $1,417.50 is fair com-
pensation to the claimant with irierest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioncer.

%
i
2
3

May 18, 1926.

DECISION
o Case_876
Re Cratm oF CuARLES Harry Boorn

Claimant is a British subject, born in England April 26, 1883, who came
to Canada and at the time of the Lusitania disaster was employed as Auditor at
the Chateau Laurier Hotel. He had a home in Ottawa with his wife and one
child, eight months old, The wife Emily Eliza Booth and the child Nigei T,

T T T T T T T T s
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Booth, were passengers on the ill-fated ship-and Mrs, Booth was_drowned. The
child was saved. Deccedent had mnoney with her and personal effects to the
amount of $1,142.80. There was ordinary insurance on the cffects but no war
visk insurance. Mrs, Booth left a will in which she bequeathed her property
to her husband and made him executor and he has taken out Letters Testament-
ary. She had no life insurance, and left practically no property.

Claimant asked compensation on account of the loss of his wife and for
certain expenses on account of the child to get it home, and as executor for the
money and personal property lost.

The case was before the late Commissioner at Ottawn in May 1923 who
noted it for allowance at the amount claimed, namely, $5,000.00 on account
of the loss of the wife and $775.00 covering certain items of cxpenses in respect
to the chifd and $1,142.80 to claimant as executor of his wife's estate for the
money and personal effects lost. :

Mrs. Booth was thirty years old at the time of her death. She looked
after her household duties and took care of the child. .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIIT of the

compensation to the claimant Charles Harry Booth, with interest at 5 per cent
per annum from January 10, 1920, to the date of scttlement, and $1,142.80 to
the said Charles arry Booth, executor of the will of the late Mrs. Booth, with
interest at §.per cent per annum from May 7, 1915, to the date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEL,

November 5, 1926. ' — Commissioner,
DECISION o
Case 877

Ie Sig Freperick ORR-LEwIs -(DECEASED)

Claimant was a Canadian, born in Hamilton, Ont., 1862. He had a resid-
ence in England but was domieiled in Montreal.

He was a passenger on board the ss, Lusifania when that ship was sunk by
enemy submarine May 7, 1915, and filed a claim with the British Reparation .~
Claims Department on account of the loss of personal effects which were with
him on the ship, amounting to £1,169-16-. He had no insurance. He claimed
also £1,000- for personal injury, made up of fees paid for medical attendance,
nurses, medical supplies, hotel, railway and other expenses in Ireland and Eng-
land. The vouchers were filed for medical fees paid and nurses charges, amount-
ing to £667-0-3. The British Reparation Claims Department transferred the
¢laim to this Commission. Claimant never recovered from the shock occasioned
by the sinking of the ship and died November 18, 1921, A statutory declaration
verifying the claim was filed by the solicitors of his estate with this Commission
December 5, 1921, in which ihe amount for loss and damage was set out at the
original amount £2,169-16-. ’

The_claim_was for hearing before the late Comissioner at Montreal

1920, the-date the. ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of scttle-

June 1923, and he noted it for allowance at-thoamount-declared-and-made & e
notation that no .urther claim was made for personal injury although such 4
claim might have been successfully presented.

I would allow the claim at the amounts deelared, namely £1,000 for per- ;
sonal injury, or the equivalent thereof, ($4,960.10 in Canadinn money) together g
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January
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ment, and for- personal offects £1,169-16, or the equivalent thereof, ($5,739.25
in Canadian money) with interest thercon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum
from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of scttlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find, $10,699.35 fair com-
pensation payable to the exccutors of the last will of tho deceased, with
interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
December 2, 1926.  —— Commissioner,

DECISION
Casc 878
Re ArtHur T. MaTHEWS

Claimant is a Canadian born in the City of Montreal, August 5, 1876. He
was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was sunk by enemy action,
May- 7, 1915, and claims for personal injury and loss of effects. When the ship.
was going down, claimant apparently not a rugged man, had to jump from the top
deck into the sea. He struck something, and was stunned. When he came to he
caught a picce of wreckage and hung on in the water for 1} hours until one of the
ship’s boats eame back and picked him up. He was then in an exhausted con-
dition. The boat was crowded and he lay in the bottom for a long time. They
were picked up by a steam-trawler and landed in Queenstown at 9 o'clock at
night. He was still in his wet clothes from 2.15 in the afternoon, as a result of
which claimant suffered ‘serious impairment to his health and was incapacitated
{,rom cffeciently carrying on his business as a manufacturing agent in the paint

usiness. :

The evidence of Doctor Finnie, a prominent physician of Montreal, proved
the claim for injury to health. The dector says claimant has had many attacks
of nervous headaches, is unable to sleep and has indigestion all of which witness
attributes to the exposure and experiences and the strain patient’s nervous
system had been subjected to in the disaster. There is no other cause for it.
Claimant was previously well and had never consulted a doctor and there is no

- history- of illness-or-sickness. ~He has since for several years, frequently con-

sulted the doctor for indigestion, headaches, nervousness and inability to con-
centrate. It is the opinion of the doctor that the shock to the patient’s nervous
system will be permanent in its effects.

Mr. Mathews also consulted other prominent physicians, all of whom
advised him that he was suffering from the result of the nervous shock and
strain from his experience,

“This claim was heard beforc the late Commissioner at Montreal, in June
1923, who noted it for allowance a1 §5,785.00, on account of injury to health and
medical expenses incurred, and $40%.25, the amount claimed for personal effects.

I agree without hesitation and would allow interést on the compensation for
injury to health at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratifi-
cation of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settlement and
on the compensation for loss of effects, from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, to B

date of scttlement at the rate of 5 per cent per annum.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles,, categ''es (1) and (9) and I find $6,193.25, fair com-
bensation to the claimant, with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
December 1, 1926.

Commissioner.
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DECISION
" Case 879
Re WinLiam Brownw

Claimant is a British subject born in England who came to Canada years
ago. He was a passenger on {he s<. Lusitania when that ship was sunk by the
enemy May 7, 1915 and claims on account of the loss of personal effects and
money he had with him. .

This case was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal in June 1923,
who noted it for allowance at the amount declared and proved, namely $840.00,
with interest.

B 1 agree with this assessment, and would have the interest run from the date
of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of settlement. o

This elaim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (1), Part VIIT of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and 1 find 2940.00 fair compensation to the
claimant with interest as above indieated. ‘
JAMES FRIEL,

December 16, 1926 o Commissioner. o
DECISION
Case 880
‘ RRe Joserii LEVINSON, Jr.
i Claimant is a Canadian. He was a first class passenger on the Lusitania

when that ship was sunk May 7, 1915. He lost all his personal effects and
suffered some personal injury. He was in the water for two and three quarter
hours before being taken into a boat. His thumb was crushed and had to be
operated on several times. He makes no claim for personal injury, except for
the loss of his time and expenses. He says he was in bad shape for about a
month afterwards, and more or less affected for about six months or a year, but
it did not effect his business. ‘

The claim was heard by the late Commissioner at Montreal in June. 1523,
who noted it for allowance at the full amount claimed and 1 agree. The claim of
£ . ... $970.00 on account of loss of time while under medical treatment, hotel expenses

and doctors’ and surgeons' fees will-be-allowed -with-interest at 5 per cent per
annum {rom January 10, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty to date
of settlement. The claim for personal offccts will be allowed at $984.90 with
interest at 5 per cent per annum from date of loss, May 7, 1915, to date of
- gettlement.
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII of the
, Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find $1,954.90 fair com-
2 pensation to the claimant with interest as indicated.  ~
A JAMES FRIEL,
i December 10, 1926. ) ' Conunissioner.

DECISION
o Case 881
‘ TTT T Re RicitArp 10NEL TAYLOR }

Claimant is a Canadian born in Montreal in June, 1883, He was on the ss.
Lusitania when that ship was sunk by cnemy submarine May 7, 1915, and lost 5
personal effects for which he put in n claim to the Briti-h Foreign Office for :
$454.00 who transferred it to this Commission. There was no mention of per-
_ gsonal injury. In a declaration filed later on our regular form there is no mention _
of personal injury, T T o e -
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The case was heard before the late Commissioner in Montreal in June, 1923.
The friendly atmosphere of the tribunal apparently induced the claimant to take
an adjournment and file a new claim in which he raised the value of his personal
effects lost to $809.76 and asked for £2,000.00 for “damage due to shock and
physical and nervous derangement, necessitating ten days rest and medical
attention, personal inconvenience and derangement of plans.” There is absolutely
no evidence on record that claimant was injured in any way. He was on the ship
when it sank and was in the water for half an houvr until picked up by a lifeboat,
He was nble to visit the hospitals and morgues in GQueenstown that night, and was

.

no doubt of great help to the survivors.

There is no medical record attached to the case.

I would allow him the increased value claimed for his personal effects because
the value put in in the first place was small and I think t}at $500.00 will amply
cover ghock and injury to health,

This claim falls within the First Annex to Scetion (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and I find 81,309.75 fair compen-
sation to the claimant, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
10th day of January, 1820, the date of the ratificaticn of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles, to date of settlement.

_ JAMES FRIEL,
December 14, 1926. — - Commissioner,

Case 882
Re KarureeN Kaye
No Action taken. Paid by British Authorities.

Cnse 883
Re Mas. M. E, NeeMs
No Action taken. Accepted by British Authorities.

Case 884
) Re Mgs. A. Mclunoy
No Action taken. Claim withdrawn.

Case 885
IRRe S. J. Carie
No Action taken. Cannot locate claimant.

Case 886
Re G. S. RYERSON

. No action taken. Provided for in claim of Mrs. L. M. Galbraith, Case
No. 847.
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DECISION
Case 887
Re Mrs. Maroearer PHILLIPS

Claimant's mothier Mrs. Ann Davis, a native of Wales, who had been living
in Canada, was a passenger on the ss. Lusitania when that ship was sunk by
enemy submarine and her claim is submitted by Mrs. Phillips on account of
the loss of clothing, jewelry and money she had with her,

The claim was filed with the British Reparation Claims Departinent and
by them referred to this Commission. There is no proof of loss upon which we
could make an assessment in this case and no reason is given why the British
Department should not have considered it.

It is not improbable that Mrs. Davis, an elderly woman (born in 1851) 4
was returning to make her home with her people in Wales. She was a widow
since 1902, o

If the deceased was of Canadian citizenship when drowned, some one in
Canada, the adminjgtrator of her estate, would have a claim for personal effects
and money lost with her, on proof.

As the record now stands, there is nothing we can do with it and it will
have to go in the “ no action” file. )

JAMES FRIEL,

February 2, 1927, —_— Commissioner,

DECISION
Case 883
Re Mgs. B. love b

No action taken. - Claim for the Britisl} Authorities.

DECISION
Re CuarLes B. HaANForD

The claim is one for the loss of personal effects of Mr. and Mrs, William G.
Bailev, who, with their daughter, were lost on the S.8. Lusitania.

Claimant is a brother of Mrs. Bailey. The deceased man and his wife were
born in England but had been living in Canada for some time and apparently
belonged to this country 'at the time of their death. They left no dependents.

1f administration were taken out in British Columbia where they were
domiciled before sailing, the estafe might be entitled, on proof, to an award
for the loss of personal effects and money decedents had with them. Claimant
was advised of this by letter from this Commission dated August 16, 1926, to

whieh there has not been a reply.

+" 7 "The claim Which was originnil}"pt’cscntcd’tU‘thrBribish—Repsration~-Glaims-~~~
Department and which I think should have been dealt with by them, will have

to go into the “no action” file.

JAMES FRIEL,
: Commissioner.
February 5, 1927, i




. the-surface, sank, rose_agnin_and_was.rescued, _The. Cunard Steamship Com-
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DECISION
Case 890 ot
Re Mrs. AaNEs WaRNER

‘This is a claim in respect of the death of her son, Tersus Selvin Warner, a
Lusitania victim.

We have been unable to locate this claimant by letters to her solicitors
and to Francis B. Clarke who was acting on her behalf, '

Notice of the hearing addressed to her at the address given: 503 Central
Avenue, London, Ontario, was returned by the postal authorities,

There is no proof to substantiate the declaration, )

The papers will have to go in the “ no action " file at least for the present.

JAMES FRIEL,
February 7, 1927, . —_— Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 891
Re NoRMAN STONES

Claimant is a British subject born in Yorkshire, Iingland, November 18,
1886. He is a vocalist by profession. He came to Canada in 1911 to reside,
and was married in Vancouver in 1912 to Hilda Mary Joy, who came to Canada
to marry him. She was then 29 years of age.

Claimant got a grant of land in Texada Island, British Columbia, where
he started a poultry and fruit farm which he was developing with the assistance
of his wife. In April, 1915, she was summoned to England owing to the illness
of a relative and eclaimant decided to return with her and join a University
Officers’ Training Corps, in which he was formerly a cadet. They sailed
together on the Lissitania. They had with them valuable personal effects,
including wedding presents, hunting equipment, watches and jewelry, ete:, to
the declared value of £784-5 (in Canadian money $3,847.61). They both went
down with the ship and Mrs, Stones was not seen again. The husband came to

pany show Mr. and Mrs, Stones were on the Lusitania at the time of her loss
and that the name of Mrs. Mary Hilda Stones does not appear among the sur-
vivors. There were no children, :

Included with the personal property was money lost to the amount o
$392.49 (£80).

Claimant gives his income in 1914 as £250,

I would allow claimant on account- of the loss of his wife the sum of
$4,000.00 with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of
January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date
of settlement, and for his personal property and money lost $3,5600.00 with
interest at the rate of § per cent per annum from the date of loss, May 7, 1915,
to date of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Seetion (1), Part VIIT of the

== —=-—Treaty-of-Versailles; categories—(Hnnd—(9); andT-find-87;500.00 fnir compen=

sation to the claimant with interest as above indicated.

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.

May 14, 1927,
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DECISION
Case 892
Re Mary Lovuisa CLARKE

Ciaimant i= a Cevadian national who claims on account of the loss of the
life of her husband, .ilfred Russell Clarke, also a Canadian, who was a pas-
senger on the ss. Lusitania. He was rescued when the ship went down but so
injured that he died in a hospital in London, June 20, 1915. He was then
between 55 and 56 years old and sole owner of A. R. Clarke & Company, Lim-
ited, Toronto, manufacturers of leather linings, leather vests, moceasins, and
clothing in which leather is used. His business to England was to sell his goods
to the British Government. . He was an active healthy man when he sailed :
Wit an ncoine ffom fiis company of about $22,000000 a vear. ~”_,

Personal effects to the value of 81,000.00 were lest with him and samples
valued at $1,500.00.

Decedent left surviving him his widow, the clainant herein, then aged 51,
one son, Griflith B, Clarke, nearly 25, and one daughter, Vivian Russell Clarke,
nearly 22, In his lifetime he had heen the main support of three sisters, Mary g
Claiwe, Annie Louise Clarke and Phoebe Clarke, aged respectively 63, 58 and
51 at his death,

Alfred Russell Clarke left an estate of the gross value of 8521,825.28 aw
sworn to by his exceutors for succession duty, of which 834,845.00 was life and
£50,000.00 accident insuranee pavable to his widow. The accident insurance
had been $70,000.00 but claimant settled with the company for 230,.000.00.
There was real estate amounting to $41,140.00, and stock in A. R. Clarke &
Company, Limited, of the fair market value, so the aflidavit of the executors
stated, of §393,000.00.

Under the will of the deceased dated June 19, 1915, the widow took the
home in Rosedale, Toronto, then recently purchased by decedent for $25,000.00
and valued in.the executors aflidavit at 823,500.00. with the appurtenances and

SN . contents valued. at $1,000,00, _The sisters, Mary, Annic and Phoebe were left
- a cash annuity of £80.00 per month free of duty.

The testator directed the trustees, of whom the widow was one, to continue
the business for ten years and divide the income equally among the widow, son
and daughter. At the expiration of the ten years from the date of the testator’s
death, the trustees were to transfer one-third of the estate to each of them, the
said wife, son and daughter, whose respective shares in the eapital and income
ai the said estate should be absolutely vested at the death of the testator.

The suceession duty was payable out of the estate, The executors and

© trustees were dirvected “to appoint the son—Griflith Boustead Clarke, also an i
exeeutor and trustee—managing director of A. R. Clarke & Company, Limited,
and to continue him in such office during the said period of ten years unless in
their judgiuent it would not be intlie interest of the said cstate, '

The son was appointed managing director after the death of the testator
and it is alleged mismanaged the business to its loss and such loss is put forward
but not proved, as one of the elements for damages, that is to say, it was con-
tended that if the father had survived the business would have prospered and

- not suffered loss. This was urged at the hearing and may as well be dismissed
at this stage as not proper direet damage, even if substantiated. The son
died in June 1923, For some time previous to his death, claimant had taken
an active interest in the business and after his death she toook full charge,
The daughter had married and the son-in-law was taken into the business,

; , Mus. Clarke sold her home and moved into a new one with her daughter. At

o the.time of the hearing in October 1925, she was drawing a salary of $24,000.00

' : a year. For some time before the son’s death, she and her daughter were

receiving $1,000.00 a month oul of the business, »
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. I do not see that Mrs, Clarke is entitled to any compensation out of funds
which may be appropriated for payment ex gratia to civilians who have suffered
damages directly by German action in the war, Her Counsel contended that
Alfred Russell Clarke was the vietim of a wrongful act,

The claim is for $125,000.00 based on:—

.. “The earning power_of the deceased who.was in receipt of a.yearly -

salary of $25,000.00 as President of the A, R. Clarke Company Limited,
Toronto, and on the same basis of the fact that the deceased drew from
his business for the years 1910, 1911, 1912, 1913 and 1914, a total of
$108,132.70 and on the basis of the Workmen’s Compensation Act for
the Provinee of Ontario.”

The amount of income in each of the five years preceding date of death—

1910, $12,040°00
1911, 818,125 00
1912, 816,888 25
1913, $34,499 02
1914, $26,580 43

We-have on our files a letter from the Director of the British Foreign
Claims Oflice, dealing with the claim of a widow for compensation on asccéunt
of the death of her husband in which the director says, among other things——

“If two persons shure an income each cannot have the same benefit from it as he would
derive it the whole of the income were enjoyed by himn alone; and it therefore appears
to me to be impossible to maintain o cliim on L. o i i e . behalf
on the basis that she has lost the whole of the income of her late husband, when in fact,
if he had lived, it would have been enjoyed by both of them. I should be glad to learn

whether ......L... v eeeienreseertanaens is contitled to the procceds of the policies of
INSUTANCE OD L .viviiniiverincns suvnerannenns life. If <o, in estinmtin% the amount of her
claom for the loss of her hustund allowance would have to be made for the benefit which

she has derived from his -state, and also for the amount a vear which she reccives from
etreteieereriassnierareerenenenesen... 88 I presume that-sum would not have beein enjoyed
by her if her husband had not died.”

_The _same rule for_compensation is laid down _in a_recent Ontavio case

‘that of Glover v. Rutherford 59, Ontarto Law Reports, at page 366, and in

other cases, English deeisions for a long time have been to the same effect;
s0 are the American decisions,

The question was argued fully Lefore the Mixed Claims Commission in
the case of the children and exceutors of Elbert Hubbard, one of the most
noted of Lusitania vietims who, with Mrs, Hubbard lost his life in that disaster,
The Umpire Judge Parker, stated in his judgment: :

“It will be borne in mind that the measure of the awards which this Commission is

~ ¢mpowered to make in these cases-is not -the value- of -the -lives: lost-but the- pecuniary

losses suffered by claimants resulting from the deaths. To the extent that contributions
by the deceased made during their lives and those which they would probably have made
to claimants but for Germany’s act causing their deaths were the direct {ruits of the personal

" efforts of the deceased whose producing powers weré destroyed by their deaths, the claim-

ants have suffered pecuniary damages which Germany is obligated to pay. But to the extent
that such actual or probable contributions were derived as income from the estates of
deceased which vested in the claimanis on the deaths of deceased and yielded to the
claiimants the same income as it yielded to the deceased during their lives, the claimants
have suffered no pecuniary damages (Pym v. Great Northern Railway Co, 4 Best &
Smith's Report 396; San Antonio &. Aransas Pass Railway Co, v. Long, 87 Texas Supreme
Court Reports).”

By the death of her husband, claimant came into about $110,000.00 in
insurance money and saleable real estate with appurtenances and these vested
in her one-third share of the capital stock of A. R. Clarke & Company Limited
and on closing the trust estate was entitled to one-third share of the residue,

_ ,7_,,_- ‘That_is, I think, greatly more than she would have been entitled to had her =
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husband died without insurance or without property but with an income even
as large as indicated. The insurance money alone at her age would have pur-
chased for her,an annuity of over $6,000.00 a year. I do not think it can be
“said she suffered any pecuniary loss resulting from the death of her husband and,
therefore, her elaim while coming within the category from the nature of it
will have to be disallowed by reason of no damage proved.

Compensation will be allowed to the estate of the deceased for the personal
effects andd samples in the amount proved, namely $2,500.00 and T would allow
interest from the date of loss, May 7, 1915, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum,
to date of settlement,

Decedent’s estate would be substantially depreciated for expenses of his care
during his last illness consequent on the injury and exposure which caused
his death, for fees of physicians, surgeons, speeialists, hospital fces, extraordinary
o funeral-expenses_and so forth. Mrs, Clarke went to England and was with

him in the Nursing Home, Fitzroy House, London, when he died. No claim
has been put in for these expenses, We have the items, however, in a similar
case, that of the late Sir Frederick Orr-Lewis, anotlier of the Lusitania victims,
and T think the sum of £5,000.00 would be a reasenable allowance to the estate
of the deceased as compensation for such expenses with interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of
Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of scttlement. '

Damages in respect of these expenses and to the loss of property come within
categories (1) and (9) of the Tirst Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, and 1 find the sumn of §7.500.00 fair compensation payable
to the trustees of the estate of Alfred Russell Clarke, with interest as indieated.

JAMES FRIEL,

May 14, 1927, ———me Commissioner, \
DECISION : g
Case 893 k.

Re Dame Ernen Esreie Hyman

On behalf of herself and infant son, Gordon Eric Kubelik
It appears from the record that Samucl Max Kubelik, of Montreal, a native
of Riga, Russia, but a naturalized British subject, 31 years of age, was a second
class passenger on the ss. Ltsitania and went down with that ship. He left 5
surviving him a widow, the above named claimant, a Canadian, born July 7,
1886 and a son Gordon Eric Xubelik, born October 5, 1912, both dependent upon
him.

Decedent had $750.00 eash on his person and baggage and jewelry to the
value of $1,000.00. At the time of his death he was engaged in the business of
real estate, mortgages, loans and insurance and was going to England to
negotiate a loan for clients, His annual income was given as about $5,000.00
but the cvidence in respect to it, is meagre. He left no property and only
$1,000.00 life insurance. There was no Will. After his death claimant was in
poor health for a long time, owing to the shock and under the care of physicians.

She and her child were maintained by her father, a merchant, until she remarried
gunlc): 2%, 1918. The record is silent as to the occupetion or means of her second
usband.

The said Dame Ethel istelle Hyman, was appointed Tutrix and Isaac :
Hyman, her father, Sub-Tutor of the boy, Gordon Eric Kubelik, by the Superior
Court, District of Montreal, May 21, 1915. .

" Administration apparently, has not been taken out in the estate of the
deceased.

£
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unsigned memorandum of his award. He allowed the claim for money, jewelry
and haggage at the amount declared, $1,750.00, with interest at the rate of 5 per
cent per annum from the 10th day of J'm\mry, 1920, the date of the ratification
of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement, puyable to the estate of the
deceased. He allowed the widow $6,000.00 with interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum from the 10th day of January, 1920. : -

.I would not disturb either of these awards. As to the eﬁ'ects, it will be
necessary to have administration.

The late Commissioner recommended in rcspect to the infant child, that an
annuity be provided to the amount of $500.00 per annum from the date of the
death of deceased, May 7. 1915, until the child becomes of age, October 5, 1933.

It may be unpmctlc.\ble to pay annuities and I have in similar cases

'_,,,Hﬂ——awardc(Lanlump-sumr—I would-in-this—case-recommend-an-award-of-$5,000.00-

to the boy, Gordon Eric Kubelik, payable to Dame Ethel Estelle Hyman and
Isanc Hyman, bis guardians, with interest from the date of the ratification of
the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, to date of settlement, at the rate of
5 per cent per annum.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9) and-I find 86 000.00 fair com-
pensation to the wxdow and to the cstate of the deceased, Samuel Max Kubelik,
£1,750.00 and to the guardmns of the infant, $5,000.00, wnth interest as above

indicated.
JAMES FRIEL,
August 11, 1927, . RS Commissioner.
,,,,,,,, CLASS “C"
“HESPERIAN®
Cuse ( lmmunt X\n(ure of Claim Amount Dccmon
e R e e e e e Clyimed e
$ cts. § cts.
804 {Avling, Mrs. Gladys V..|Personal injury and personal effects.......... 151,044 68] 11,044 68
895 |Hamilton, George W.....|Personal effects.............. .ol 636 53 636 53
896 |Price, Mrs. E. A......... Personal injury and personal effects vee 575 24 5,575 24
8987 [Thompson, Mrs. Mary J.|Personal effects. 5,680 00 5,680 00
893 |Lewis, Mra, H. M........ Personal eflects. 8§24 23 824 23
893 |Burch,C.B..... ..|Personal effects........... 175 30 175 39
800 {Jenkins, Mrs. Kate ..|Loss of life and personal eff 1,500 00
001 INoons, MissE........... Personal effects and cash. . 597 00 597 00
002 |Price, Mrs. Jane......... Personal effects........... 1,820 50 1,829 50
003 |Price,John W........... Personal injury and  sonal effects 3 10,000 00
904 |Yates, Alfred..... ..... Personal effects.....  .......ooiiiiiinl. 111 30 96 60
COMMISSIONER FRIEL'S DECISIONS
905 [Burgett, Rev. A E...... Personal effects.........cooovviiiiiiiii it 22 90 Disr?x:‘issed.
No
evilence.
806 {Scott, MissJanet........ Personal injury and persnnal effects.......... 5,887 32 DIi,sxp]ixls’ed.
aid by
British
authorities.
007 JAbram, Thos. and Edith]Personal injury and personal effects 11,000 00 3,
908 anworth Mrs. E, A... .|Personal effccts 1,975 00 1,500 00
909 |Bimson, Mra, Ahce ...... Personal effects 420 10 428 10
910 |Biggs, Mrs. S. A........ |Personal effects 574 50| 574 50
911 |Bate, Ethel M........... Personal effects 141 50 141 50
012 Gﬁv? (Bucklo), Mrs.[Personal effects 498 75 498 75

.

This case was heard before the Iate Commissioner June 1923. He left an




