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Case 1210

Re ALl.r:tc Jf. -X I:1ms

Clnilnnnt is it Clulnllinn. IIe was second engineer on the ss .F'orl William,
2,187 tons, which was sunk by it mine two m iles south front Dover Pier, I:nglish-
Chnnnel, February 27, 191 6 .

He is entitled to solatium or torpedo money and an allowance for personal
effects .

Adapting the British Admiralty Scnle, I woula allow claimant $550 .00,
together with interest, at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnum from the 10th day of
Jnnunry, 1920, the (lnte of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to (Inte of
scttlemcnt .

This clltim falls w ithin the F ir s t Annex to Section ( I), Part, VIII, of the
Trenty of l'ersnillts, entet;o r ies ( 1) and (9), and I find $5,50 .00 fair com-
pen sntion to the clnim :rt, with interc4 its above indicated .

JAA1Ra FRIEL, '
No\•enlher 1 .5) , 1927. Comntissioner.

CLASS E

T11F: I .ATF: COSI\tIS¢iONEB Pt'CiSLI:Y'8 nECISi()ItS Akl'noVFA IlY Co\I\iiS81o\P.R
F RIEL

111 :11CIIANDISI: 1 .(188I:a MILitltl,I) BY CA\AI)IAN At1 :ItCA\T1LE FIRM S

Casa
No.

1211
1212
1213
1214
121 5

1210
1217
1218
1210
1220
1221
1222

1223
1
1225
122 8

1227

1228

Claimant

Adams, llnrry 1V . . . . . . . . . . .
. . .Itarl~cr T:Ilie, LtJ

. . . . . . . .\Y ..It . il rock Co., Ltd . . . . . . .
The Cars we ll Co ., I .td . . . . . .
Continental Costume Co.,

Ltd .
E. B . Cmro tom kC• Co . . . . . . .
Cmmpton C~,orset Co . . . . . . . .
Crow n Tailoring Co . . . . . .
Dominion Express Co ., Ltd .
llaliidn y , F. (1 . Ltd . . . . . . . .
lueal Clothing Co ., Ltd . . . . .
lmdies Wear, J .td . . . . . . . . . . .

Las.~ey Harris Co ., Ltd . . . . .
muei May k Co ., . . . . . . . .

F' . W. \Vootworth Co ., Ltd . .
\\'reytonl d: Co . . . . . . . . . . . . .

llocckh Co. ; Ltd . . . . . . . . . . . .

Canada Cloak Co ., Ltd . . . . .

Ilamhly & Wilson . . . . . . . . . . .

Gcn . M . llendry Co ., Ltd . .

IIow Iuse occasioned, by Loss of
\'easel or otherwise stated

"Stephnnn",R/10/10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Seiaure of merohandiv at Anta-erp . . . .
"Manchester Conunen•o", 27/10/14 . . , .
"Mo«torn" 213/18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Lake \iic~iRan", 16/4/18 ; "ifee-

~erian", 4/9/1b ; "Slaiora", 2/b/18 . .
"llospcrinn", 4/9/15. . .
".~tnnchostor Commerce", 27/10/t4,, . .
"lle,tperinn",4/0{Ib . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Lake \lichiaon• and "111a1ora" . . . . . .
„Yngli .htnnn" 24;6/16 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Hesperinn" 4/0/tb . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"llospcrian", 4!9/16; "Lake

Michigan", 18/4/18 ; "liaiora",
2/5/18 .

Seituro of merchandise at Antperp ., . .
"Milwaukee", Sept . . 1918 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
lieeperian", 4/0/ib . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

"lteepetian", 419/1S ; "riodorn",
2/ 8 /18 ; "Lake Michigan", 18/4/18 . .

Soiiure of inerchanilise . . . . . . . . . . . . . .•

Nterchandieo lost at aea . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

;1lerchnndiso delayed, also salary and
ozpeneey ,

1231 Western I:lectric Co ., Ltd . . .iliusines ...los.rs in ItolQium . . . . . . . . . . . .
829Q7-4f

Amount
Claimed

i cls .

2,88A 88
338 09

22,590 10
O

b3,067 60

820 30
9,43 10
748 68

3,628 21
1,268 80

107 1 4
0,237 97

Decision

2,&43 88
330 00

22 .690 lu

3,9~0T 60

820 3 0

b8748
31828 21

107 14
2,788 1 1

25.274 89
1,195 18
3,058 78

l'lua 15%
1,133

enl,
8i

Distni s
Did not appear.

Dismisrod .
Covered by
insurance .
Dismissed .

Did not appear.
No proof.

Dismissal .
Indirect
damage.

\Vithdraau .



COM1\I13,91OICER rRIFL'8 DRCI810\ S

\IEIIiC'II :1NDISI . LOSSES INCURRED BY CANADI-lN MERCANTILE FIRMS-Con .

Claimant

1232 I lnyrs .C Lailey . . . . . . . . . . . .

How Loss occa ►sioned, by I.oss of
Vessel or otherwise etatod

"f1rian" 4,9/1 .5 : "Fea (~ull",
XV,18 ; "Jledorn", 22 5/I8 .

Thc Ilamilton 1)istilleryCn .,
Lta .

12:14
123!i

W . S . l .oqtttie Co ., 1 .1d . . . . . .
1lorri-«m Steel .l Wir

e lad.

"i;ibcna" June, 1917, mcndinntü-c . . . .
%lemhnndi-o on the "Andalurin", an

intcrnc4l (ieru ► n ve<.-rd .

1 236
1237
1214

1239
1240
1241
1242
1243
1244
1245
1246
124 7

1248
124 9

12b4
1255
12b6
1257
125 8

1259

1260

1261
1262

1263
1264
1203
1266
1267
126.4
126 9

1269 A

1270
127 1

1272
1273
1274

Avon Hosier>• Co . . Ltd . . . . .
11„%%;,nl liliph fi Snn, Ltd . .
('olcs, Will . ( ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

('nnnl la }'urniture \Itrn .,Ltd .
ltobrrt Pair .t, Co ., Ltd . . . .
Firth llrop., l .til . . . . . . . . . . . .
W . Il . Cil!nni k Co . . . . . . . . .
(1 fo :~donl liroa ., Ltd . . . . . . . .
1lnrrc v 1(nittinQ ( 'o . . . . . . . .
.lohnr+ro & linrlxuir . . . . . . . . . .
kxloin, Albert. . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Lang $ hirt CO ., Ltd . . . . . . . . .

i .nvul, ~InnMhn . . . . . . . . . . . .
\lirklrl~orouRh-lluldretr S

Cu ,

Maritime Dental Supply CO . .
I t,l

"Ilespetian", 4 ;9/15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ."
:+tephano" . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Jonchim Jlumbro" . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
„Cacique" . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . .
"Allx•rto Treoveq " . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Ileh,crinn",4/9/Ib . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"('nrthn lt inian", 14/0/17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"ilespcrtnn 4/0/15. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"lonaninn", 2/12/17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
lterchrmdiro siiwKl in tmn~it . . . , . . .
"}ic..terinn' , 4/9/15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Manchester C'ommerce', Oct . 27/Il . .
"IauiKiann^ 20/4/17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"lichtkrian'l, 4/9/ 15 ;

"( :arthngininn", 14/1/17 .
"Caria" 6/ 11 /15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"licswrian," tic t . 4/IS ; "Lnke \lichi-

gnn, April 16%18 ; "âlcdnrn," May 2,
1918 .

'Stophano," Oct . 8/16. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

W. C. It . \iitche11,1 .tti, ("Rtephano," (1ct .8/1016 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Moore. lire . Annie . . . . . . . . . . "Ife,perian," 4/1S . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Nisbet ~l Auld, Ltd . . . . . . . . .~"llesperinn," Sept . ~Sept . 4(15 ; "Dlydorn, "

Porter .k Co . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(S . 11 . Hynn fi ( 'o. . . . . . . .
Sticknoy,(i . Ilarold . . . . . . . .
'l'ookc 1 1ros ., M d . . . . . , .
Thcrntnn .C Douglas, Ltd . . .

1\'nmrn's (,encrai Pntriutic
Lcnpue ,

11'innilx'u ('burch ( ;ix)tls Co. .

LtdWalter & Co . . Ilrad, . .
NtnciA,un, Benn & Nelson .

1 .ttl .
Lewis 11rn s .• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Hcilll Jou ph & Co., Ltd . .
1' . P. . artfn &- Co ., Ltd . . . .
W, ]t, lirork Co ., l .td . . . . . . .
(
I

I'nssid ?•'s Lt d
.(

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .
, llolx~ ll ('n ., Idd . . . . . . .

N'ashiun ( 'rai t Mirs . Co ., Ltt l

Thorburn .l• Ahlxit t . . . . . . . . .

Henry M organ 6t ( 'n ., Ltd . .
Nnrmantlin .t Turcottc,

Ltd .
Saxe Cnnthtng (o ., l .ta . . . . . .
Society Brand C'lothre, Lld,
7'he Thomas ('o„ LUI . . . . . .

\1a2/18, "l.nko D irhiRan," April
10/18 .

"Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14 . .
"}Icsperinn " Sept . 4/ 16. . . . . . . . . . . . . . :
"I)urnnRo,'i Aug . 20/17 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
'.' 1lanchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14, .
"IIcapcrian," Sept . 4/IS ; "Lake \tichi-

nn," April 10/18 ; "lieclnrn,-" Ma

y "Annapolis," April 19/17. . . . . . . . . . . . . .

„Neciora," May 2/18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

"Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14 . .
"Dinnchester C'omnurce," Oct . 27/14 . .

"}Ieeperian," Sept . 4/15 . . . . . . . . . : . . . . .
"Lake Michigan," April 16/18 . . . . . . . • .
"Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14 .
"ïllnnclte+ter Commerce," Oct . 27/14 . .
"1lttmchc .tcr Commerce," Oct . 27/14 . .
"Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14, .
"Itcsperlnn," Se t . 4/15-. "Lake 111ichi-

gnn," April 1T/18 ; "\icdora," May
2/18,

'•Ilcsperian,,' Sept . 4/15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Merchandise on 5 ccs,rls . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"IIespertan," Sept . 4/13 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

"}IcAperian," Sept . 4/IS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"~icdora,," May 2/18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14 .,

Amount
Claime d

$ ols.

0,865 00

2,0.Q0 00
28,000 00

455 01
2,003 80

82S 00
275 00

1,980 00
172 52
194 23
584 18

3,725 75
30 34

670 27
60.i 39
707 73
613 97

100 00
111,038 0 8

127 00

3,7890 939
0

39,570 73

135 00

1,815 80

786 55
270 89

87b 05
12, 348 44
23,531 45
5,088 83
1,054 34
840 50

10,175 73

Decision

i Co .

Diwnimcd .
Covered by

insurence .
Dismissed .

Not prmsed .
No evidence
euhtnitted .

2,680 00
Dismisscvl .
Act of Allies
not enem y
nction,

869 98
2,003 80

275 00
220 00
Ci<9 00
172 62
194 23
730 23

3,725 7.5
30 34
670 27
820 61
533 87
769 97

O'~0~ 070

135 00

281 79

786 SS
270 89

875 05
11,8.33 8 7

551 89
4,377 27

646 5408080
1,913 26



Co?1t 611sSIt)I\ ER FRiEI.' zi DECISION S

bfERCii'tiNDISE LOSSES INCURRED BY CANADIAN MERCANTILE FIRMS-Con .

Case
No.

Claimant How Lon occasioned, by Lou of
Vcssel or otherwise stated

u^

Amount
Claimed

Decisio n

= eta . = ata .

1275 11'ebeter .C -Ron., i.id . . . . . . . . "Indmni," Juno 27/15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,918 15 1,918 1 5
1270 T . Eaton Co ., Ltd . . . . . . . . . . 1lcrchandiao loet on 19 1'C,7bel9 and 105 .231 48 138,790 1 6

Foods eei :ed at Antwerp.
127 7
1278

Lunenhur Fish Co ., Ltd .. . .
7 i k g C dl

"Stephano," Oct . 8/10. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
"S "

4,590 00 4,590 00
,w c er o ., . . . . . . . . ,A tcphnno, Oct . 8/10. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 695 03 695 03

1279 Robin, Joncs & 11'hitcnusn . ., "Stephano," Oct . . . . . . . . • 8,823 25 8,823 25
1280 Verret, Stewart k('o ., Ltd . "Manchester Commerce," Oct . 27/14 . . 3,094 6 .3 3,091 63
1281 1✓:celsior Straw 11'urke . . . . . . "IIi-rpcriun," Sept . 4/15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 508 93 654 27

630,548 08 208,993 1 3

1)ECISION

Case 121 1

NC I ;ARRI' W . tiDA6f 8

This is a claim by Harry W . Adams, of Luncnburg, N .S., who is all exporter
of fisll. It was heard before inc at Lunenburg on August 22, 1923 ,

Tilo claim is for the loss of it shipment of fish made by the claimants on
board the ss . Stephano, sailing from Halifax, N.S ., bound for New York and to
be forwarded from there to Porto Rico, the value of which according to the
invoices and the evidence of \Tr . Adams, was $2,883 .88 .

This ves sel was dest royed by all enemy submarine on the 8t11 October, 1 9 1(3 .
I think that this is n ju s t cltiinl and to which should be added interest at the

r,tte of Fi per cent per annum from the date of the Ratification of the 'I'rcnty of
Versailles, ,Innunry 10, 1 920, to the date of settlement .

«'1i . I'CTGSI.I:1',
Commissioner,

I)1?CIfiION

Case 1212

!t'0 BARRER-IiLLIg I,I\i1TE:D 0

This is a claim for the seizurc of paper by the Ocrnl ;l.~ at Antwerp for
which the elninlnnts were obliged to nlnke pnyments to the shippers in Nonvny .

The nmount, of the cl-lin is $336 .09 .
At n sittings held before mc at Toronto, May 12, 1924, Mr. 11 . H. Davis,

appeared for the elnimmnts . He stated that the Conr.p tay was incorporated
under Dominion Charter in 1911, the sIlnrcholders all being British subjects, and
residents of Canada and the head office and place of b isine :.; Qituntetl in Toronto .

They are engaged in the manufacture of paper mvelopes, stiltionery, etc .
In April, 1914, they ordered a quantity of pnrch :nent bond pnper to be

rnnnufactured by the Kellner Pnrtillgton Paper Pulp Co ., Limited, of Norway .
The invoices for this purchnse were produced and verified .

The paper was never received by the clninlnnts and any information they
have concerning it was the restlit of 'corresponclence they had with their agents

8Y907-99 1



tLë 1Ii:~~s . 'I~ioiiiiis:Ciëndô«s-Co .;of I~niio n";?~nglâùfi~Tiië i`nîôrmatiôn was
that the Norwegian Company shipped the paper to Cbristiani : to be sl ► ipped
from there to Antwerp, w here it was to be transhipped by sen to British Columbia

on I)ccc ►nbcr 23, 1916 , that they had received a receipt for them .

The claitunnts were callcd upon by NIcz~srs . Kclluer Partint;ton Paper Pulp

the amount of the claim .

where it branch of the Barber-Ellis Co ., was located .
Copies of bills s-of lnding s^tting out the freight chargr were filed showing

that the goods had been shipped to Antwerp by the SteMner Brabant . The
claimant,,z were advised n or about September 22, 1914, that there were twenty-
four parcels of paper belonging to them lying in Antwerp . At this stage of the
procecdings, the Belgian Prize Court refused to release the goods and while the
goods were thus Lcl ► I, the port of Antwerp was taken by the Germans in
Uctobcr, 1914 .

Another letter is filed dated July, 1919, from 1ic.srs . Ruys & Co., of
Ant«rrp, advising that the goods in question had been seized by the Germans

This receipt was not produced . - Incidentellt= it was stated tl ► et. Ruys &
Co., of Antwerp a,rc agents for Messrs . Thomas -\iç,idcm•s .

Co., Limited, to p ►►y the full value of the gouds which came to £8S .2 .7 and
frcight cl ► argps .

As appears from correspondence, a compromise was effected whereby the
claimants paid 7 5 per cent of the value or £G8 .10 .1 . 'I'his amount if converted
into Canadian currency at the rate of y4 .9061 to the pound would equal $336 .09 ,

There is also on file a letter from Nicssrs . TI ► ns . INlcadows Co ., dated June
7, 1924, advising that they have obtained from Messrs . Ruys, the receipt which
was received from the Germans when the goods were seized . This receipt is
c :ttnched and di';closes that the Commissary of the. Government Indemnification
Commission, received front Ruys & Co., of Antwerp, on the 3rd January, 1 917,
t«•enty-four bales of paper. It is stated that the receipt refcrs inalusively to
the delivcrv of the dcecl of seizure to the authorities whose signature appears
below. -

In view-of this evidence-of the actual seizure of the goods b y the German
authorities, I allo w the claim at the amount stated namely $33 6 .09, and to which
I think should be tuidcd interest at the rate of 5 per cent.'pcr annum from the
10th lanuary, 1920, the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Yersailles, t o
li ►c date (if Settlement .

hI:CISIO "N'

Case 1213

WM PUGSLEY,
Commissioner .

Re W. R . BROCK CoINiraxY, LIMITE D

This Company lias its place of business in the City of Toronto and has
filed a claim for merchandise which was lost due to the sinking of the ss . llian-
chestcr t^omnnerce, on the 27th October, 1914, by enemy submarine .

At a sittings held in Toronto on May 7, 1924, lir . W illiam E . Jnhnston,
Assi s tant Secretnry, of the Company, appeared and swore that this Cor. ► pany
was incorporated by Dominipn Charter, the shareholders of the Company all
being British subjects .



_Tlle_çlainl_lis_f1lfltLsho w-a -- '
(1) Invoice value of the rpods . . . . . £3,739.7 .3

Converted by them to equal . . . . . . $18,198 2 1
(2) rreight charges . . . . . . . . £ 64 .5 .8

Cotiverted by them to eryual . . . . . . 312 85
(3) Marine Insurance . . . . . . . . . . . . 41 13
(4) Purchasing F.xpen,es . . . . . . . . . . . . 272 97
(5) Estimated loss of profit . . . . . . . . . . 5,095 84

$23,921 00
Interest from date of paymcnt, Decembe r

29, 1914, to the 15th June, 1923 a t
5 per cent per annum . . . . . . . . . . 10,118 90

$34,039 90
Mr. James Anderson, Secretary of the Company, swore Qhat these goôds

W ltiçil ryere l QsL had ._act u ally.ban sold by-flic . .claimant_ .compaitY and_that .item .
(5) Loss of Profits was calculated on the basis of 27 per cent o ; the cost price .

I am of the opinion that as the goods had been sold, the loss of profit might
properly be allowed, also the cost of freight, marinn insurance and purchasing
expenses might properly be adde d to the invoice price of the goods to represent .
the total cost.. I think, however, that 27 per cent is an excessive amount to add
for loss of profits .

The Company after some discussion of the matter, has expressed its willing-
ness to have the amount for loss of profits fixed at 20 per cent of the total cost,
and as I think this is rcasonnblc, I fix the total loss to the Company upon the
following basis:-

(1) Value of 47 packages of goods shipled from Man-
chester, England, per ss . Manchester Commerce,
Uctober 23, 1914 as pei• summary of invoices, los t
at sen owing to enemy action . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $18,198 21

(2) Freight charges on Qamc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 312 85
(3) Marine Insurancc . . . . . . . . 41 13
(4) Purchasing e xpenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 272 97

0

C1

20 per cent riddcd . for loss of profit . . . .
$18,825 16

3,765 03

Aetunl value nt. time of loss . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $22,590 19
This makes a total claim for the sum of $22,590 .19 which I allow as fai r

and reasonable and to which I think should be added interest at the rate of
5 per cent per nnnum from the date of the Ratification of the Treaty of Ver-
sailles, January 10, 1920 to the date of settlement .

Claimants proved t1iat there wits Marine insurance (but no War Risk
insurance on the goods .

Nom.-If item (1) for £3,739 .7 .3 were to be converted at the rate of
$4 .9061 to the pound, it would cqual . . . . . . . . . $18,345 68

Item (2) for £64 .5 .8 were converted at, the same rate, i t
would equal . . . . . . . . . . . . 315 38

And if these values are taken, it would make the clai m
as follotvs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,975 16

Add loss of profit at 20 per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,795 03
AIaking the total amount to be allowed . . . . . . . . . . $22,770 19

WM. PUQSLEY,
Commissioner .



DE~ISIaa--
Cn se 1214

Xc TIIE CAlts AVr,l . COMPAN Y

flic Company is incorporated by a I)ominion Charter having its head office i n

'l'hi~ is a clninl for the sllipnlcnt of some books lost in the sinking of th e
.1lcilorn, by cnenlr submnrinc on May 2, 1918 .
The aulount claiued is $502 .95 .
At a sittings held bcfore me at Toronto on May 7, 1924, Mr. Percy A.

Maxwell, Secrct ;lry'I'reasurer of the Company appeared and gave ev idence .

the City of Toronto and the invoice value of the goods as above stated is correct .
No insur,lnce' wals rccov ereci and I allow the claim at $502 .95, to which I think
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnuan should be added fronl the date o f
the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920) to flic date o f
settlenlent .

DECISIO'N

Case 1215
Re CO\TINE\TAI. LOSTUNfE CU\[Y,1NY LIMITED

This clailn is made by William McC.+uslnnd Liquidator of the Company,
who appenrcd before me at Toronto, May 6, 1924 .

11r. \IcCnuslnnd founded the Continental Costume Company, Limited, and
was Yresident and Clenernl \Inllne,er (luring the existence of the Company whic h
was incorporated under Provincial Charter w ith Hendqunrters in the City of
Toronto .

The clninl is for loss of merchandise due to the sinking by enetny submarine
of the three following vessels:-

Ilesperian, September 4, 1915 .
Lake Michigan, April 16, 1918 .
Mcdora, May 2; 1918 .

The total value of the merchandise lost is for the sunl of £808 .14 .2 .
No claim is made for loss of profits and no insurance was received by tha

elallllilllt .
The claim as filed is merely for the invoice price of the goods and its the

bills of lniling and invoices are filed, I find nô difficulty in allowing this claim
at the nmount stlltecl, naulely f808 .14 .2. This sunl converted at the rate of
E4 .9061 to the pound, «ouldequnl $ 3,967 .60, 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-
settlenlent .

W :6T . PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

DECISIOK

Case 1216
Re E. B. CKo .\flrro~ & Co.

This is a claim for merchandise lost in the sinking of the ss . Hesperian, by
enomy submarine on September 4, 1915 . The amount claimed is $813,90.

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on May 8, 1924, Mr. Charles F .
Ramsay appeared and gave evidence . He stated that lie is a British subject,



--re}iEleni in-Toronta and-at-t-he-ünic-of-taia-lass romplainccl-of_~uts_ ;i_pnrLner_in .
the claimant company . The coihpt ny has since sold out and the claim is now a
personal one . The company was incorporated under a provincial charter, having
its place of business in .I3rantford, Ontario . The invoices and bill .. ,-of lading are
on file . The value of the goods is given in sterling to the total of B167 .4 .10,
which, if converted at the rate of 4 .9061 dollars to the pound would ecjual
$820 .30 . The goods were paid for and no insurance was recovered .

I think this claim should be allowed at the amount stated, namely, $820 .30,
and that interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnum be added from the date
of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, ( .Innunry 10, 1920) to the clnte o f
settlem nt .

W'T\i . PUGSLEY ,
f ., Commissioner.

DECISION

-Case-1217-----

RC CROMPTON Consfrr coalPAN r

This is a claim for the sum of $933.10 for merchandise lost in the sinking
of the ss . Manchester Co m merce by enemy submarine on October 27, 1914 .

At n sittings held before me at. Toronto on May 7, 1924, Edward M ills gave
evidence . He is the V ice-President and Secretary of the company which is
incorpor n ted under Provincial Charter, having its head office and place of
business in Toronto. He veri fied all the fact s of the claim and as the bills
of lading and invoices are on file I have no difficulty in deciding this claim. No
insurance was received and no claim was made for loss of profit, and I there-
fore recommend that the claim be allowed for $933.10 to which I think should
beaddcd interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the (late of the
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (January 10, 1920), until the date of
settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY,
Colnmissioner.

DECISION

Case 1218

Re CRO\1'N TAIIARINU COTtPAN Y

This is a claim for merchandise lost in the sinking of the ss . Hesperian
torpAoed by enemy submarine on 5eptember 4, 1916 . The amount of the
claim is for $748 .56.

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on May 6, 1924, Mr . Charles
Varco appeared and gave evidence . He is the accountant of the company
which has its place of business in Toronto and stated that' no insurance was
received on the goods. The invoices and bills of lading are on file .

I recommend that this claim be allowed at the amount stated, namely,

5748.56, and 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. PUGSL E ,
Commissioner .
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Case 1219
Iie DoNiINION EXPRESS COMPAN Y

This is a claim for the sum of $3,528.21 due to the sinking bÿ enemy sub-
marine of three vessels, namely the ss . Hesperian, September 4, 1915 ; the âs .
Lake H ickigan, April 1 6 , 1918, and the -,qs . Medora, May 2, 1918 .

At a sittings held before me at Toronto May 6, 1924, 11-Ir. W. H. Plant
appeared and gave evidence . The Dominion Express Company is a company
iucorponitcd by Dominion Charter, having its head office in the city of Mon-
treal and general offices in the city of Toronto . The goods lost are not mer-
cLanctise but certain packers and hampers (or containers) used by the company
in crating goods for shipping and which were the property of the clnimant .
'l'he clt► ini is also for expenses actually paid by the company for the handling
of express and the landing on board the three steamers . The company actually
owned the pnckcrs and hampers and had a lien on the express matter destroyed
for the aluount, of the expenses actunlly paid out by thenl. They do not claim

--uny-fttrtlcer-emotu~ts iIr re-pect to-the-goods-carrietl--by--them-and I- .6nd they
have succeeded in establishing a good claim and I allow the amount stated,
namely, $3,528 .21, 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 (late of settlement ..

WILLIA :II PUGSLEY,
ConilRiS.¢1o11eY.

DECISION
Case 1220

Kc F . C . IIAI .LIMY, LIMITED

This is it claim for the loss of Inerchar,dise duc to the sinking of the s .
Emilishman on May 24, 191 6 , by enemy submar:Ile .

The amount claimed is S1,268 .50 .
At a sittings held before me it Toronto, May 12, 1924, Mr. J . A . Boyd

appenrrd and gave evidence .
The lost merchandise consisted of twelve crntes of furniture and on file

are found the invoices and bills of lading, white the admiralty report shows a
record of the sinking of the s s . I:ngIishinwi .

It .cppc,irs that the goods were inslIred for marine risk only so that nothing
was recovered on this account .

The invoice price of the goods is givcn'at £157-14-6 which Acould amount
to $750 .00 Canadian currency .

Some discussion tvas hekl as to the diflerence between this amount and the
timount as claimed, but it was decided that the question of their value to-the
claimnnts had they arrived in Canada could be left to my consideration .

From it review of the evidence on file, I find that this claim is well estab-
lishecl there being no doubt, that the goods n'ere-actually on board the vessel
which has been officially reported sunk by enemy action .

- I think, however, that I should allow !he invoice price of the goods namely
$750 .00 instead of the nmount• originally claimed but to this should be added
20 per cent to cover their value to the elainlants in Canada ; making a sum
in all of â900.00, which I think is sufficient, and to which I recommend that
interest. be added at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the
ratification of the Treaty of Pence, January 10, 1920, to the date of settlement.

WM. PUGSLEY ,
Conlmissioner.
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Caen 122 1

Re Ini;.+t . Ci ,OTIIITO COMPANY LI M ITEn
This is a claim for the loss of inerchandise due to the sinking of the ss .

Hesperian by enem • submarine on the 4th September, 1915 .
The amount o~ the claim is for $107 .14 .
The claim was listed for hearing before me at Toronto in May, 1924, but

as the claimant's place of business is in Port Hope, Out ., and as the amount
of the claim is very small, a request was made by the claimant, that if pos-
sible the matter be dealt with without requiring personal attendance .

In view of the fact that the invoices and bills of lading are on file, that
no claim is made for loss of -profits, I decided that it would not be necessary for
the claimant to attend at Toronto and the case was spoken to at the sittings
held before me on May 16, 1924, and the facts were read into the record .

A statement is on file in the forn of n declaration made by the claimants,
to the effect that no insurance was recovered and I have no difficulty in allow-
-ing-tho claim--nt the-amount st -atcd,-namely $107 .14, to- which -I -thinkshould .- - -------
be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnum from the 10th January ,
1920, the date of the Rati fication of the Treaty of Vrsailles, to the date of
settlement . WM. PUGSLEY,

Co i iz»Iissioner .

D1?CISION
Case 1222

Re LAnIF.3 jVfAn LIMITED

This is a claim for loss of merchandise due to the sinking of the three
vessels by enemy submnrine as follows :-

The Hesperian on September 4, 1915 .
The Lake Michigan April 16, 1918.
The 111 cdora on May 2, 1918 .

Claimants appeared before nie at Toronto on May 5, 1924, and gave
evidence .

The claimant company is incorporated under Provincial Charter and
carries on business in the City of Toronto. -

The total invoice value of the goods luzt is stated to be $6,237 .97. In
this amount both freight and duty are prol-rly excluded, not having been
pnid .

The Company claimed that the value, had the goods been received in
Toronto, would have been $9,523.03, in addition to freight and duty and that
this was the actual replacement value. They collected insurance amounting
to $5,031 .25 . The freight had not been paid on these goods because, owing to
the sinking of the vessels they had not been delivered to the claimant .

In milking up this claim, I find that in rc=~-xt to one item, where the
invoice price is $2,207 .61, the replacement value I .;' put at $4,526.65 or nearly
100 per cent, advance. 1 think that if I allow 25 për cent advance on all the
items it will be fair and reasonable .

I therefore, find that the nmount of damage actually caused by the
enemy, is $7,797.36 . The amount of insurance through Dale & Co ., Brokers,
for which the insurers would have the right of subrogation is $5,031 .25, which
would leave a balance of $2,766.11 which I think should be allowed, the
claimants, and to which should be added interest at . the rate of 5 per cent
per-annum from the dnte of the Ratification of the Treaty of Pence, January
10th, 1920, to the dnte of settlement. Will. PUQSLEY,

Commissioner .
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('.Ase 1223

Nc 'M .astit;r Ii .vR i ► is Coactr .%N v L t mrrE:n

This couiluany origiqally filed tw o clai l us as follows:-
l . Loss of good carried on three German vessels seized by

the Allies itt, the outbreak of the war . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 5600 82
2 . Lo ss of goods which had been stored in wnrchouses i n

13elgium and which were seized by the German d-Iili-
tau•y Authorities at the time of the invasion of Belgium
and for which receipts were given to the claimants '
agent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $22,976 90

At a sittings held before inc at Toronto on May 5, 1924, \Ir . John G. IIos-
;uck, Secretnry of the Company appeared and gave evidence. Claim No. 1
was discusscd and its I pointed out it did not come within the provisions of
Annex I to l'art 8 of the Treaty of A'ersnilles, the scizure having been made

- -------- by the - 1llics,-I-rcjected-this--item-of-the-clninr-nnd--disnllow -it : - -----

As regards Claim No . 2, evidence was given that the warehouses were
5ituntcd in Antwerp and the goods in question were undoubtedly ëhipped
by the German authorities to Germany and were never restored to claimants .
The amount claimed in respect of these goods represents the wholesale invoice
price with charges including freight at Anttvcrp, the claimants having paid
the freight . It was further alleged by the claiuinnts that had the goods not
been seized and had they had an opportunity of selling them they would have
realized a profit of at least 10 per cent of the value of the amount stated,
which would equal Q2,297 . 6 9 . They wish to claim for this loss of profit . The
••eccipts from the German authorities are on file and I have no reason to
'oubt the aeccuracy of the statements of the claimants concerning the value
of the goods seized . It is clearly establishe,', chat the seizure was made
by the Germait \Iilit,u•y authorities and I therefore allow item 2 of this
claim for the' nmount stated, namely, $22,976 .00, together with 10 per cent
for the loss of profit being $2,297 . 69, makinig a total, which I allow of $25,-
274 .59, to which -1 think should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per anntun from the (late of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles (Janu-
ary 10, 1920) to the date of the settlement .

The total amount, including the addition of the 10 per cent really con-
Gtitutes the value of the goods when seized by the enemy .

lY11i . PUGSLEY ,
- Commissioner.

DECISION

Cage 1224
Rc SANit ;r.L MAY & Co Mr,►N Y

This is a claim for the loss of a case of billiard cloth, due to the sinking
of the ss . 11ltfrauRee, by enemy subinarine in September, 1918 :

At a sittings held before me at Toronto, May 8, 1924, Dr . L. U. Rice
appeared and stated that Samuel May & Co . was owned by his father-in-law,
who died and left his estate to him .

It was liquidated some years ago, the company having (lone business in the
City of Toronto, Dr. Rice being the legatee of the estate and the proper person
to make this claim.
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--He was i~orn ifr tl~s Provincs uf f~uehecrund_stnte~tl ►uLtlu'slaiini . for the
sum of £243 .12 .3. This sum if converted at the rate of $4 .9061 (Canadian
Currency) would equal $1,195.18.

Reference was also made to the inct that two small claims were made by
Germany agninst. Samuel May & Co., for debts amounting to $22 .87 and $30 .77
respectively .

These claims have presumnbly been dealt with by tlle Clearing Office* Branch
of the State Department, and Iassume will be set off ngninst this chrim .

The invoicer and bills of la~iing are on file and no insurance «•ns recovered .
I allow the claim at the amount stnted, namely $1,195 .18, and to which I

thin!! should be added interest at the rate of 5 per cent per -tritium from the
10th of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to
the (late of settlement .

WM . PUGSLEY,
Commissioner .

-llE("ISIO\ - -

Case 1225

Re F . W. WooLWoa1•H Co . LIMITE D

This is a claim for loss of merchandise on board the ss. Itespcrian, which
was sunk by enemy submarine on September 5, 1915 .

The value of the goods is given at $3,086 .78 which goods were not covered
-by insurance .

At a sittings held in Toronto, on the 4th May, 1924, the claimant company
was represented by 7L\Ir. J. C. Elliott, as Counsel, and n\Ir. Zoern appeared
and was examined and s wore that he is the auditor of the Woolworth Co ., which
company is incorporated in Cariada by a Dominion charter .

He stated the shareholders and directors are both United States and
Canadian citizens .

He veri fied the amount of the cl a im and said that it represented the sum of
$3,096.78, and referred to invoices and bills of lnding which are on file in support
of this .

He has been associated with this Company since 1900, and identified the
invoices and bills of lading on file which lie stated lie has checked over.

He alleged the goods were on the Ilespcria n which was torpedoed in
September, 1915, and sta ted there was no insurance.

The w itness gave details of the various items of merchandise which were
on the Hesperian .

Witness stated they paid the American Express Co., freight and cartage
charges to the amount of $42.58, which amount was paid in cash .

This claim is for the actual cost price of the goods and nothing has been
added for loss of pro fi t or replacement value .

As it appears that insurance was not . recovered for this loss and that the
claim is merely for the. actual cost price of the goods and nothing has been
added for loss of profit, or replacement value, I allow the amount as stated,
$3,086 .78, and to which I think should bè added interest at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum from the 10th (lay of January, 1920, the (late of the ratification of the
Treaty of Versailles, to the date of settlement,

NTi. I'UGSLEY,
Commissioner.

.
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Case 1226

Re WREYFORD & COMPAN Y

This is i t clni ►n macle for the loss of merchandise of the total value of
£770 .19 .5, which goods w ere on the Hespcrian, sunk September 4; 1915,• the
Mcdora, sunk May 2, 1918, and the Lcrl:c Jtichi{lan, st►nk April 16, 1918, all by
enemy action .

At the inquiry held in Toronto, May, 1924, John C. Wreyford appeared, was
s worn and examined .

Ile stated that he is a salesman for the Company and the son of the owner.
'l' hk claimant is an incorporated Company, the father of the witness being

(lie sole owner and manager, thc, other members of the Company having died .
'l'1 ► e father is a British subjcet and w a s born in England and has resided in

Canada twenty-fivc years .
_-The ~~•itnt~c,~t_► taLh.~Lnd_nR.t_ .tl ►e .in~ices_ior_th~goods. .and I requested .

tbat an attempt be made to secure copies of the same from England, which have
since conte to hand and are now on file .

11'itnes, slntecl that, he knows the bills of lading tt-ent clown with the vessel .
The An ►ericnn Express Co . handled all their shipntents .
The goorls shipped on the .U cdora consisted of tnen's furnishings, ties, shirts,

etc ., to the ccist, value of £578 .5 .7 .
The goods on the Lake Michigan, the witness stated, were of the cost valtte

of £88 .5 .5 .
The goods on ilie lf e spcrimr W ere of it coA value of £80.5 .7, making a total

of £746 .16 .7 .
Evidence was furtlier Oven by the witness to the effect, that these gooclw

were shipped on the following ► 1ates :-
Mcclorn, April, 1918. Lake Michig

ber, 1915
art, April, 1918, and llcspérinn, Septem-

.
\Tcn,F:.-Thcre is an official Admiralty Record of the sinking of these vessels .

I asked the witness if they were making any claim beyond the invoice
value of the goods and in reply 1 ► e stated these good9- would be worth more
than the invoice price and that in order to replace them, they would have to
pay considerably tuore .

He stated that all of these goods had been ordered by customers and they
had to replace the orders as far as possible and that they cost considerably
►nore on the advanced ►unrket and the witness stated there should be % some
percentnge addeci.

I agreed to titis, and think that they might fairly claim what the goods
would have been reasonably worth if, instead of being destroyed, they ha

d arrived in Toronto in(lite course .
The witness thought that 15 per cent should be added to the invôice price

of the goocls to cover this. This 15 per cent is claimed, not on the total value
but only on the cost value less insurance received .

I instructed the witness to get the invoices ancl to make a statement of the
total invoice value and to further state the percentage whiclt lie claimed should
be added to cover the increased value had the goods been received by them in
Toronto .

Subsequent to the hearing, the claimants filed the invoices covering the
goods lost and also an amended statement of the claim .



From-are%,irm af the eti~idence~fincl-thftt thig claim-is-fiell éstal>lisl .ed
and allow it as follows :-

(1) Goods lost on the 1lfedora cost price . . £578- 5- 7
(2) Goods lost on the Lake Michigan cost
price ~- 5- 5

(3) Goods lost on the liesperian cost price . 80- 5- 7

Total cost . . . . . . . . . . £746-16- 7 £746-16- 7

The claimants received insurance on the goods as follows :-

(1) Goods lost on the llledora . . . . . . . . $474-15- 4
(2) Goods lost on the Lake Michigan . . . . 71- 1-11
(3) Goods lost on the Hesperian (No

insurance) . . . .

£545-17- 3 £545-17- 3

£200-19--4 -- ---

The claimants would, I think, be entitled to a reasonable percentage on
the total cost value of the goods but they only ask it upon the cost value less
the insurance. My finding is, therefore, as follows :-

Amount which I think should be paid th e
claimants . . . . . . . £200-19- 4

15 per cent on amount of cost value les s
insurancc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30- 2-10

£231- 2- 2

If converted into Canadian currency the amount to be paid the claimants
would be $1,133 .84, to which I thilik should be added interest at the rate of
5 per cent: per nnnum from the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles
(Jnnuary 10, 1920) to the date of settlement .

Total damage to 6aimant by destruction of property ;--£776--19-5 .

Amount of claim allowed, $1,133 .84, equa l
to in sterling . . . . . . . . £231- 2- 2

Amount of insurance- paid through America n
Express Company . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 545-17- 3

£776-19- 5

RAI, PUGSLFY,
Commissioner.

llECISIO\'

Case 1227

Re I3oF:cKH COMPANY, LIMITED

This is a claim for a shipment . of French Bristles seized by Germany on May
2, 1917 . They were valued at 2655 .36 francs, and the amount claimed is $512 .48 .

The claimants were notified to appear before me at Toronto on May 12 ,
1924, but did not do so and I nln, therefore, unable to report in favour of this
claim .

WAL PUGSLEY,
Commissioner .
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Case 122 8

Re CANADA CLOAK COMPANY I.iutT E.D

This appcars to be I clainl for loss of merchandise due to enemy action
amounting to $9,969.59 . The claininnts were notified to appear before me at
Toronto on May 7, 1924, but did not do so, and i find on file a letter from Messrs .
Thorne, \fulhollnnd, l-Iowson & \icI'herson, ('h ;trtered Accountants, dntcd August,
20, 192 :3 , which ►rnds as follows :--

° HE ESTATE CANADA CIA.\K COMPANY, LIMITED

Following up our letter of recent date, I find that the above company received insur-
,ince for the toss sust3ined in the sinking of the s9. lfcsperian which was torpedoed in Sep-
tember, 19 1 5 , and this appears to be the only tom suffered by the above company during
the u•ar period ."

In view of this letter and of the Ljct~ that the claimant did not appear before
-- me . at-the time_fixed, -I am -incliued_to_-tllinl :_tLat_ns_.this_loss_wus fu11y__cn%,ered___ .

bv insurance, the claimants have ,Iti;utonccl this clnim and I therefore dis-
allow it .

W.M . YCIGSLI:Y,
Comntissiotier .

l)h.('I SI(11

Case 1229

Re, lLaMnt,t• & 11'Itso N

'l'his appears to be it claim for lo s= of mcrclurndi se duc to enemy action which
is filed for the sum of $1,968.80 .

A letter was addressed to the claimants dated August 25, 1923, enclosing a
statutory declaration form and no reply appears to be recei ved therefrom .

The clnim ;mts were noti fied to appear before me at the City of Toronto at
11 o'clock on the forenoon of the 13t11 May, 1924 ; they did not appear, and it
is pos s ible that they have decided to abandon the claim. I have no alternative
but to disallow it .

W.M. PUGSLCY,
Conz rnissioner .

llLCISION

Case 1230

1, Re GEOSCt•: \I . I-IF'tiDHY Co . LtMnTt:u

'l'he Company filed two claims as follows :-

1 . For salary and expenses of their representative who was delayed for three
nlOntll~ in England after the declaration of war in 1914, for wi :ich they
claim the sum of $1,27 5 .00 .

2. For expenses undertaken in procuring the release from the British
Admiralty of certain Koods which were scizeci and taken to the Port, of
Manchester, England, $58.22 .

At a sittings held before me at Toronto on May 13, 1924, "Mr . George Al .
Hendry, Yresident of the Company, gave evidence. Mr. Hendry stated that this
compnny ~~•tts incorporated by a Dominion Charter, having its chief place of
business in Toronto, and set. out the grounds upon which the company desired



tu-mako-theae-two-rlniins . 1-pointrd-outnt-thnt time tbnt-I ~~'tlttltl iit all prol►-
ability have to decide against Claim No . 1, because their representative was not
taken prisoner by the enemy or injured, nricl the loss and damage, if any, was
indirect. As to Claim No. 2, I pointed out, that as the goods in question were .
ion a vessel seized by the British authorities, any expense or delay occasioned
thereby was clearly not, caused by direct act of the enemy as outlined in the
cat.egqries of Annex 1, to Part 8 of the Treaty of Versailles .

From n review of the evidence on file I see no reasOn to change my opinion
and I nun constrained to disallow both of the iteu ► 4 of this claim.

1VINt . PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

])ECISION

Case 123 1

Rc WESTERN Rt .E cTR[C Co M rAxr LAactrE.u

This- is n clium 6rrd ln n C>>nn iîan cc►rpor~iiimi"ôwnüig ii li - tlt u"sbnres -of -
the capital stock of the Belgian Telephone Manufacturing Company doing busi-
ness at Antwerp, Belgium .
. At the sittings hcld before me nt 1lontrenl on June 6, 1923, :11r . Lawrence

Macfarlane appeared as counsel for the clnimant and stated that the Belgian
Compfiny had made a claim for the clnninges sustained to the plant and business
due to the invasion of Antwerp by the Germans in 1914, but the claim was dis-
allowed by the Court• of War Daninges in Belgium because the capital stock
of the claimant company was owned by foreigners . The counsel further stated
that all the shares of the Canadian company are owned in turn by an American
corporation, nnmely, the Western I:lectric Company Limited, with its head office
in the city of Now York .

Subsequently I directed that a letter be forwarded to the solicitors for the
claimnnt, advising that as the claim of the Belgian Telephone ]Mnnufacturing
Company was disallowed in Belgium because the capital stock was owned by
foreigners and as the Western Electric Company has its head office in the city
of New York, although doing business in Canncln, and as the shareholders are
presumably American citizens, it would be extremely doubtful whether I would
have any jurisdiction to hear this clnim .

I further pointed out that if a corpor.~tiun has an entity individual from that
of its shareholders, it would seem tba .t this clnim would properly be made by the
Belgian Telephone "Manufncturing Company then doing business in Antwerp .
If this is not the case and the claim sbould be made by the shareholders, it . would
seem that the claim would be nunde by tho=e shareholders who are citizens of the
United States, all of whom own stock in the parent company in the city of
Now York and such claim should be presented to the (àovernmcnt, of the United
Sta ,:s .

In view of the above I requested the claimant company to advise whether
it desired to go on with the claim or withdrnw it . This letted was dated April
22, 1924 .

In reply a letter was received, dated April 28, 1924, from the solicitors for
the claimant company in which they state "we are now instructed to sr,y that in
view of the opinion of the lIonourable 'Mr . Yugsley, Commissioner, the coin-
pony lias decided to withdraw the claim filed for consideration in Ottawa . '

It is, therefore, to be noted, please, that this cJaim is withdrawn by the
claimnnts .

1Yri . PUGSLEY,
Commissioner .
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Case 123 2

Re HAYES & I.AILE Y

The claimants are n Canadian firm . Their claim is for difference between
insurance received and the value to them of three several shipments of goods
from the other side, lost when the ships carrying them were sunk by the
enemy. They show :

(1) Bill of Lading and invoices representing goods to the amount of
$4,511 .78, shipped on the ss . Ilesperian, sunk by enemy 'submarine
off the English coast September 4, 1915 .

(2) Bill of Lading dated \[nreh 14, 1918, and invoices representing
goods to the amount of £287 .3 .2-shipped on the Cunard Co. ss .
Sea Gu ll, sunk \tarch 17, 1918 .

(3) Bill of Lading dnted April 30, 1918, and invoices representing goods
to the value of £837 .!.7 .3-sLipped on the Canadian Pacific Rail-

- - - way Co' -ss; Mcdora ; sunk by-enemy--submnrine-off- the- Irish- coast -
May 2, 1918 .

I cannot understand this case . T!,e claimants make declarations, refer
to invoices and Bills of Lading from which I gnther that the invoice prices
of shipments were as follows:-

llesherian . . £716 . 2 .4 and Frs. 3325 .90
,l tedura . . . . 837.17 . 3
Sca Gtill . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 287. 3 . 2

T o t a l . . £1,841 . 2 .9
or, roughly, $9,200 .00 plus $665 .00 .

The invoices are in the usual form, the prices are the actual prices paid,
and exhibit the fair market value of the goods at the time and place of expor-
tation to Canada .

The evidence of nlr . ~~'eston reads as follo«~s :-
" In insurinQ the.se t ;oo~ls ; Ïo off-et that we insured our goods, and where the Swiss franc

had a par value of approximately 20 centR, these goods were in<ured so that the insurance
cotnpunies would puy us 224 cènt~ . The par value of the pound was = 1 .87, and they paid us
:it the rate of 35 . 50 to the pound, so that if anythint; went down we got the value of the
tiood.. and our premiums back . So that in paying tJtc :c amounts to us they paid us our
cLtiw 1~lus the preiniums, so that if we amended our claim we trould have to amend on the
ground of the amount they paid us."

The), collected $15,050.00 insurnnce .
1 do not see that these claituants have nny claim in respect of the said

goods that can be maintained before this Commission .

JAMES FRIEL,
February 12, 1926. Commissioner.

D1.CISIOTX

Case 1233

Re TIIE HArl1LTOV D1STILLFRY Co. I,I\11TIi D

Notice of this claim was given in 1018 and the form of the British For-
eign Claims Office, filled in, to the effect that claimants had lost a consign-
ment of 1,495 barrels of Canadian whiskey, valued at $79,000.00, shipped on
the as . CUmric which was sunk by enemy submarine May 8, 1916. The goods
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3 were shipped to claimants' order for Edward Young & Co ., Limited, Liverpool ,
ng ti~Fa~s and-lnstFUtrtiarWt6rrtfie prepaiatiz'sfa farlnatztnlaratiatl

were sent to the claimants from this Department, January 23, 1919 . There
is nothing further on our files in respect of the claim .

For the purpose of our record, the claim is dismissed .
JAMES FRIEL,

August 5, 1926 . Commissioner.

December 2, 1927 .

DECISION
Case 1234

Re W . S . LO(30IE CO M PANY, Lim ITm

Claimants are a Canadian company. Their claim was presented by the
President, W. S . Loggie, who was for 17 years a Member of Parliament for the
County of Northumberland, New Brunswick .

The claim is on account of a cargo of salt owned by claimants and lost in
the Russian schooner Sibens torpedoed by enemy submarine in June, 1917 while
on-a--voyt+go-f rom-Cadi z-- t4)-Chatll am,-N,B,-The-cargo - was--insured-at-invoice
prices, and the claim is for the difference between the actual value
of the goods and the amount of the insurance collected . The cargo was
sufficient for the company's purposes and business, until the following June,
1918, and had to be replaced by purchases in a Canadian market, claimants
having to pay the importer's profit at Saint John and Halifax and the freight .
The cost of the original cargo, 541 tons, was $7,993.55 . This amount was
cove red by War Risk insurance . The cost of the same quantity of salt pur-
chased at difierent, times in 1917 and 1918 to replace the salt lost was $10,873 .55 .

This claim is allowed at the amount declared and proved $2,680.00, together
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from June 17, 1918, being the
date of the invoice of the last purchase in Canada to replace the goods lost 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 $2,680 .00 fair compensation to
claimants with interest as indicated . J:1R1ES FRIEL ,

Commissioner .

DECISION
Case 1235

RC "MORRIS01 STEM & `VIRE Co. LIAfITED

Claimants are a Canadian corporation whose shareholders are all Canadians .
The claim is set out as follows :---

"The claimant on or about May 26th . 1914, purchased from U . J . Skelton & Co., Lim-
ited, of London, h:nqland, certain Wire Rods which were shipped by the Hamburg American
Liner as, Andatusia . On the declaration of war (Ne ship entered Manila Harbour and was
there interned . The ship reftied, until Qctober, 1916, to Rive up possession of the Rods
unt.il paid 4 per cent of their value . Meannhile freight rates becamo so high that it would
have cost a lsrizc nroportion of the value of the goods to bring thom to S'laneouvev hnd
they were accordingly sold in Manila in October, 1915 . The claimant meanwhile puroha .ed
other rods in replacement, and claims for the total losg suffered .

I do not see that this claim comes within any of the -categories of the First
Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the Treaty of Versailles, loss is not due to the
direct action of the enemy ; it was a business loss incurred like many others,
during the war. The claim is, therefore, disallowed .

JAMES FRIEL ,
May 10, 1926 . Commissioner .

52907--43
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DI':CISION

Cage 1236

Re AYON HOSII:ItY COMPANY LI\11TE U

Claimrint :4 are a Canadian corporation and clnim on account of the loss of

it shipment of yarn from British manufacturer s which was lo s t when the s s .

jlecp cr+un was sunk by enen ►y action, September 4, 1915. There was no War

Bfi -k insurance .
I would allow the claim at the amount clecllu•ed and proved, $455.91, plus

25 per cent, for enhanced value of goods, and expenses, w ith interest at the rnte

of 5 per cent per aunulu from the (late of the sinking of the ship, Septemt cr 4,

1 915, to date of settlement .
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section ( I), Part, VIII, of Oie

Tr,-ntv of Ve r sailles, cate gory (9), and I find $569.98 fair -ompens:aioil to

tltc clainr.nJ colnp.lny isitll interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL .

Augu st 3 . 1926. Comrllissioner.

I)ECISiON

Case 1237

R(' HO\1'Ann I31.I0 II AND SON, LI M 1TE11

The claimant is n Nova Scotia corporation, all the shareholders of which are
Canadians . The claim is for value of sllipment of 500 barrels of potatoes con-
signed to a commission company in Ilavnnn, on the ss . Stcphnno which was
captured by enemti• submarine, torpedoecl and sunk off New York Harbour on
October 8, 1 91G, %Ollle on it voyage from Halifax to New York . The goocls were

lost .
There was no War Risk insurance . The claim was considerecl by the Intc

Commissioner at Halifax in September, 1924, and approved at invoice prices as
declr,recl . I would therefore allow the amount $2,003 .80 .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section 111, Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Ver:nilles, category (9), and i find $2,003 .80 is fair compensation to
ll)e clclinlnnt with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnunl from October R ,

191(') .
JA\II~s FRI1:L,

G . Coles & Company, Commission \ierchnnts .

at tlie time of their being destroyed and the amounts of insarnnee recovered .

Fcbru ;u•y 4, 192 6 . - - Commissioner.

I!ECISION

Cage 1238

Re WILLIAM (ll:olcnl: Cot,N:s

Clnililnnt is it Canadian subject doing business under the naine of Willi,lul

The claim is on nccount of the lo S:, of three separate s hipments of nuts on
i lirec different vessels which were sunk by enemy action, n ;unely Joaquin

m_'Iile_goods in all tllreecn ses wereafirrlcLrYr, Cil(iqt+c; and-111bcrto_Ttee1) s
insured for cost price and freight and the insurance was ciflccted .

The claim is for the difference between the value of the goods to the claimant

I would allow 25 per cent for enhanced value of goods to claimant, expen s es

of selling, etc .
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The goods were purchnsecl under a restricted clause, for the Christmas
trade and solcl and could not be replaced in time to take care of that trncie .

The shipment on the Joaquin Jiumbru, was insured for $1,100 .00 and the
insurnnce was paid May 15, 1918 ; the shipment on the Cacique, was insured for
$904 .00 and insurance paid May 15, 1917 ; the shipment on the Alberto Trcc ► es,
was insured for $3,558 .00 and insurance paid I)ecember 10, 1918 .

. Iwoulcl .nllow $275 .00 on account of loss on the first shipment- ; $226.00 on
account of loss on the second shipment and $889 .00 lost on the third shipment,
with interest in all three cases from the clnte of settlcment, of insurance in each
ease .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $1,390 .00 is fair compensation to
the clninlnnt with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annunl as above indicated
to (late of settlèment .

June 1 6 , 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1239
Be CANAnA FCRNITL'R£ 'MANUFACTL'RF.RS I .I M tTf_n

Clnimant is a Canadian corporation, the shareholders in which are allCanadian .
The claim is on account of the loss of a shipment of castors from' IIirming-

hnm, England, by the ss . Ilesperian when that ship was sunk by enemy sub-
marine September 4, 1915 .

Iwould allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, $172.52,,
together with interest at the rate of 5 per èent per annum from the date of loss,
September 4, 1 915, to (late of settlement .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part . VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $172 .52 is fair compensation to
the claimant, with interest as ►► bove indicated .

JA 11 II :S FItIEL ,
June 17, 1926. Co»tntissioncr.

DECISION
Case 1240

Be RORE,RT FAIR AND COMPANY LI\IITEn

Claimants are Canadian corporation, all of the members of which are Cana-
dians . Their claim is on account of the loss of a shipment of linoleunl on the
s. Cartha{finian, sunk by a mine, June 14, 1917, on a voyage from Liverpool to
Montreal . There was. no insurance .

j would allow the claimants the amount declared (invoice price), plus 25
per cent as in siltülnr cases for enhnnced value, expenses, etc .

The claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $194 .23 is fair compensation to
the clnim :►nts, Robert Fair and Company, Limited, with interest at the rate of
5 ncr cént ~r iinnilm ïrom tlié ilntë ôf tôss, Jünë 1 f~ 1917 ;~~ clnle ôf Fétticment .

April 15, 1926 .
529o7-23y

JAMES FRIEL,
Con:missioncr .



DECISION

Case 1241

He FIRTH I3ROTIiERs LIAiITF.D

Claimants are a Canadian corporation and claim on account of the loss of
a shipment of goods from British manufacturers which was lost when the ss .

Hesperian was sunk by enemy action, September 4, 1915 . There was no war
risk ineurancc.

I would allow the claim fit the amount declared and proved, $584 .18, plus
25 per cent for enhanced value of goods, and expenses, witl] interest at the rate
of 5 per cent per annunl from the date of the sinking, September 4, 1915, to date
of settlement.

This claim fulls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treat;v of A'crsailles, category (9), and i find $730 .23 fair compensation to the
claimant company with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,

August 3, 192 6. Conaniissioner .

DECISION

Case 1242

1ze W . H. GILLARD & Coa] PAX r

Claimants are a Canadian corporation . Their claim is for the difference
between the value of a shipment of currants, from Patra Q , Greece, lost or the
ss . Ioanuiiw, sunk by enemy submarine in the North Atlantic December 2, 1917,
including insurance premiums, less amount of war risk insurance received .

I would allow this claim at the amount declared and proved, â3,725 .75',
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, Decem-
ber 2, 1917, 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 $3,725 .75 fair compensation to the
cla imant company w ith interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
Augu s t 3, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1243

R e G LASSFORD I3ROS . LI1M1TIiD

Cdhaimants are a Canadian corporation .
Their claim is on account of damage to a case of merchandise in transit,

scized by the German Government at the outbreak of the w nr . The invoice is
dated August 5, 1914 .

I would allow the claim at the amount declared, $30.34, with interest at the

rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the invoice, August 5, 1914, to

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

Trëntÿ -of cntëgôrÿ (9},-~ti I find ~30 .34 iair compensation to- tho--
claimant compa ny , with inter(-,t as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner .

August 7, 1926 .
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DECISION
Case 1244

Re TIiE HARVEY KNITT7N0 COMPAN Y

The claimants are a Canadian corporation, the shareholders of which are
all Canadians .

The claim is on account of the loss of a shipment of yarn from Engjand
which was on the ss . Nesp e ricln when tliat-ship was sunk by enemy submarine
September 4, 1915 .

I would allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, $670 .27, with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the loss, Septem-
ber 4, 1915, to date of settlement .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
'I`reaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $670.27 is fair compeneation to
the claimant with interest as above indicated .

June 18, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL .

Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1245

Re JOHNS~)v & BAnnOU R

Claimants are Canadinns. The claim is on account of loss of shipments
consisting of 12 crates of crockery ware from potteries in England shipped
by the ss . Manchester Commerce which was sunk by enemy submarine Octo-
ber 27, 1914, while on a voyage from Manchester to Montreal .

I would allow the claim . at the amount proved for net invoice - price of
goods and freight-083.69 plus 25 per cent for increased value to claimants for
expenses, etc ., which amounts to $165 .92 .

The goods had been practically all sold to customers.
This claim fills within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and i find $829 .61 is fair compensation to
the claimants, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of the sinking of the vessel, October 27, 1914, to (late of settlement .

June 14, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

----DIrJCISION ------------ - - -----------------~ -------

Case 1246

Ro ALBERT JOWI N

Claimant is a Canadian . The claim arises out of the loss of a shipment
of cream separators, from Stockholm, Sweden, to claimant and a partner,
Sylvestre, at St. Hyaointhe, P .Q., as per invoice dated December 30, 1916,
showing price of goods 5530 :55 kronor (about $1,659 .16 Canadian money)

. Th~~l~i~pors ~~~ ns ëd~7or invùicô v~ilüë: --CInïmânt hnd~to - pay
freight and war risk premium and increased price to replace the goods, which
were lost on the ss. Louisiana it Danish ship, sunk by the enemy April 20,
1917. He claims also on account_ of demurrage on two other shipments .

The interest of Sylvestre in the claim has been assigned to the claimant .



I«•ould allow for the freight and war risk insurance paid, and 25 per
cent on invoice price of goods, to cover enhanced vahte, expenses, etc ., in all

$533 .87, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annwu from the date of
loss, April 20, 1917, to date of settlement .

These claims fall within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and i find $533 .87 fair compensation to

the claiuiant with interest as above indicated .

.lutte 28, 1926 .

MMES FRIEL,
Contmissioner.

DECISION

Case 1247

Re TIIt. LAN c SIIInT CoatrA N r I .IMITE D

Claimants are a Canadian corporation . The claim is on account of the
loss of two separate shipments of goods from British Inamifacturers, one lost
on the ss . Hesperinn stink September 4, 1915, by enetny submarine, of the

invoice value of $122 .03 and the other on the ss . C_.arthaguiian sunk June 14,
1917, by enemy action, of the invoice value of $493 .94, without insurance in

either case .

I would allow the claims at the invoice values, plus 25 per cent for
increased value, expenses, etc,, with interest• at the rate of 5 per cent per
anntun from the respective dates of loss, to date of settlement .

These claitns fall within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and i find $769 .97 fair compensation to the
claimant company, with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,

Augùst 2, 1926 . Conunissioncr .

DECISION

Case 1248

Re INIANABIiA LAV UT

Claimant is a British subject in Canada by Naturalization under Order
of the Court in Tioutreal, of November 2, 1910 .

His claim is for all interes+ in-certain gb-Ods lbst «•ith the ss Caria sunk by
enemy submarine November 6, 1916 .

Iwould allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, $100 .00, with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, Novem-
ber 6, 1915, to date of settlement .

This claim falls within the First` Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of tue
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and i find $100.00 fair compensation to

JAMES FR,--
- clain~ant-with-intcxest_a~_nb4~'.e-indicated_

Co ►nnüssioner.

October 7, 1926 .
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DECISION

Case 1249

Re MICKLEnOHOL'OH, MULDREW & COMPAN Y

Tf'holcsalc dealers in woollens, tailors' trimmings and ladies' costume cloths
Amount claimed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $122,702 10
Less insurance . . 11,664 02

$111,038 08

This is t~-C;üindii►ü' firm represented now by Mr . J. W. Alickleborough,
!mrviving partner who appenred 'with Counsel and gave evidence before the late
Commissioner and the Deputy Commissioner May 6 and 9, 1924 .

Dr. Pugsley considered the case and left a note of what he thought of it,
but did not sign the formal decision .

The claim involves shipments of goods purchased by the claimants in
England and lost when the ships carrying the same were sunk by enemy action,
as follows :-

Merchandise on the ss . Hesperian, sunk
September 4, 1915, at invoice prices . . £ 541 .7 .2 $ 2,655 96

Merchandise on the-Lake Michigan, sunk
AprilG; 1918, at invoice prices . . 811 .3 .6 3,979 71

Merchandise on the Hedora, sunk May 2 ,
1918, at invoice prices . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,572 .5 .8 7,713 78

£ 2,924 .16 .4 $ 14,349 45

being the whole amount paid by the claimr,nts for the goods .
The invoices dated respective dates of shipment have the usual cortiGcates

to the effect thnt prices mentioned were the actual prices paid for the goods and
all charges thereon, and that the invoices exhibit the fair market value of said
goods at the time and place of their direct exportation to Canada and as when
.,-old at the same time and place in like quantity and condition for home con-
sumption .

Claimants did not pay any freight .
The large amount is arrived at by n simple process of inflation . The invoice

prices are multiplied by three and to the result are added duty and taxes at 371
per cent and to this sum is added 50 per cent on the value of the goods and duty
so extended, in respect to the goods on the Hesperian ., and 100 per cent in respect
to the good on the Lake Michigan and the .1[edora, bringing the-

totnl-amount up to . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$ 111,867 66
from which is deducted the duty and taxes . . . . . . . . 15,785 56

The claim goes on
:- $ 96,082 10

".Cost of selling thi s merchandise, which w'ns n loss to
us, as we were unable to supply good., to-customer3" $ 12,630 00

" Disnppointment and loss through non-tielivery to
-customers" . 1000 00 __-.~----

" Pnid Inland Revenue charges, dockage, marine insur-
ance carringc charges, Occan charges" . . . . . . . . 3,990 00

$122,702 10
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There is no sense or reason in these efforts . The goods at the time of being
destroyed were worth little or nothing over the invoice prices and there is no
reason shown why the claimant could not have replaced them at the saine or
o ther reasonable prices . The insurance money would have no doubt been avail-
able for the purpose . The amount given as "cost of selling" is also absurd .
There is no evidence of any instance of loss through non-delivery to customers .
There weré no payments of Inland Revenue charges, etc .

'fhere was it further claim amounting to $5,625 .00 . value of goods alleged by
the claimants to have been lost on some other ship which had been sunk, name
unknown and no evidence of payment or particulars . It was marked "dis-
allowed for want of evidence", by the late Commissioner, and I disallow it .

The claim for loss of profits on the goods actually lost, cannot be enter-
tained .

I would allow the claimants the amount paid for the goods and something
to cover what may be called the earning power of their property at the time of
destruction and for expenses of selling the same or such portion of the same
as had been sold, and I think 25 per cent additional fair .

In deducting the insurance recovered by the claimants on each shipment,
allowance for the War Risk premium paid si;ould be made but as the claimants
are not able to furnish a statement of these Fremiums and have stated by their
letter of January 15, 1926, attached, that they forfeit these, my asses sment of
this claim is as follows :-

Merchandise lost on Hespcrian, September 4 ,
1915 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $2,655 96

Add 25 per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 663 99

3,319 95
In surance received . . . . . . . . 2,088 02

$ 1,231 93
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent from

September 4, 191 5
Merchandise lost on Lake Michigan, Apri l

16, 1918 . . $3,979 71
Add 25 per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99. 1 93

if 4,974 64
Insurance received . . . . . . . . 4,576 00

$ 398 64
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent from

April 16, 1918 .
Merchandise lost on Medora, May 2, 1918. $7,713 78
Add 25 per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 ,928 4 4

9,642 22
Insurance received . . . . . . . . 5,000 00

$ 4,642 22

$ 6,272 79
with interest at 5 per cent from May 2, 1918 .

-~- - Thi~clai~ falis-~thin the F3rst ~1nne~ to Scetion-( .I)_,_of_P_art_Y_LLI, of the,
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $6,272.79, is fair compensation
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the respective
sinkings as above outlined, to date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
January 18, 1926 . Commissioner.
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I?ECISION

Case 1250
Re MARIT1mF] DENTAL SUPPLY CO., LIMITF: D

This claim is for loss of gas cylindcrs shippçd on__the ss . Steplulno, which was
captured by enemy submarine, torpedoed and sunk off New York Harbour, on
October 8, 1916, while on a voyage from Halifax to Now York .

The claimants are a Nova Scotia corporation, all the shareholders of which
are Canadians. The claim was proved before the late Commissioner at Halifax
in September, 1924 . I would allow the amount of $127 .00 .

This claim falls within the First A : .nex to Section (I), of Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $127 .00 is fair compensation to the
claimants with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from October 8, 1910 .

JAMES FRIEL ,
February 4, 1926. -- Commissioner.

DEC ISION

Cast 1251
Re W . & C. H. )<ZITCIiELt. I.IMITED

The claim is for the loss of three separate shipments of fish on the ss.
Stephano which was captured by enemy submarine, torpedoed and sunk off
New York Harbour on October 8th, 1916, while on a voyage from Halifax to
New York . Two of the said shipments were on consignment and the other
was on sale, and the loss was divided between the purchaser and the shippers .
There was no insurance. The claimants are a Nova Scotia Corporation all
the. shareholders in which are Canadians. The claim was proved before the
late Commissioner in Halifax in Septémber, 1924 . I would allow it at the
amount declared, $3,786 .39.

This,claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $3,786 .39 is fair compensation
to the claimant with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from Octo-
ber 8th, 1916 .

February 4th, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Comniissioner.

DECISION

Case 1252
Re Mxs . ANNIE MOORE

Claimant is a British subject born at Peel, Isle of Man, and is now living
in Winnipeg.

Claim is for millinery shipped to her from England by the ss . Hesperian
and lost when that ship was torpedoed and sunk by enemy submarine Sep-
tember 4, 1916

. I would allow the claim at the amount declared $91 .90 with interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of the sinking September 4,
1915, to date of eettlemeni, .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
-Treaty-of-Versailles,-eategory--(9)-and-I_find_ $91 .90_is_fair_compensation ._ta ____

the claimant with interest as indicated .

March 17, 1926 .

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner .
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DECISION

Case 1253

Re NISBF.T & AULD, LIMITED

This is a Canadian ►.ompany incorporated under Dominion Charter. The
claim is for difference between value of goods lost on ships sunk by illegal
enemy action, less insurance reeeived, and for war risk premiums paid by the
Corporation on importations in the years 1915, 19113, 1917 and 1918 . The
case was heard beforc -the late Commissioner in Toronto in May, 1924, who
indicated what his finding would be but did not at the time have data upon
which_ to base a decision . He disallowed the general claim for war risk
premiums paid during the years from 1915 to 1918 . I think it is clilite right
that the clainlant Company put on the insurance of its own volition and in
the exercise of its own discretion on account of the existence of a state of war,
but the expenses are in no sense losses, damages or injuries caused by the
enemy's act within the meaning of the Treaty . The claimant, in the exercise
of business prudence, bought and paid for insurance against threatened losses .
The expenses were not incurred to repair loss by the enemy's act but to provide
against what the claimant feared the enemy might do resulting in a loss to it .
The expenses were losses to the claimant on account of the war but are not
losses for which Germany would be obligated to pay .

As to the rest of the claim, Dr. Pugsley seemed inclined to allow damages
at invoice price of the goods plus 10 per cent, less insurance collected . In other
cases 25 per cent was allowed to cover the enhanced value of goodF to the:
owners, and expenses . I am inclined to. increase invoice values by that per-
centage.

Goods lost on ffespcrian, Sept, 4, 1915-
Invoice I•alue . . . . . . . . £ 743 .17 .7 - $ 3,649 54

Add 25% 912 38

Insurauce received . . . . Q 4,132 55
Less premium paid . . . . 41 32

4,561 92

4,091 .23 4,091 23

With intere .~t at 5 per cent 'per annum front Sept . 4, 1915,
to the date of settlement .

(,oocls lost on Jledorn , May 2, 1918-
Invoice value . . . . . . ;02,254 .1 .7 -- $11,058 73

Aclc! 25% 2,764 68

lnsw•ance rcccived . . . . $11,033 81
Less 1%, . . . . . . . . 110 33

13,823 41

$ 470 69

10,923 48
Less premiun ► paid . . . . 242 49

_.__-____----_-_----
10,fi80 99 - 10,680 99

3,142 4 2
With interest at 5"fo per cent per annum front May 2, 1918,

to time date of settlement .



Goods 1ost, on Lake Michigan, April 16, 1918-
Invoice value . . . . . . £2,278 .15 .6 - $11,179 90

Add 25% 2,794 9 7

Insurance received . . . . $11,455 74
Less 190' . . . . . . . . 114 55

11,341 19
Less premium paid . . . . 400 95

13,974 87

10,940 24 - 10,940 24
3,034 63

With interest ; at 5°fo per cent per annum from ripril 16 ,
1918, to date of settlement . . . . . . . . . . : . . . . . $6,647 74

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category 9, and i find that $6,647 .74 is fair compensation
to Nisbet & Auld, Ltd ., with interest its indicated, from the (late of sinking of
each of the above vessels .

JMNiT:S FRIEL,
February 13, 1926 . Conz»iissioner.

DLCISION

JAMES FRIEL ,

Case 1254

Re PoRTFM t(, CO\it'AN1•

This is a Canadian firm . The claim is on account of forty-nine crates o f
earthenware shipped from Manchester, England, on the ss . Manchester Com-
merce, which was sunk by mine off the coast of Ireland October 27, 1914 .

Claimants had no insurance .
I would allow the claim at the amount declared, £438 8s . 8d., which i s

equivalent to $2,126.46 in Canadian money with interest at the rate of 5 pe r
cent per annum from the date of loss, Octeber 27, 1914, 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 $2,126 .46 fair compensation to
the claimant company, with interest as indicated .

biarch 17, 1926. - Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1255

Rc ii . B . RrAx & CoairAN v

Claimants are Canadians .
The claim is on ac?ount of the loss of a shipment of goods from England

by the ss . Hesperian, lost when that ship was sunk b y enemy submarine Sep-
__ . .aember_4,_1@15.-----

There was no war risk insurance . ~~ -
I would allow the claim at the amount declared, £58 9s . 6d., or the equiva-

lent in Canadian currency . $286 .88, plus 25 per cent as usual, increased value
of goods to the owners at the time of loss, expenses, etc ., $71 .72 .
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This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
'I'reaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $358 . 60 is fair compensation
to the claimant with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of sinking, September 4, 1915, to date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
June 15, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1256

Re G. HAnoLD STICKNEY

The claimant is a Canadian. He claims for British goods ship ped to him
to the invoiced value of £41 .9s . t3d . lost on the ss . Durango, captured by enemy
submarine and sunk August 2 6, 1917.

We have been allowing 25 per cent over the invoice price of goods to the
merchant in cases of this kind, and I would allow claimant $250 .00 .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section ( I) Part VIII of the
Treaty Of Vers~ailles, category (9), and I find $250.00 is fair compensation to
G. Harold Stickney with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
August 20, 1917, to the date of settlement .

JAMES FItIEL,
March 9, 1920. Commissioner .

D ECISIOr

Case 1257

Re TOOKfl I3$os ., I .I\IITE D

Claimants are a Canadian corporation .
The claim is on account of the loss of a consignment of goods from British

manufacturers shipped on the ss . Manchester Commerce, which was sunk by
enemy mine on October 27, 1914 .

There was no war risk insurance on the goods.
I would allow the claim at the amount declared and proved, $887.34, with

interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss 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 $887.34 fair compensation to
the claimant company, with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
August 6, 1926 . Colnmissioner .

DECISION

Case 1258

Re TI{OR\TON tC DOUOLA$, Li\[ITÈD

Claimants are a Canadian corporation who were owners of goods shipped
from England onvessels which were sunk by enemy . action . They had no war
risk insurance .
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I would allow claimants the value of their goods at invoice prices, plus 10
per cent increase, to cover expenses and enhanced value at time of loss, as
follows :-

Loss on ss . Ilesperian, sunk
September 4, 1915 . . . . £I17 13s. ld .-$ 577 22

Plus 10 per cent . . . . . . . . 57 72 $ 034 94

Loss on ss. Lake Michigan ,
sunk April 1 6 , 1918 . . . . £293 Os. 2d .-$1,437 53

Plue 10 per cent . . . . . . . . 143 75 1,581 28
Loss of ss. Medora, slunk May

2, 1918 . . . . . . . . . . £185 _ 7s. 10d.-$ 909 55
Plus 10 per cent., . . . . . . . 90 95 1,000 50

Totnl . . $3,21 6 72
with interest in each case at 5 per cent from date of loss .

The claim seems to have been assignedto the Royal Bank of Canada who
should be made beneficiaries with the claimants .

This olaim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i .find that $3,210 .72 is fair compensa-
tion to the claimants with interest as above indicnted to date of settlement .

September 25, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner .

DI:CIfiION

Case 1259
Re iŸo -\ It:N's G RNF'.nAL PATRI(YrIC LEAGU E

The claim is on account of loss of n quantity of knitted goods which were
on the ss . Anna polis, sunk by enemy submarine April 19, 1917 .

The claimant, society surrendered its charter as a war charity and discon-
tinued active work and its assets including this claim were by resolution donated
to the Young Women's Christian Association of Moncton of which Mrs. Lodge
is president .

The claim is allowed at the amount declared with interest from date of loss .
This claim falls w ithin the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and 'I find $135.00 is fair compensation for
this claim, payable through Mrs . Adelaide Lodge, or whoever is president of the
Young Women's Christian Association at the time, with interest at the rate of
5 per cent per annum from April 10, 1917, to the date of settlement .

March 10, 1926 .

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner .

DECISION
Case 1260

_SYlYNIPFa ÇJitiltS•Ii _CiQODS,Ç0X11'AXY1.1\IITFD.---

Claimants are a Canadian corporation, the shareholders in which are all
Canadians . They deal in church and sehoôl furniture and supplies. The claim
is on account of loss of a shipment of goods from Lyons, France, to claimants
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by the ss . Medora, sunk by enemy submarine off the coast of Ireland, May 2,
1918 . The goods were insured . They claim loss of profits based on the retail
value of the goods delivered . Loss of profit cannot be allowed, but I would
allow 25 per cent on cost of goods for enhanced %•nltle and expenses not other-
wise covered .

Invoice prive of good= . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $998 02
Shipping c h a r g e s .. 97 26

$1,095 28
Add 25 per cent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 273 82

$1,369 10
fnsurnnrc . . . . . $1.103 87
Less c, ► llecti ► ig fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 56

- - 1,087 3 1

$ 281 79

Tlie claim faits w ithin the First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Ver.-ailles, category (9), and I find $281 .79 is fair compensation to the
claimants, the Winnipeg Church (ioods Company Limited, w ith interest at, the
rate of 5 percent per nnntml from the clate of los s , May 2, 1918, to (late of settle-
nlent .

JAMES FRIEL,
April 8, 1926 . - Commissioner .

l)ECISItI\

Case 1261

Rc E. 1" . WALTER & CaMr,txt• ltrx:l5•r}:mt:D

Clnlillnnt 1s Ernst Ferdinand Walter, a British subject naturalized in Can-
ada . His claim is for loss of it shipment of good5 consisting of 33 bales of saddle
felt consigned to him by the manufneturers in England, lost on the ship Man-
cheste r Con ►uurce, which was sunk by mine October 27, 1914, off the Irish Const
while on nvoynge from 'Manchester to Montreal . There was no war risk insur-
;tnca

I would allow the claim at the nmount declared, $786 .55, being the invoice
price of the goods, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nuntuu front the
(late of the loss, October 27, 1914, to date of settlement .

This claim fnlls within the First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $786 .55 fair compensation to the
clnimant with interest its above indicated .

JANiFS MEN,,
Con►missioner .

:1ugust 10, 1926 .

l)I:CISI(1\

Case 1262

Ne MAc1h:AK, BEN AND N ELt:O\, L1\tITE D

Clnilnnnts are a Canadinn corporntiôn«hô ëTim fôr ~1iç lû~s or -ii ~lulilucitt
of goods seized by the Germnns at Antwerp at the commencement of the war
and on account of another shipment of goods lost on the ss . Manchester Com-
mcrce, sunk by enemy subnr trine October 27, 1914 . There is it third item for
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cost of obtaining release of some Germnn goods belonging to thenl seized by
the British Government in August, 1914 .

This claim was heard by the lote Commissioner who noted it for allowance
at the amount of the first two items, $270 .89 and interest .

The third item does not come under any of the categories of the Annex .
I would allow interest from the date of loss of the second shipment .
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part, VIII, of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find that $270 .89 is fair compensation
to claimants with interest, at 5 per cent per annum front October 27, 1914, to
date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
November 12, 1926. Contn► issioner .

DECISION

Case 1263

R c I.f.11'Js BIIC1TFiER B

Claimants are n(;anadian corporation and claim on accoulit of loss of
merchandise, cutlery from England, sunk with the ss . Hesperia n, September 4,
1915 . The invoice value declared was $876 .05 . There was no war risk insur-
ance .

The claim was heard by the late Commissioner, who noted it for allow-
ance at the amount declared and provec( with interest and I would allow the
interest front the date of loss, Septem6ér 4, 1915 .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of -Versailles, category (9), and I find that $875 .05 is fair compensation
to the claimants with interest at. 5 per remit per ammn from the date of loss
to the date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
November 12, 1926. -- Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1264

Re Hr: ► i.Iao, JosePlc & Co., I.I M rreu

Claimants are it Canadian corporation with a Dominion charter .
They claim on account of the loss of a shipment of merchandise consisting

of woollen and cotton goods on the ss . Lake Michigan, when that ship was
sunk by enemy submnrine April 13, 1918 . There was no war-risk insurance .

The invoice prices of the goods total $10,290.37 which seems to include
freight .

The claimant declared that. the actual value of the goods landed in this
country was $11,833 .87 .

The claim was huard b y the late Commissioner who noted it for allowance
at that amount, namcly $11,833 .87, with_interest. •

I agree with that decision, and would recommend interest to run from th e
(late of loss, April 13, 1918, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum to (lnte of
settlement.

This claim fnlls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Trent}~_of V ersa illes, categorl (9), and 1 find $11,833.87 fair compensation to
the claimant company, witli mterest as nhôvë indicâtéd :

JAMES FRIEL,
December 1, 1926 . . Co»: .missioticr.
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DECÎSIÔÏ~,T

Case 1265
Re P . P . MARTIN & Co. U 11fITED

Claimants are it Canadian corporation . They claim on account of the
loss of ti sliiprtieilt ôf gôôds bélônging-to tliérn is•hich was on board tlié"ss . Man-chester Commerce from England when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine

off Tory Island, Ireland, en October 27, 1914 . The goods were not covered by
«• :;r risk insurance.

Claimants filed a further claim for war ri sk insurallce. premiums paid by
them on subsequent importations of goods during the war . The latter claimcannot be allowed, as it does not come within any of the categories of the

-Auncx.- It ' doesnot-represent-_anysiestru .etion- or_injury_ to_person- .or_property- --_
of the ciaimant, but rather represents the amount which the claimant paid
for insurance again s t the possibility of the destruction of the goods by enemy
action . It repre sent s moreover an expenditure that would be added by them
to the selling price of the goods . -

The claim was heard before the late Commissior.er at Montreal in June,
1923, who marked it for dieallowilnce in respect to that part of the claim on
account of the war risk premiums paid and for allowance on account, of the
goods lost by the Manchester Conunerce, the value of which was $6 51 .89.

The claim fall~ within the First Annex to Section I, Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versa illes, Category 9, and I find that $551.89 is fair compensation to
flic claimant with intcrest at 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss to
the date of settlement .

JAMES FItIFI .,
December 1 . 1926 . Commi.ssioner.

DECISION

Caëë -1266 ------ _
.. . _

Re TIIF. W. R. I3ROCii COAIPAN 1 _I.IASITP:D

C1ninlants tire a Canadian corporation . They claim compensation for the
;osâ of goods sunk on the ss . Manchester Commerce October 27, 1914, and for
loss of profits on the same .

This latter item cannot be allowed but I would allow 10 per cent for the
enhanced value of the goods at the time of loss over their invoice price and
for certain expenses disbursed . There was no war risk insurance .

This claim falls within the First Annex to- Section (I)--Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $4,377 .27 fair compensation to
the claimant company, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from
the dntë-Of loss, October 27, 1914, to date of set•tlement. .

JAMES -FRITL,
December 15, 1926. ---- Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1267

Re CA*sIhv's LI\1ITED, I\1I'oR'rERS

This claim is . in the first place, on account of the loss of a shipment of goods
belonging to claimants, sunk with the ss . Manchester Conamerce, October 27,
1914.

tL"



The value of the goods declared and proved was $840 .80. There was no
war risk insurance .

Claimants also filed a claim for $230 .54, amount paid by them for goods
bought in Germany which were not shipped . This claim does not come within
any of the categories of tue First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the Treaty
of Versailles, but could be_taken care of_under-Article 296._1t .will.-have-to-be
disallowed .

The claim on account of the loss of the goods on the ss . Manchester Coin-_
m.erce will be allowed, at the amount declared and proved, namely $840 .80,
with interest at the rate of 5 per cent ner !!nmun iro ►u the date of loss, October
27, 1914, to date of settle :.~ut,6 . .

That part of this claim in respect to the goods lost with t' ,,c ship, falls
within the Firs+, Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles,
category -(9) ; -and --I-find- $840 .80,--fair-- compensation --to - the--élaimants --with -

JAMES rItIEL,
December 10, 1926. Commissia7er.

Interest its above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
December 13, 192 6 . Commissioner.

to the date of settlement .
claimant tvltli inUèrest at-the rate of-5,per-cent Per annum from-the'date of los s

-----------
--_Trc tty of VersaiT[es, entégory (9}, nnd i ftiii $546.b0 fair cômpéneâtien th e

Thie claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of tit e

1923, and he noted It for allotvance at the amount declared and I agree .
I would allow interest from the date of loss.

The claim was heard before the late CommiGsioner at
)
Montreal in June ,

Co7nmerce, sunk by mine off the coast of Ireland, October 27 1914 .

Claimant is a Canadian corporation. The claim is on account of a ship-
nient of nitrate of lead and sutnr of lead for the joint account of the consignor
and themselves from Manchester, England, to Montreal, on the -, s . Manchester

DECISION

Case 1268

Re HENRY DOBELL ct: COMPANY, IiI\tITED

If the goods lino been manufactured, claiming about 100 per cent under tha t

Claimants ask for compensation for profits that they might have received .

on :

The Ilespcrinn, sunk September 4, 1915. (Insurance receive d
$840 .00.) Invoices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $745 78

The Lake Michigan, sttnk April 16, 1918 . (Insurance received
$627 .00.) Invoices 609 98

The Medora, sunk May 2, 1918 . (Insurance received
$7,780 .00 .) Invoices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,672 4 6

them from England on stcnmers that were sunk by enemy action, as follows
is for compensation - on_ nccount of the lolza of woollens and trimmin .gs shippeci

Claimants are a Canadian corporation . They make clothing . Their claim

DECISION

Case 1269

Re I' A 4•Ittox CRA > T MANUFACTURERS IaaIITm

AllotivA nce of profits is not contemplated by the Annex .
b4907-24
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It is claimed in this case that the goods were ordered in 1915 and enhanced
greatly in value. The invoices are endorsed with the usual certificate of the
shippers to the effect that the prices shown"nre the fair market value of the
goods at the time and place of their exportation . It is claimed that the goods
were to supply orders already taken and that business_ n•as lost . I think that
it would be fair to allow a percentage of 25 per cent to cover enhanced value of
the. goods, exfxnse.~ ; of sales made and 'incident~ls, and I-would recom.ménd that
nllotivanee, and assess the damages in this way-for the goods lost on the- dif-
ferent ships. On the

(1) Itesperian . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 745 78
25 per cent added . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 186 44

Deduct 1nsUTAnce . . . . .

(2) Lake 3fichigan. . $ 609 98
25 per cent added . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 152 49

$ 932 22
- 8I0 00

8 762 47
I)cduct insurance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 627 00

(3) 3iMora . . . . . $7,572 46
25 per cent added . . . . . . , . '. . . , . . 1,893 1 1

$9,465 57
I)educt insurance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,780 00

S 92 22

$ 135 47

$1,685 57

$1,913 26
Iwould allow interest at therate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of

loss in each . case reEpectively . .- , _
.i

. . ._ . . _ _
This claim falls within the Frst Annex t o. _Section (I)' Pârt VIII- bf the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $1,913 .26 fair compensation to
the claimants with interest at 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss to
date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
December 16, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1269A

Re Mnssn.s . Titoanunrr & AnBarr

This is a small claim on account of the loss of a shipment of magazines and
ne«spaper: from England, alleged to have been lost when the ss . Hesperian was
sunk by enemy submarine, September 4, 1915.

The claim was before the late Commissioner, who noted it for disallowance
on the grounds that there was no evidence that the periodicals claimed for bad
been sent-on that ship .

I have asked the claimànts for further evidence to justify a finding that
their property was on the Hesperian when it was lost, but they failed to furnish
such evidence . The claim is, therefore, disallowed .

JAMES FRIEL,
1`'ovember_27,1926.__________ . . . Commissioner .

®
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DECISION

Case 1270
Re HENRY 'MOROAN & COMPANY LI M ITED

Claimants are a Canadian corporation . They claim on account of the 1oss,of merchandise shipped on the follo«•ing-s(çnmcr.- and__ sunk b~ cen,~stab_marine:-
Irulrani, sunk June 27, 1915, Inerchandise value . . . . . . $ 245 17Hesperian, sunk September 4, 1915 . : . . . . . . 547 66
Carthaginian, sunk June 14, 1917 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,500 25Lake Michigan, sunk April 16, 1918 . . . . . . 1,471 90
,Vedora, sunk May 2, 1918 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,500 15

-- - - --- __~ ~6~ I3
- The claim was for the invoice price of the goods.

The claim was before the late Commissioner at Montreal in June, 1923, who
noted it for allowance at the amount claimed with interest .

I agrée and would have the interest run from the date of loss in each case .
This claim falls within the First Annex to'Section (I) Part VJII of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $5,265 .13 fair compensation to
the claimant with interest as from each respective date, at the rate of 5 per
cent per annum to (late of settlement ..

December 16, 1926 .
.JAMES FItIEL,

Com m issioner.

DECISION

Case 127 1
Re NOR :1fANDIN d, TURCOTTE LIAIITF.D, INSPORTERs

Claimants are Canadiains. They.. claimon néçount of the loss of two cases
of men's felt hats, lost by them when the ss . Hespenân was sunk by enemy
submarine Septëmber 4, 1915 . Thé invoicé prlcc of the gooils -wfls $334 .62 .
They also claim for interest and loss of profits . There was no insurance .

The claim was heard before the late Commissior .er at Montreal in
September, 1923, and lie noted it for allowance at the invoice price of the goods,
plus profits, but I do not think it proper to allow for prospective gains . At the
time of the loss, the goods would have had an enhanced value, and I would
allow 25 per cent over the cost to cover such increased values, expenses, etc .,
making a total of $418.27.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $418 .27 fair compensation with
interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, September 4,
1915, to (late of-settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
December 10, 1926. Commissioner.

DECISION
Case 1272

Re SAXE CI.OTHINO COMPANY, LIMITE D

Claimant is a Canadian . The claim is on account of merchandise lost in
the sinking of the ss . Hesperian, September 4, 1915. The invoice value of the
goods was £504 or $1,491 .45 . There was no War Risk insurance .

., -- sY901-u~
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Tliis cflïim was linfore"thé-latë Odmmissidnër af-14lôntréal in Jünë 1~23
who noted it for allowance at the amount declared with interest . I agrée and
w ill allow interesc from date of loss .

This claim falls w ithin the First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Ver sailles, category (9), and I find $1,491 .45 fair compensation to the
claimant w ith interest at 5 per cent per annunl from the date of loss to date of
settlement .

I)ecember 14, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1273

Re SocIETY I31t► rD CI,OTHES I.I\fITED

Claimant is a Canadian corporation . The claim is on account of the loss
of ashipment of merchandise consisting of lïnen, canvas, woollen and other
good8 on the ss. Afedora when that ship was sunk by enemy submarine May 2,
1918 . There was no insurance .

This claim was heard before the late Commissioner in Montreal, June,
1 023, who noted it for allowance at the amount declared, namely $1,252 .84, with
interest .

I agree, and allow interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the
date of loss, May 2 . 1918, 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 $1,252 .84 fair compensation to the
c;ainlallt company, with interest as indicated .

1)eceulbcr 14, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1274

Re THE TIIONIAS COMPANY LIMITE D

Claimants are a Canadian corporation . They claim on account of a ship-
ment of crockery lost, when the ss . Manchestcr Connnerce, was torpedoed October
27, 1914 . They claim 25 per cent additional on the invoice price of the goods
stating that the withdrawal of men from the potteries and a heavy demand for
war requirements, supply- was curtailed -and prices advanced, and that ittook
them a long time to replace the lost goods they being able to do so, only at much
higher prices . There was no insurance .

This case was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal, in June,
1923, who note ;l it for allowance at the amount claimed, namely the invoice
price plus 25 per cent enhar.ced value of the goods when lost, $741 .06 .

I agree and would have the interest run from the date of loss, October 27,
1914, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum to (late of settlement.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $741 .06 fair compensation to
cl ;jim:Int company, with interest as above indicated .

1)cci,niber 15, 1926 .

JAIMES FRIEL,
Commissioner .
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Re WEBSTER & SONS, LI\i1TE D

Claimants are a Canadian corporation. They claim compensation for a
i:bip:Ylent of bricks, fire-clay and drain pipes consigned to them and owned by
them whieh was on the ss . Indrana, and went down with that ship when she was
sunk by enemy submarine, June 27, 1915 . There was no insurance .

The case was before the late Commissioner at Montreal, in Jlme, 1923, who
noted it for allowance fit the amount declared and proved, $1,918.15 with
interest. I would have the interest run from the date of loss .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $1,918.15 fair compensation to the
claimants with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the (late of
loss, June 27, 1915, to the date of settlement . JA INIES FRIEL ,
December 15, 1926. Commissiorter .

DECISION
Case 127 6

Re T. HATOY Co ., LIMITED

Claimants are a Canndian corporation . They clainl on account of the loss
of goods on different ships sunk by the enemy and for goods in storage seized by
the German authorities at Antwerp, Belgium .

The claim for loss of goods on the ships destroyed according to the full list
shown, will be allpwed at the invoice price, plus the freight, less the net amount
of War Risk insurance received, with interest in cadi case at the rate of 5 per
cent. per annum from the date of loss to (late of settlement .

The compensation will be nllowed for the goods taken at Antwerp at the
invoice price plus storage, with interest from the 10th January, 1920, the date
of the ratification of the Treaty .

No special damages were proven .

LOSS OF GOODS ON VESSELS DTSTROYED BY I .NF.JtY SL'BM ARINI :

Vessel Dat e
sunk

Inv o ice
valu e

of gcxxis
Fre igh t
charges

Total
A'e t

Insur -
anco

Award
Interes t

at 5percen t
f ro m

S cts . S et9 . ~ CtE . E ets . ~ cts .

Dtnnclic s te r
Corunn crce. . . . . . . Oct. 27/14 8,146 56 450 14 8,59 6 70 . . . . . . . . . . 8,590 70

Vasgc9-- ._ .------- . 11far.-27/15 . ¢4 . . . . . . . 509_O4 . . 509 Gl Mar . 2
Indrnni . . . . . . . . . . . . Juno 27/15 7,010 82 234 77 7,2M5 i9 . . . . . . . . . . 7,295 59 Jûne 2 7
Arabic . . . . . . . . . . . . . Aug. 19/15 5,123 21 164 13 5,287 34 . . . 5,287 34 Aug . 19/1 5
Heeperian . . . . . . . . . ,
Cac ue

Fept. 4/1 5
I'eb 15/17

41,834 2 5
090 5 21

1,742 8 4
107 3 0

43,577 0 9
1 197 88

5,490 37 38,aS6 72 Sept . 4/1 5
. . . . . . . . . . .iq

Carthntrinian . . . . . . .
.

Juno 14/ 17
,

9,110 31 199 55
,

9,31 5 80
. . .
1,923 61

1,197 88
7,392 22

Feb. 15/1 7
June 14/ 1 7

Afinnehaha . . . . . . . . . Sept. 7/17 2,43 0 65 G7 81 2,541 46 . . . . . . . . . 2,504 4r, S ept . 7/1 7
Assy~ria . . . . . . . . . . . .
A i

.1ug . 2G/17
J 7

2,226 01 34 33 2,26t 34 . . . . . . . . . . 2,264 34 Aug. 26/1 7
ndnn a . . . . . . . . . . . an . 2 /18 6,146 66 68 32 6,214 98 . . . . . . . . . . 6,214 98 Jan. 27/1 8

Seagull . . . . . . . . . . . . Mar. 17/I 8
'

2,715 66 29 69 2,745 25 945 84 1,799 41 Mar . 17/1 8
Trinidad . . . . . . . . . . . Afar. 22/ 1 8 2,535 82 28 72 2,564 54 884 93 1,679 6 1 Mar . 22/1 8
Peranian . . . . . . . . . . . April IS/I8 5,4 6 2 96 125 18 5,588 14 . . 5,588 14 April 15/1 8
Lake Michigan . . . . .
Thorsa

Ap ril 16/1 8
lla 2/18

33,813 3 3
1 239 76

333 5 3
17 78

34,146 8 6
257 5 41

20,303 62
437 S2

. 13,844 24
820

A
~Ip. . . . . . . . . . . . y , , 02 ay 2/l 8

1lfedora . . . . . . . . . . . . \la/18
'

24,761 20 472 62 25,233 82 10,139 52 15,094 30 May 2/1 8
111ilwnukee . . . . . . . . . Augg. 31/18 2,436 04 70 33 2,506 37 . . . . . . . . . . 2,606 37 Aug . 31/1 8
Tibou rn e . . . . . . . . . . Sept . 29/18 1,288 54 88 92 1,377 46 . . . . . . . . . . 1,377 4 0
1lfontfort . . . . . . . . . . . Oct . . . 1/18 21,44 0 57 138 78 21,585 35 5,857 82 1b,727 53 Oct . 1/IS

179,340 41 4,428 80 183,769 21 45,982 26 137,786 95

Oct . 27i14
i~i5
5

/ ril16/1 8

Sept . 29/18
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14dse. F. Laborge Lanney . . . . . . . . . . Fr., . 2,201 65 ` 8 418 31
Storage, C.P.R., Antwerp . . . . . . . . It 45 85 8 71\htse . F. & H. Cnrissimo, Roubai x . . . . . . Frs . 2,976 10 565 46
Storage, C.P.R ., ant«•erp . . . . . . . . £3 8 Q . 2d. 16 72

Awiu•d . . $1,009 20
With interest at 5 ;,.c . per annum front January 10, 1920 .
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) of Part . N'1II of the

Treaty of Versailles . category (9), and i find $138,796 .15 is fair compen sation
to the claimant. «•itlt interest as above indicated .

January 18, 1927 .
JANII:S FRIEL,

Commicsioner .

'llF.C1SIU\'

Case 1277
Re Lr~t:~nt~nG Ftstt Com rvy , LtM [Tr:~t )

'I'lic clnituants : ire a\ov ii `ctitia corporation, the shareholders of which
aie all C,tnadi,►n citizen< .

The clnim i s on account of los, of a shipment, of fimL lost on the % . Stcphano,
it cargo and pst ssengcr stcanter ply ing between St . John's, Nfld ., Halifax in(]
New York, which was torpcdoctl an d sunk by it GermRn submarine off the
coast of t he United States o u a v o y agc from Iialifcts to New York on October
8. 1916 .

The goods were destined for Porto Rico and New York . The portion
de s tined for Porto Rico wa s 100 tierces of cod fish valued at $40 .00 per tierce .
l'he remainder of the shipment consisted of 59 drums of cod fish valued at
$10 .00 per druut . These tit•cre the prices at , which the goods were solcl f .o.} ) .
Halifax . There was no war ri sk im tu•ance.

M r . Win . l)ufi, \1 .P ., ntantt};ing_director of the claimant company, gave evi-
dcnce in su pport of tl le - .c h tin i }mf

' 0
rel)r ._I'ugs ley_ztt_Lunenburg, A-u gttGt_21, 1923 .

his company had not been pnicl, and have not received anything on account
of the con s ignment .

I would allow the cluitn at the .amottnt state d , $4 , 590 .00 .
The claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part t'III of the

Treaty of Versailles, c,ttcf;orv j t)I, and i find $4,590 .00 is fair compensation
to the c:laimant s , with intere st at the rate of 5 per cent per annum front
October 8, 1916, to the date of settlement .

JA\II:SFRIrL, .
CôM nii.sioner .

,1 ;iuarv 23, 1926.
1)WISIO\'

Case 1278
Rv '1.wiclcr-R & Coau,,Yxt•, Ltmrrr.n

The c•lai ma nt s , it Canadian corpora tion, are fi s h merchants and exporters
and claim on Rccottnt , of t w o shipments of fielt v in Halifax on the steamship
.4h>pr+iano, under Red Cross Line bills of lading .

'l'he ship was torpedoed b y the enenny on or about the 8th clRy of October,
1 9 16, and the shipments were los•t.

The vulues per invoices filed were $1,038 .31 and $1 :i1 .75, respectivc:l y ,
making at total of ?1,190 .06 .
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--- --Tllere--«as no- zcar-risk-insurance.-but_the-consignce, .Thotnas .titi'oodward_$.
Son, of New York, agreed to pay and did pay, to the claimants 50 per cent
of the amount of the invoices, leaving a net loss to the shippers of $595 .03,
which they claim and which should be allowed .

The claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) of Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $595.03, as compensation, with
interest at. the rate of 5 per cent, per nnnun from date of loss to date of settle-
ment . JAMES FRIEL-, _
December 9, 192 5. -- Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1279
Re, Ronl .v, ,10INr:s & WI1I12MAx

Cargo of fish of ss . Stephano, sunk by enemy submarine October 8, 1916 .
This is taken care of in Judgment by Mr . Friel - in Robins, Jones &

Whitman file, lo ss of Schr . Perce . See List No . 672 and corresponding I)ecision .

DECISION
Case 1280

It'C VERRET, tiTk:1VA2tT & COMPANY, LIMITED

This claim is on account of the loss of a shipment of coarse salt from .
Liverpool, by the ss . Manchester Conrniercc, lost when that ship was sunk
October 27, 1914 .

The goods at invoice prive were of the value of £632 16s . lld., or $3,094 .63

in Canadian money at, the time . There was no war risk insurance .
I would allow the claim at the nmount declnrecl, with interest at the rate

of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss, Oetober 27, 1914, to date of
settlement .

This claim falls within tlle Fir~t, Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty -of-Yersailles ; ccltcgorr (9),-and i find- $13,094 .0 fair- compensation . .to
the claimant company, with interest as above indicl+tecl .

JAMES FRIEL,
August 11, 1927. - Commissioner .

DECI~ION

Case 1281 -

Re ExcF.tsIOll STlrAW tiŸ'oRgs
- - - ---- -

Claimant is a Canadian . The claim is on account of the loss -of ta shipment
of goods, namely-cotton and silk ribbons consigned by French manufacturers,
which was lost when the ss . Ilesperimi was sunk by enemy action September 4,
1915 . There was no war risk insuriice .

I would allow the chim at the amount declared and proved, being the
invoice price, $568.93, plus 15 per cent for enhanced value of the goods and
expenses with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of
the sinking of the vessel, September 4, 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 $654.27 fair compensation to
clnimnnt, with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
\ovennl,er 3, 1927. Commissioner.



T11E LATE COZ+i :11It3SIONEI; PUO$LEYts DE C ISIONS tiPPROVED DY
COMMISSIONER P1tIE L

CANADIAN PROPERTY LOST IN GEIt\fANY OR OC( ;I;PII?D TERRITOR Y

('lairnant Nature of Claim

$ cte .

2,000 00
150 00

35,000 00
10, t319 54

Dccieion

1282
1283
1284
1285

1286
1287
1288
12S9

1201
1292
12 9;3
1294

1205
1290
1207
1298
1299
1300
1301
130'2
1303
1304
1305

1300
1307

1309
1310
1311
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317
1318
1319
1320
132 1

--1322
1323

1324
1325
1326

1327
1328

Bristol, Mrs. Mary I) . . . .
Murphy, Dlrs . Anna . . . . . .
Rabin, Albert Ii . . . . . . .,
)) unn, Mrs . J . J . . . . . . . . . .

(liou.:in) .

llccker, I?tnilo . . : . . . . . . .
) . J . Cusock Co ., Ltd . . . .
Yulford Drug Co ., Ltd . . .
Stocks, Mrs. Emily . . . . . .

Schmarjc, Geo . I' . . . . . .

Sack, Manuel . . . . . . . . . . . .
D . &' J . t3adlier Ji Co .,, .
Shobaz, Odishnw . . . . . . . .

Western Coin nierrial Co .,

Macintosh, Geo. ( ; . . . . . .

'Ibwler, Jlrs . \larian . . . . .
_---°_----_~ .

Ward, Mrs . Annie I3 . . . . . .
11'o4v , Thos . (dec'd) . . .
Douslikcss, Isrnel . . . . . . . .
Amdur, Nathan . . . . . . . . .
.ltndur, Mirinm . . . . . . . . .
8ilbermnnn, I'red . . . . .
l'anoudhensen, Jladeloine
1?shoo, 11ev . E. Udishoi) .
I3runt, Prof . Howard I) . .
Rowland, James I . . . . . . . .

I .td .
DlcEtiren, 5aral ~ 1~) . (dec'd )
Canada Cemcnt ('o .,Lld .

ttuhinovich fi. Itaskell,
1 .td .

11'nner, Mrs. Su-snne R .
Simard, Dr . F.niilc . . . . . .
13randsma, Iiendrik . . . . .
Dionne, Arthur . . . . . . . . . .
Macrae, John O . . . . . . . . . .
130urKcnult, Dr . l'ir(or . . .
13rad1e' Gcr . . . . . . . . . . . .
Lnnqlois, Godfrey . . . . . . .

Macintosh, (`arlton U . . .
Sickle, Richard 1'an . . . . .
Perkins, Jacob Robert . . .
Bos.euyt, Constant . . . . . .
Farrell, Mrs . Victorine . . .
Gintzburger, Dlaurice

(dee'd) .
LeClech-Gnttlin, ',%Irs, DI .
Iennings, Mrs . ➢ladeleine .
1lfenger-Morgan, Mrs . A,

if .
Tlrompson, Mn,'. 1 .usie L .
Zimmermann, Airs . W .

J .
Canadian National Rly,

Co . ((I .T .R .) .

Clothes left in Germany . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Effects lost in Gennany . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.

. . . . . . .
Damage to property in Russia . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Iuss of propcrty in Belgium Juring Gcrln.nuinvasion .

C O INl \i ISSION ER FRIF.L'S DF.CLSION S

Loss rents in Belgium (luring war . . . . . . . . . . . .
Losa business in France during %% iv . . . .
1lerchandiso seized at Antw crp, .'. ugust, 1914 .l'rnpcrty, cash, etc ., left with I3olgicw land-

)ndy ,
Claim against estate in Germa n
liciary, y as ben c-

Revenue from estate in Rus sia . . . . . . . . .
Merchandise lost ia Delgiutn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Property destruyed by Turks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Share in Germnn estate lost, duo to depro-

ciation otthe niark ,
Trunk left in Dresden w ith lnndla4 • . . . . . . . .
l'roj~erty seized by Iiolshe %•iki . . . . S , . , . , , , .
Jlerchamliso seized in 13rus els . . . . . . . . . . . . . .l'aPenecs of search for dauKhter in ltussia . . . .Dc A rvction of property in ltus ;ia . . . . . . .
Loss of rcntsin lielgiuru . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.

Property dest royed in France . . . . . . . . . .
l'ropcrty destroyed by Turks". . . . . . . . . .

.
.
.

.
.

.
.

Ellects confiscatcd in Gcrmany and :nld . . . .I~urnitun etc ., abandonecl in I'rnnce . . . . . . . .3ferchnnd,ix seized nt-Antwerp ; l'eh .28 tr;' .

Tntnk ;cized at :1nt«'crp, 191 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . .Seizuro of plates at :1ntw erp , Oct . 6'117 . . . . . .

Seizure of rnerchandise at Ant«'erp . . . . . . . . . .

Loss property, Injury health, August, 191f . . .Ifousc, furniture, etc ., Bniz~cls, 191 ,1 . . . . . . . .l'rnperty destroyed in 13elgiutn„fune, 1917 . .
Property destmycvl in BelRiu m , 1914 . . . . . . . .Property destroyed in I3elgium . . . . . . . . . . . . . .I3ooks, surgical instruments ~cize<l in ~erbin .Iloüscliold gcnds, etc ., Antwerp, 1814 . . . . . . .):Iiects seized in 13russeis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Pcrsonalefiectsand 1Ner.son . il in.jur

..
v.in .Polnnd .

Effeets and machinery sci :.cryi in P oland •, . . .
I:ffccts and fumiture seizcd in Ruutnnnia . . . .
Houee, buildings,lurniture,in l'oland . . . . . . .
Propcrty scixcxl in Relgiutn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Property seized in Iiclgiutn . . . . . . . . . . . . .
N'isiting Frnnce, abandoned belnngings, 19t t

Pro perty seized in Irance . . . .,•,, .,•,•,, .,,,
Pr»perty seized in 13ely;ium . . . . . . . ..

. at
. .

Property, furniture, etTects seizal
.

. Ant-
-erp, 1914 .

Property seized in France . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Funitmr, e(t'ects, etc ., scized in Roumania,

1917 .
Office furniture, etc ., r•eizcvl at Antwerp, 1914 .

8,000 0 0

7,000 00
12,709 52
12, 905 00

1,312,300 00

1,020 W
4,511J 0(3

25,3~K 32
0,000 00
10,500 0 0

Not stated
5,983 44

29,132 09

= otg .

Dismissed
1 .

4,500 00

Dismissed
I(

1, 000 00 1,000 00
1,393 50 1,393 50
153 12 153 12

300 00
1,S45 W

300 00
775 00

30.57 1

1,33.400
5,625 00

361 87
1,500 00
S,91t3 70

500 00
1,371 31
1,000 00
5,328 23
4,121 12
3,(il5 23

11, tt02 4S
1,700 00
2,340 00
4,168 2 1

32 75
300 00

1,015 32

t100 00
17,000 00

1,179 .Q4

3FS 00
5 . 625 00

361 87
400 00

0,000 00
500 00
500 00

11000 00
1,500 00
1,000 (10
3,615 23
6 .267 ('iY
1,000 00
2,340 00
3,000 00

32 75
300 00

1,015 32

Cœ (x)
1,000 00

279 47
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_(A',IMISLIOICF,Q rRIEL!B .DECI$IQN6

CANADIAN PROPERTY LOST IIv GERMANY OR OCCUPIED TERRITORY-Cone.

Case
No .

.1330

1331
1332

1333

1334
1335
1336
1337
1:1.38

1330
1340
1311

tJlr.iman t

Loebel, WillWin . . . . . . .. . . . . . .
Standard Imports, Ltd . .
Michael, Khamis. . . . . . . .

Constantin, 1{' . . . . . . . . . . .

Lazarus & Rosenfehl . . . . .
rJicllnnus Thomas J . . . . .
Rosonthal 11i . L . . . . . . . .
C,amenan, Îituco i,

.
: ._ . .

Canadian Pacifie Rail-
cray Co .

Surani Oilfields, Ltd . . . . .
Plachs, Adolf . . . . . . . . . . . .
Leslie, C,harles Edgar . . .

(Danielen•ier) .
Liürairie Ileauchem in . . . .

Ltd .
1liignault, Col . Arthur . . .
V andenciorpe, Chas . . . . . .

,Nature of Claim Amount
claimed

E cts.

104,317 3 7

701 69
56,377 00

Not stated

1,091 29
1,500 0 0

Not stated
2,000 00
8,105 50

Not stated

291 83

15,000 00

2-17,000 00
2,702 00

Decisio n

E ctQ .

5,250 00

701 69
3,000 00

No action

, f

1Yithdrawn

1342

1343
13d4

Seizure of property in Roumania, and loss of
life of mother and sister.

Merchandise stolen at Antwerp, 1914 . . . . . . . .
Damage to property by Turks and toss of

life of son .
Unfair as<e .vsment of damage by Serbil►n

authorities _
Goods scizc d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Loss of property in France . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Damage to itour mill in Poland . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Propert y left in Germany _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
l'ruperty losses at Antw erp . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Damage to plant and oilfields at I'rroborn . . . .
(loods seir.ed at Iiuchnrest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
l'roperty pillaged at A rniens . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Books seized in BelQium . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Business, stock and e q uipment at IIrus ,~ ls . . .
l.oss property ar.d ra~tle in 13elgium . . . . . . . . .

',027,873 98

No actio n

15,000 00 .

7,500 00
2,702 00

78,096 34

DI;CI' SION

Case 1282

RC AIRS. MARY D . BRISTOL

This is a claim for personal effects which were left in Germany by the
claimant at the outbreak of the war and which were not recovered . The amount
of the claim is $2,000 .

At_-n "sittings hèld- bëfôrë ïiie at Toronto-an May 12, 1924 ; -the- claimant -
appeared and gave evidence. She stated that she was born in Canada and is
a British subject and was visiting in Germany with her nephew prior to the
outbreak of the war, and with the assistance of friends they received permission
to leave-the country and enter Switzerland . They had, however, to Icave their
belongings behind tüem. They left all their clothing, consisting of three trunks
and a hat box, which were filled with different articles of wear, toilet silver,
valuable old lace and presents . Site values the contents of these trunks at
about q2,000. Mrs. Bristol stated_ that she did her best to trace them . They
were left in charge of a Prof . Anton I'fieffer. This man disappeared and she
has had no trace of her belongings since . A letter was received from the'
Professor sonic time ago in which lie stated that having American trunks in
his possession caused suspicion to be directed at him and lie had givcn away
most of the-clothing because the moths were getting in them .

I stated that the difficulty in this case was that the goods were not molested
or seized by the German authorities, but were entrusted by the claimant to a
friend who was obliged to dispose of thenl ._ I find, . ierefore, that this is a
claim which does not corne within the provisions of : nbx 1 of Part 8 of th e
Treaty of Versailles and I am obliged to disallow it .

WM. PUGSLDY,
Commissioner.
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DEÇISIÇ)N. .--
Ca8e 1283

Re AIRS. ANNA ;1iLRrrir

This is a claim for the value of personal belongings lost in Germany and
is for the sum of $150 .00 .

The ch ► imnnt appeared before me ► tt Toronto on May 15, 1924, and gave
evidence.

Thi" was :► n<<v claim, there being no documents on file previously and the
evidence taken ;fore me at Toronto constituted the record .

She stated she is a British subject and was born in Toronto and now resides
there. F.nrlti• .in 1914, she was touring in Europe with her two daughters aged
eighteen and twentv, respectively, ►►ncl was in the city of Berlin in the spring
of 1914, and was there when the war broke out in August of that venr. She
«•as boarding at an establishment known a s the "Pension Fischer" which is
located on Kurfurstcücl :-min street, %%•here they remained until 1914. She andI ► cr daughters ►sere allowed to leave the country b y way of Iiollnncl and return
to P.n "lnnd .

i'lley had with them in Germnn}•, six trunks and n travelling bag in which
the y had stored three travelling rut ;s and three cushions valued at $45.00: The
trunks contained various articles of clothing, underwear, china, knives and
forks, and carved articles which she had purchased at Ober Ammergau .

Mrs. llurphy had as «•ell, material of a very expensive nature which sheA'as hoping to bave made into costumes . When they left Germanv, they took
with them three trunks but, left the three remaining trunks and the . travelling
bag together with a card-board box at the Pension to be stored . They did nottake all of their belonfiinR., because of the great expense in travelling and they
were told bv the GertnanG that the war would be over by Christmaç when they
hoped to return to Berlin and claim their property .

They did not return until two years ago, that is to say about 1921, and
in the interval it was impossible to communicate with the landlady in order
to ascertain whether the belongings were safe . t'1 ►nn their return in 1921,
after some difficulty they succeeded in obtaining the trunks, travelling stick
and n enrcl-board hox which was filleci with odds and . ends . The. travelling
sack h7c1--been forced open, the cushions and rngs had disappeared and the
trunks filled with old clothing and shoes, etc . All the trunks had been opened
and many articles of value had been removed, including many carving pieces
and the two pieces of material which she valued so highly out of which she was
to have had costumes made .

She valued the n► i"ing article.:, at $150.00. (It is not clear to tne whether
this $150.00 is mennt to include the $45 .00 being the value of the rugs and
cushions above stated, or whether it is just the value of the articles missing
from the three trttnkz .

) The claimant. is convinced that the seizure of these articles was done b y
the German police because before they left Germnny the police had come and
searched the belongings of n Russian who had been staying at the house with
them .

The claimant also related a number of distressing circumstances in con-
nection with her stay in Berlin after the outbreak of war, particularly with
reference to the inconvenience caused her because she had no money, her
Letter of Credit being of no value there .

I expressed in opinion that the difficulty in this case would be to bring
the loss within the cntegorieg of Annex I to Part VIII of the Treaty, and I
am obligeci to disallow this claim there being no evidence that, the cÎaimnnt's
property was seized by the Germnn authorities .

WM. PUGSLEY,
Commissioner.

A,
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Case 1284

R C ALnERT H. RAnIx

The claimant was born in Russia on the 16th April, 1881, and became
n naturalized British subject on the 14th December, 1908, having been natural-
ized in the Transvaal, as appears by n certified copy of the certificate of
Naturalization of that colonv .

On the certificate of l~'aturnlizntion, it is stated that the claimant " is
naturalized as n British Subject in the Transvaal, and that . lie is entitled to all
the rights, powers, and privileges and is subject to all obligations to which
n natural born British Subject is entitled or subject in this Colony . "

The claimant became a resident of Cannda in the year 1911 but was not
naturnlized in-the -Dominiorr:

The claim is for the destruction by the Germany Army, of a hotel, brewery,
and attached buildings, also the equipment and movable property, valued by
the claimant at 50,000 roubles, stated to be equivalent to $435,000 .00 in Cnna-
dian money ,based on the pre-war value of a rouble.

In the claimant's declaration, it is stated that the property destroyed .was
in the town of Alexandron•skoe, in the County of Ro=scini, Province of Kovno,
Rus . ia, but in the evidence it is stated to have been in the City of Neustadt,
Lithuania, which the witne~s stated, at the time belonged to Russia .

No explanation was given in the difference of the names where the pro-
lTrty was alleged to be situated .

The clnimant was examined as nwitness and testified that after his
naturalization in South Africa, he remained thcre until 1910, after which lie
vent to the . City of Neustndt, Lithuania, and stayed there until 1911, when lie
came to Canada .

He states that when he arrived in his old birth-place, he found his people
had a brcivery as well as a hotcl but not complete. He s;ys they sold it to him
and thnt he completed it . He clid quite an extensive nmount of building, and
hc.buill . up the-place in . 191-1 and- left it in charge of his brother to tnke care
of it . He "Ys it «•ns sold to h : . He claims that he paid"liis frïttiér nbhüt
12,000 roubles for the hotel, that he continued b~ailding it and that it cost
him about 20,000 roubles to complete. He also says he paid 8,000 roubles
for the brewery and spent over 20,000 roubles bn I . . He also says that the
plnccï -wns in 1895 burned down, and his people stai•ted to rebuild the place,
got stuck for money and could not continue and that after lie returned from
South Africa, he bought, the place and completed it .

Copies of certificates were filed purporting to be signed by the Chief of
Police and other citizens of Neustadt, as to the value of the buildings and
stating that the claimant was the owner of the brewery but there was no
certificate filed as to his being the owner of the hotel .

There was, however, the evidence of the claimant's sister who had remained
in \'eustadt and was there when the war broke out but who was at the time
of the taking of the evidence in Montreal, corroborating the testimony of the
claimant that her brother was the owner of the hotel and brewery .

A peculiar feature of the case was that no Title Deeds conveying the pro-
perty to the claimant were produced nor was there any correspondence between
the claimant and his father or brother nor any vouchers showing the monies
paid .

As to the Title Deeds, the claimant stated they had been left at the
ltegistry 0flice and were destroyed .



I Tbe eyjdençe,of _tite cltiintunt's_ ~istçr,, ~yas tltttt the. Germans bombarded __ .i ►e Ctty of i~cu statlt, early in March, 1915, and sct fire to the place anddestroyed the hotel and brewery .
Another witness, 11 1r. Samuel Talpus of :1loutrcal, was examined on behalfof the claimant and s wore that lie knew of the property of Mr. Rabin inNeustadt, very well . He spoke of the hotel which lie said must have been300 or 400 feet long and also of the brewery and other buildings . He statedthat lie left Russia in 1895, therefore, his evidence w ith regard to the hoteland brewery must have been based entirely upon his know ledge long before itwas alleged that the claimant became the owner. He also stated that lie hadhad a report from his own people since, who pointed out that up to the time

of the war, it was the most prosperous establish pnent in the city .At the hearing it was stated tbat an affidavit would be produced from theclaimant's brother in Neustadt, substantiating the facts of the claim and
çorrouornting theSttitemcut ii„tde_by Mr. Rabin that lie was the -owner of theproperty, but no such nf - 'avit has been submitted .

On the 16tb of Ap.i,, 1924, my Secretary wrote to the o'.aimant's counsel,A . W. Muhlstock, Esq., of ]N Iontreal, stating :-
" I ha v e the honour to advise that the n ia tter of the claim for repi :ration made byMr. Rabi,i his been receiving consideration by the Comtnis s ioner and 1 am instructed byh, .n to tsrite to you to advise that the evidence so far produced is ve ry uns3tidactory forthe purpose of establishing a good claim .

~n ll
L

n~i ~Î treal on $eptember 19th~ when► y ou to wil
l referMr. Rabin remeniter it was~t1 c

g
inteentivnt+1 produce an allid ;n•it from the claimant's brother corroborating the facts. The Commi&-sioner pointed out that it would be of ve ry great ► mportance to have this affid a vit coveringthe size of the building, how uuu i y acres comprised the , .operty and the size of the hoteland its contents . It would also seem essential that documentary evidence be furnished ofthe tranafer of this property fron, the father to the pre s ent claimant ." hro m the evidence it would appear that the transfers were registered with the Regis-try Office and it would appear that it would be a reasonable matter to procure a copy ofthe trarl_fer duly certilied by the Registr3r . It would also be well for you to furnish infor-mation as to whose name the property was asse,`ed in, immediately prior to the Germaninva sion of that part of Ruw ia .

"'This step is es,entful in order to show the propert y w hich is the nhject of this claimbelon w-, to a British subject resident in Canada .
I may r,ay, that untNl sati.sfactory evidence is pradnced upon all thcw p oint ,- , the nmtterof this claim will have to stand over ."

I t►m ttnablc to find from the evidence that it has been satisfactorilyestablished that the property aIlebed to have been destroved, was o wned by theclaitnant . If it was really owned by him instead of the transaction in factbeing that the clnimant had advanced monies to a ssi st his family in the re-building and operation of the hotel and bre wery, one would have thought that .either the Title Decds or Certificate of the Registrar, or an affidavit of theclaimant's brother as promised, would have been produced in order to substan-tiate his claim .
1-lad I been sati s fied that the evidence sho wed that the claimant had the

title to the propert y ttc s trovccl, there would have arisen another question,nnmely, as to wbethe : the claimant, rel y ing as he does upon n Certi ficate ofNaturalization, in thr,Transvaai, which only entitles him to the rights, powers,
and privileges to which a natural born British subject is entitled in that Colony ,would give me jurj sdiction to make an allo wance to him for property destroyedin his bictl ► place in Russia ; however, as I am not prepared 1o recommend theallowance of his claim upon the prounds of the in sufliciency of the evidence,the determination of tltc; effect of the naturalization in the Transvaal is not
mnt o rial .

WILLIA?1Ç PUGSLEY ,

Coin missioner.
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DECISION- ...

Case 1285

Re MRS . MARIE GIbRaFTTE DUNN-HOUSBI N

Claimant is a Belgian woman married December 24, 1919, to a Canadian
soldier, a member of the First Contingent who remained in Belgium after the
war and is now employed there with the Imperial War Graves Commission .

Claimant owned and occupied a house in the village of Neuve-Eglise,
where she carried on a grocery business . This house and, premises were
damaged when the village was taken by C3erman troops April 10, 1918, and the
stock of goods in her store and her furniture were carried off or destroyed by
acts of the enemy. Her claim for war damages under the Treaty was dis-
allowed by the Belgian tribunal by reason of her having become a British sub-
ject . -It - was then referred to -the- Briti sh Commission who rëturned it to Bel-
gium for assessment, and afterwards sent the file to this Commission .

The late Commissioner disallowed the claim on the ground that neither
claimant nor her husband was a resident of Canada and I agreed, but recent
information from claimant's husband and from the Commandant of the War
Graves Commission is to the effect that I)unn is employed in the care of graves
of Canadian soldiers, and that when his work is over he will return to Canada
to live . Such being the case and under the circumstances generally I would
recommend compensation . The actual value of the property destroyed at the
last civic valuation in 1914 was accepted by the Belgian Commissaire d'Etat
at Frs . 23,669 .41 . I would disregard his assessment for Remploi, which means
under their law multiplying the actual value by a coefficient of 3, 4 or 5 as the
case may be, for replacement .

I think that the sum of $4,500 .00 will be fair o ompensation to the claimant
with interest it 5 per cent per annum from April 10, 1918, to date of settle-
ment.

This claim falls within the First Annex to Sr - tion (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, Category (9), and I find $4, ,M)0 .00 fair compensation to
claimant with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL,
I)ereniber 12, 1927. Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1286

Re EJ[II,E BECKER

Claimant is a native of Belgium, who was naturalized as a British subject
within Canada in 1911 .

He claims on account of lo~s of rents, during the war, of properties in
Belgium in which lie had an interest. By reason of the war and German
occupation, some of the properties went unoccupied and tenants of other
properties did not pay their rent .

It was notified to the claimant by the late Commissioner that the damages
in his claim, being for loss of rent, were indirect consequences of conditions of
war and as such did not come within any of the categories of the First Annex
to Section (I) Part VIII of the Treaty of Versailles, or within the scope of this
Commission, and that the claim would therefore have to be disallowed, wit h
which finding of Dr . Pugsley I agree .

JAMES FRIEL,
April 27, 1926 . Commissioner.
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DECISION

Case 1287
Re TIIE J. J . (;USACK COMPANY LIIIITED

(In liquidation)

This company was forced into liquidation by the fact that the principal
directors were subject to military service by the French Government and
obliged to leave for Frar.ce on the declaration of war .

The controlling inteicsts in the company were held by French shareholders .
The French markets were closed to the company and their . capital absorbed
and their credit with their local bank closed owing to the prolonged absence
of the company's directors who were mobilized throughout the duration of the
war.

I regret. that there is nothing this Coi7inii,,sion can do in respect of this
claim, which was not pressed further, on explanation to the claimants . Their
losses were business losses, not caused directly by enemy act and the claim
does not come within any of the categories of the First Annex to Section (I)
Part VIII of the Treaty, and, is, tierefore, disallowed .

JAM',?S FRIEL ,

DECISION

Case 1288

Re PGLFURD DRCO COMPANY, LIMITE D

Claimants are it Canadian corporation.
The claim is on account of the loss of a shipment of perfumes and toilet

preparations from Gladstone R_ Company, Paris, France, July, 1914 . The goods
were shipped front Paris via Antwerp and were lying there for transportation
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company line to Canada . The goods were lost
when the Germans took Antwerp . The claimants refused to pay for the goods
is they wanted them shipped via Cherbourg and they were not out of pocket in
the transaction . If anyone has a claim, it is the firm in France and they would
have to collect through their own Gqverllment .

This claim is disallocvéd .

\Iarrh 18, 1926 .
JAMES FRIEL ,

- Comnaissioner.

DECISION

Case 1289

Re M RS. EM ILY FRANCES STOCK S

Claimant is the widow of the Rev . Philip Stocks, a British subject, who was
Chaplain of the Chu-ch of the Resurrection in Brussels before the war . He and
his wife were iii Scotland when the war broke out and did not return to Belgium,
but came to Canada .

Mr. Stocks put a claim into the British Public Trustee's Office for stipend
due him by his church in Belgium, and for furniture, pictures, china, books, plate,
private papers, etc . Mr. Stocks being (lead the claim was put into the British
Foreign Re paration Claims Department by Mrs . Stocks in 1919, and wns- trans-
ferred by that Department to this Commission .
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Mrs. Stocks filed a statutory declaration form by which it appears that the
Reverend Mr . Stocks and she were in Perth, Scotland, when the war broke out
and that they could not get back to Belgium or communicate with their friends
there for two years. They had to employ solicitors to sell their furniture to } .ay
the rent, and the claim is in part for the two years' rent they had to pay
although not using thcir . home. Some of their personal effects were afterwards
rcturned to them .

Claimant is to he sympathized with on account of her loss, but it is not one
that can be attributed to direct enemy action . The Germans, so far as the,
record shows, did not take hcr property or destroy it, and they did not moles',
her husband or herself personally .

There is nothing about the claim that brings it within the authority of thii
Commission . It does not come within any of the categories of the First Annex
to Section (1), Part VIII, of the Treaty of Versailles, and I will have to dis-
allow it .

JAMES FRIEL ,

April 28, 1926. Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1290

- - ----Re-Groxar: F Bcr3uA~-- ----

Claimant is a British subject, naturalized in Canada . He was born in
Germany in 1908 . He claims for "property and cash left by my mother in a
Will presumably confisr,ted by German Government-total value between
$7,000 and $8,000 . "

There is nothing in the record to give further information, and on the face
of it :'the claim is not one which comes within any of the categories of the First
Annéx to Section (I), Part VIII, of the Treaty of Versailles, and it is not within
the scope of this Commission . I would therefore disallow it without prejudice
to its being taken up again if there is any further information .

JAMES FRIEL,
May 12, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1291

Re MANUF.L SAC K

Claimant in his decliuation made January 15, 1919, states he is a British
subject naturalized in Canada and the owner, with his brother Benjamin G .
Sack, also a British subject naturalized in Canada, of .real estate in the town of
Abely, Russia, valued at $7,000 .00, the same being administered by a trustee
in the owners behalf, who collected the rents and other revenue and forwarded
the same to claimant in Canada up till a short time before the outbreak of
hostilities .

Claimant states ti :at Early-in-the fall of 1915, the town of Abely wa, invaded
by the enemy who seized everything and lie never heard anything as to the dis-
position of his estate .

Claimant was given notice of the different hearings by this Commission in
;ViontretAl . In respect to the hearing of June 19, 1923, lie wrote lie was unable to
be present as he required five or six months to obtain the necessary_evi.dence in
support of his claim,- since the documents, left in the hands of the trustee
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administering his estate, were lost in the melee resulting from the Germans
invading the town and that he had not heard since from his trustee, Claimant
was given further notice of the hearing in Montreal, of October, 1925, and did
not present himself or give any reason for his absence .

The claim, indefinite in the declaration and not supported by evidence, or
further proceeded with by the claimant, is disallowed .

JAMES FRIEL,
August 10, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1292

Re D . & J . SADI.IEP. & CO NSPAr Y

The claim is for damages against Germany for books, type set plates and
brass dies, which were, on August 4, 1914, with Messrs . Brepols, of Turnhout,
Belgium, and--on account of the possession of Belgian territory by Germany,
claimants were tinable to get possession of their goods .

The claim filed is on the form of the Foreign Claims Office, trading with the
enemy, and the affidavit attached, sworn October 29, 1920, states simply that :

Henry"E. 11'a11, carrvinF on business under the name of `D. & J. Sadlier & Company,Rcai5:tercct' has a claim for twelve thotsand reven hundred and nine dollars and fifty-two_t312,709L21_Againatthe- 0 erman -Govvmmenk~ "
Notice of the different sittings of the Commission in-Montreal, were duly

given claimnnts, who were not represented at any of the hearings, and there is
nothing further on record in respect of the claim, which is hereby dismisseci .

JAMES FRIEL,August 10, 1926 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1293

Re ODISiiAw SIiABAZ

The claimant was born in the City of t'rtnia, Persia, about the year 1855 .
He vine to Canada in 1905 and was naturalized in the District Court of Battle-
ford in De~ember, 1908 . He had been preceded to Canada by his son and
brother, and apparently aFmall colony of neighujurs who had homesteaded .
'l'hey are AQs, .-•ians .

The claimant took a homestead in 1905 nnd worked with brother. These
people seem to work and own by families . ]:'.e went hack to Prrsia in 1909 and
bought land and built a house in Urmia . ]Io had retained his vineyard and
orchard and all the impletnents used in that ,Itltry for farming on•ned by him
when lie left Persia, and according to the recore still has them . He proceedea
to build a home there with the idea of getting his family together again . They
were to go back and live in Persi ;t . Before leaving Canada lie raised a loan of
$1,000 .00 on his quarter -section and took the money with him. Afterwards the
brother -old the claimant's cattle and sent the money to him . Later lie solü a
half section of land And sent the money to claimant . The brother sent $2,700 .00
from the sale of other farm lands and $900.00 from the stile of a lot in Battle-
ford. The son also sent him 8900.00. This was all contributed by the family
tolYardF the home in Persia that was to be established by the claimant.-The-
chiimant built a suitable re-icience for the family which was rented in part and
which lie claims was destroyed by the Turks during the war, although there was
no direct evidence given of that fact .
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He claims to have maintained his Canadian citizenship by going every year
to the British Consul and having his naturalization certificate revised . The
claimant said he wanted to keep his British naturalization in order to save his
neck . It seeins to .have been quite useful for that purpose, and in this claim lie
seeks to make it profitable in a material way . He became naturalized in Can-
ada in order to homestead and acquire property . He disposed of that property
and took the Canadian money to Persia where lie invested it in buildings and
a home with the intention of gathering his family around him and remairiing in
Persia and not returning to Canada . His property was destroyed in some way
during the war, probably by the Turks as alleged, and lie comes back to this
country and presents his claim for $12,905 .00 . Incidentally we have informa-
tion from Persia that one-half the amount would cover the damages. The
claimant seeks to get further Canadian money to take back, no doubt, to his
home in Persia . I do not think lie has any such right by naturalization or other-
wise . It seems to me that notwithstanding his calls on the British Consul lie
was still, in Persia, a Persian subject .

The terms of my commission authorize me " to assess all claims of British
subjects resident in Canada," and the interpretation of the words has been
taken to be claims of British subjects resident in Canada at the time thé injury
was sustained. There may be cases in which I would suggest departing from
such . a restricted interpretation, but this case is not one of them .

I would diQnllow this dnim .
.TA'MF~S FRIEL,

DECISION

Casé 1294

Re MRs . MARiAN H . TOWLER

This claim is on account of loss of an inheritance . Claimant is a British
subject born in England . Her father was a native of Germany who was natural-
ized in England but returned to Germany and remained there, resuming hip
German nationality, and it is on account of claimant's share in her deceased
father'e estate in Germany, which seems to have been lost on account of the
depreciation of the mark, that this claim has been put forward .

It does not come within the provisions of the Reparation section of the
Treaty of Versailles, that is to say, of the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII
of the Treaty, and there is apparently nothing that this Commission can do for
Mrs . Towler . The claim will have to be disallowed .

JAMES FRI EL,
April 28, 1926 . Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1295

Re MRs. ANNIE BooTH WARD

This claim is on account of the loss of a trunk containing furs and otber
personal effects and clothing left in Dresden, Saxony, a month or so before the
outbreak of the war . The goods, valued by the owner at $1,020, were tleft in
the care of the m'rstress of the pension where Mrs . Ward and her daughters had
been boarding . The woman died in the beginning of 1917 and the goods_ were
sold by her executor. All efforts to trace them after the armistice were
ineffectual .

ascor-sa
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There is no contention in this case that the goods were seized or disposed
of by the enemy, the basis of the claim being that after the war broke out ., the
owner was forced to let the goods remain at the pension as they could not be
removed out of the country and subsequently disposal seems to have been the
net of an individual, the solicitor and executor of the estnte of the deceased, who
sold the goods tinder the misapprehension that they belonged to her estate .

'I'hey were not carried off, seized, injured or de-stroyecl by enemy act, using
the worcls of category (9) .

I do not see that I can (lo anything but disallon• this claim . This is donc
with some reluctance as it seems to have been first filed with the Clearing Office
in 1920, who could, I think, have dealt with it through the office of the Enemy
1)cl ► ts C'ommit!ce . JAMES FRIEL.
l h► l,n ► st 6, 1926 . Commissioner.

I)i+:CISION

Case 1296
Re 'l'i ►oM .ts \\'oLSH.v (ne('r:,ts}.n )

Thomas Wolsey was it native of the town of Petrolia, Ontario . He was
employed as ►u ► oil driller b y the Anglo-Ru~sinn Oil Company in the I3 ►tku Dis-
trict in the southeast of Russia at the tinte of the outbreak of the (treat War .
This towpany was operating oil properties in th .:t District . Wolsey continued
at--hi .--~~ork_~ciÙi_tlicsumpn►tLiu t1►~iiéi I)istriet tih(o the tinie when the
pt•e,,-ent Russian ( ;overmncnt seized tlle properties . They stripped hini of all of
his belonging-z . He eventuslly got aw ►ty front the District as a reiugee and
succeeded in making his way to Bagdad, but-wits in an absolutely destitute con-
dition when lie .ri•iveil there . Ilir was afterll•ard, employed by the Anglo Per-
~i ju l Company in their Persian Uil Fields and died there in 1921 . His widow
was returnecl to Canada by the Anglo Pcrsili) Company and her claim on
account of loss of property by her husband was pre :ented informally to the
I)epartrne ► rt 4 the Secretary of State of Canada by \Ieasrs . Monerieff &
Woodrow, SoliAtors of Sarnia, Ontario, front whose letter the above statement
of facts is gathemd . The claim seems also to have been pre~entcd to the British
iutho-ities . No formal declaration was filed with this Commission . Nothing
'irlhor =~~~»e co have been done in the matter . Inquiry from the solicitors soli-
cits the fact that Mrs . Wolsey, widow of the deceased, has re-married and moved
with her husband to Detroit . The damage seems to have been done by the
Russian Government, which would take the case out of the jurisdiction of this
Comnii,~sion .

For the purposes `of our records, this claim in so far as it has been pre-
sented is dlsIDlssed without prejudice to its being taken up again if it can be
shown that it is a proper claim for our consideration .

MIMES FRIEL,
September 7, 1926. Commissioner.

I)RCISION

Case 1297

Re ISRAEL I)OtSHi{FSs

Doing business under the registered name of Columbia Leather Company

Claimant was born in Kovna, Poland . I-ie emigrated to Canada in 1914 .
He was nbturalized in Canada. November 28, 1922 .

, On July 18, 1914, claiment-shipped 7 cases of upper leather frôm London
to Brussels to be stored awaiting his arrival. The outbreak of hostilities pre-

4;
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vented his going to Brussels and consequently the goods remained in the «•are-
bouse . On I)ecelnber 31, 1917, the German authorities seized the same and
gave a receipt .

Claimant asks compensation .
lir. Dou~6kc ss i~ as not a Canadian national or British subject at the time

of taking of his goods and for that reason his claim cannot be allowed by this
Commission .

JA,\IES FRIF.L,

I)ecembcr 1, 1926. - Comnn issionér.

I)I :CISIUN

Case 1298

!<'C NATIIA\ A ,%InI' R

Claimant is of Russian origin and came to Canada with his w ife and took
up re s idence in Montreal in Augu~t, 1913 . I-le became a naturalized British sub-
ject in Caivida, March 9, 1917, and on the 2nd October, 1919, a certificate of
naturalization was issued him t:nder the new Naturalization Act .

He clain is for expenses which he incurred in making trips to Europe in mi
effort. to trace his daugbtcr who vas left in Russia with relatives when lie and
his w ife came to Canada .

- Tbi~clain~ ~~zs 1 ►e:ird-beforc_the late_Com►ui~~ioner~n_\S4ntrcal~epiembcr,
1923, who was of the opinion that a s the invasion (by the German army) which
caused the child to be taken by relati ves from the v illage of Vishky, took place
upwards of two yeiu•s before the claimant became a British subject, the claim
could not be considered and sbould be dis a llowed .

I agree with this judgment .
The claim is disallowed. JAIIES FRIEL,

December 2, 1926. - Conimissioner.

DECISION

Case 1299

Re M IRI AM ANtDUR

Mrs. Amdur is the wife of the preceding clr,imnnt, Nathan Amdur, who came
to Canada from Russia Auguit 9, 1913, with his wife the present ctainyant, and
was naturalized in Canada March 9, 1917.

Mrs. Amdur claims for destruction of property owned by lier consisting of
a house and premises in the village of Vishky, in the county of Dvinsk . As the
result of the capture of said village by the Germc .n army, claimant's propèrty
was completely destroyed after first being pillaged of all its contents . She claims
compensation on that account .

This claim was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal September
1923, who held that as the invasion took place immediately after the commence-
ment of war and lasted for upwards of two years before claimant's husband
became it naturalized British subject, the claim could not be considered and I
agree witb this judgment .

The claim, is, therefore, disallowed .

Decëmber 2, 1926.
62901-2Sj

JAMES FRIEL, _
Commiesioner.
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DECISION

Case 1300

Re I' RF.n SII.nF.R N fA N X

Clt,imant i s n Canadian horn at. W indsor, Ont A rio, in 1877, and for that
reason his claim originally referred to the British Reparation Claims Depart-
n i ent, was transferred to this Commission .

The basis of the clnini is the loss of rent on certain propert y belonging to~
e laimant in Belgium owing to war conditions . The property itself was not
injured nor was it, sequestrated .

Claimant was informed by the British Dep,.rtment that had his claim been
considered by thetu, an award could not have been made from their funds as the
lo -s or damage complained of is not such as is contcmplated in Annex ( I), of the
Reparation Clause of the Treaty of Versailles .

I think that decision correct and the claim so far as this Commission is con-
cerned, is disallowed .

JAMES FRIEL,
February 4, 1927 . Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 1301

RC I:TAt)ELEI NI -VANüiTDHENStrF.T\ )_R'IFE aF- AIAIE GALARtiEAU_
.___-__ .__-_

Claimant was born at Bailleul, North of France, May 22, 1886. She
married Galarneau, a Canadian soldier at Havre, October 8, 1918 . Her claim
is for war damages on account of the destruction of lier household goods and
effects and merchandise and furniture in her perfumery shop, when Bailleul
was taken by the Germans. The claim was submitted to the British Repara-
tion Claims Department in October, 1920, who sent it to the French Repara-
tions Department. An official reported on it as follows :-

C/3420/P2 . _J.W.F:, ---
REPORT AND ASSESSMENT French 140 .

Mn, M . J . V . GALARNEAU .
nee Vanoudheusden ,
144 rue de la Gare, -

Bailleul ,

Seat of damage--aF above .
Amount claimed-Franca 53,600. -
This is one of the claims which was returned to the F.mbasay in February, 1923, under

the a .nnnption that it would be dealt with by thé French authorities, owing to this French-
born claimant having acquired British nationality since the date of damage .

When Mr. Suva ealted however, the claimant was about to forward the copy ° Extrait
de la decision" which will Le found in the file, together with the letter from the Directeur
de la Dette In®crite, explaining that the credit is annulled on account of her British
nationality .

The sum allowed for Perte Subie only was francs 30,b00 or £1 j120 ; the whole of the
claim is for moveable property and therefore the question of Frais Supplementaires does
not arise . The claimant appears to occupy a position which readily supporta this aesess-
ment . and, at present owns a first-clam perfumery establishment . The assessnent subject
to the usual satisfaction as to her husband's nationality is accordingly £1,220.

J . W. FLAVEGL,

27 Sept ., 1924 .

The documents were transmitted to this Commission through the Office
of the High Commissioner for Canada in December, 1924 .

The claimant writes that her husband was a resident in Canada before
the war but she does not know where he lived . He enlisted at Ottawa in
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1914, and went to France, she thinks, w ith the Second Contingent. He and
she returned to Canada in 1919, their address being then Avenue de Hotel de
Ville, lfontreal . A later addre ss was 90 rite Irenne, St. Henri, near Montreal .

They ►•ettu•ned to France in August, 1922. There is no communication from
the hu sband on the record .

I do not think I would recommend any allowancc in this case. Claimant
has no Canadian domicile . Compensation has been recommended in a few
cases of French and Belgian women who married Canadian soldiers and who
came to Canada with them an& are living here . Any special consideration
uneriteti by this case should be given by the French Government, not by-ours .
Under these circumstances I would disallow the claim .

JAMES FRIEL,

February 5, 1927. Commissioner.

1)ECISIOr

Case 1302

Re Rt•.v. Fs ►►oo On►stloo EsE ► o o

The following is taken from a memorandum filed on bchalf of clai ► nant :-

The Reverend E . O . Eshoo was born in Urumia . Pnreia, on January 15th, 1 860. Iiis

father, Idishoo hsho,, . was an Assyrian Cfiristian Minister who received his education

through the American Presbyterian Mission in Urùmia ru id who serval in this Mission as

a Missionary until the time of death . Reverend E. 0. F shoo was educated in the Pers-ia n
rxhoo[s and received his higher education in Persia under Rev. Dr. J . H. Shedd of the

-American-Presinterian--Mis3ion: =-He--tsttgtjt--fn--t-ha--M igsion_-High_Schoo)s-for-iLb6 ► six _
years, during which time he also preached . He was ordained as a Deacon about 1887 .

When about thirty years of age he got the idea of coming to America to continue hi s

education . He left hif wife and children with his father in Abajalu (near Unxnia) and
came to Toronto, where he entgred Knox College in September,' 1890 . He was naturalized
as a British subject in 1893 in Toronto-and lraduated from Knox College in 1894. ity
special permission of the General Assembly which met in 8t . John, New Brunswick, lie was

ordained and rëturned to Persia as .a Miesionary aupported by the Persian MiLsionary Com•
mittee which had been formed for his support under the Chairmanship of Rev . Win . Cave.n .

D .D. Robert Kilgour, Esq., was Treasurer of the Committee. From this Committee lie
received about $M.00 a year which was strflicient to support him as a native pastor . U1"I
his return to Peraiis lie was appointed to do general evangelistic work ndthout a rrpiccial
chaike by the American Preqb.yterian Mission . He also had the general ovetvight of the
nati,,e churcheF under the Synod of Uru2nia, About three years after the death of Rev .

Dr. ,1 . H . Shedd, Air . F_hoo «'as elected Moderator of the S}•nod, first in 1899 and again in

1 902 . In 1904 Mr . Eshoo returned to Canada on furlough and he returned to Persia in
19U3. Upon his return lie continued his work and in addition to what, is mentioned above,
lie established schools . By 1913 lie supported about twelve of these schools. In this work,
and indeed for his other services also, he was not paid a :;alary by the American PreEM•-
trrian Mi,-ion . The only support they, gave him was to the extent of providing him for
two years with a borse. -

In 1 913, he came to Canada again to report on his work in person . Upon the death of

I)r . Cnvan, Rev- Dr. D. McTavish was appointed Chairman of the Persian Mis4ionary
Committee and in 1914 Dr . Albert H . Abbott was appointed Seoretary-Treasurer of the
Committee . Mr. ;'sshoo was in Canada at the time of the oulbreak of war and as soon ns
possible after this returned to Persia, leaving Toronto early in 1915 and travelling by way
of Iitissia . I)uring his stay in Toronto his naturalizution had been renewed in 191 5 under

the new naturalization Apt .
Mr . F.ehuo â father died in 1908 and as Air. N ehoo had supported him in his old age,

lie inherited two properties from him, both in Abajalu--one a vineyard and another pasture
land for cattle . By trading in company with others, he succeeded before 1913 in n .quirinR
other properties. One of these was a vineyard in Karagos . and another in Ada, part of
which was vineyard, and additional property in Aàajalu . His houee and land in Untmia
had been purchased upon his first return from Canada in 1 896 . His trading consisted of the
purchase and sale of wheat, raisins . etc ., and'in the purchase of rugs, which he pont for sale
to friend .4 in America .

In addition to the property inherited by Mr . Fshoo in Urumia, he inherited from his
father, in 19Q8, two villages in the Province of Npchia, Kurdistan, Turkey-Nerdoo.sha and

llaria . nnd on the death of his mother in 191 6, a third village in the Province of Gawar,
Kurdistan-Nanoonan .

, .

.}'



The income from his land was used to extend his mission work by eatablishintç rehools,
tu►.yinR teachery, etc.. and to this any contributions whioh he received front Canada were
applicd. He created many openings for the establishment of other schools but the out-
break of war prevented the actual opening of these.

Lshoo acted as it christian missioner in Urumia from 1894 to 1918 when
he was compelled to leave Urtuuin on account of the invasion of the Turks
it is stated .

The statement goes on to say that when claimnnt was forced to leave
Urumin lie made such dispositions for the care of his property as was pos-
~ible and deposited his household effects which were to the value of 3700
toonutns, with a neighbour, who it is elaimed disposed of the goods mostly at
Tabriz .

He liroceedecl south to I-inmadnn NvitL other refugees and from there to
Bagdad and by way of Basra, India and Japan, he reached Canada in 1921 .
IIc vent to the United States where he had two sons and Inter came back to
Canada where he engaged in work of the Presbyterian church .

In ndeclarntion of clnim on our form, at Vancouver, February 9, 1922 .
he claimed for property destroyed by the Turkish troops in the capture of
Urumia, Persia, and during the occupation of the said city (owing to my
being a christian and British subjcet) . The ;tmotrt of the clnim is $27,737 .40
and accrued interest on certain loans $1,394 .69 . (The accrued interest referred
to means interest on lonns by the claimant at 14 per cent and 15 per cent
which we were told was the current rate in that country) . The claim is
bxsed on the actual value of the properties destroyed, purchase value of th e

--- ha rnt-notv- V ,tlueless-to-the-clnimnnt-nnrl-nmount-of-nioney,-pritïei~txl-nncl-intciesï
lonned and now irrecoverable .

The nature of the property-16 houses (see list for pnrticulars-houschold
furniture-vineyar(ls-ditches-hnrns, shed and implemcnts-wall, ^flrried olf
injured or destroyed b y the enemy behvicen the 31st August, 1918, and the end
of the wnr .

The list referred to is as follows :-

1 . My house de~stroycd in the city .
. Kr.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25,000
2. My household, including-

2 .:o[ns, walnut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500
2 round tables, walnut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500

24 chairs.-cach 4} toomans . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . L .OSO
I drawers, walnut .. 150
4 trunk.~, full of clothing, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 .500
2 large wooden stores . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 280
6 large boxes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120
1 kitchen ,tove . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,200
4 heating stoves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120
1 sewing machine . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . t300
9 sets of bedding and beds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,980
8 pairs curtains . . . : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 240

cooking utensils, dishes, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 450
forks, knivc,,A . table cloths and napkins, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 690

4 hand-made table cloths . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 250
3 semawars with traye, e t c .. 450
4 copper najaahics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 180
5 copper kaz:mQ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 210. . . . . .
2 big clocks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 190
6 c,irpets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500
6 lamps : . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 220
3 hand-drawn large pictures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 450

carpentcr's tools . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 300
house ornaments, i .e ., flower dishes, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 500
My library, containing :

500 volumes of books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7.500
9 oid manuecripts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,300
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Kr .

1 of u%•illage, including 14 houses, ruined . .
45 Ô
49,00

0 1.500 ditches of vineyards deatroyed, each ditch at 30 krs . .••
3~920 yards of wall around the vineyards, width i yard by height of 31 yards

1 summer cottage . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,
154

My money with interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 01,600

2 cowg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . 9 90l)

t10 khoudkarie of raisine .. •• " ~~
500 kharwars of wood, each kharwar 4 5 krs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~~
C)heff (or Bussar) 2,500

45 kharwars of wheat . . . . . . 3,500
huy and youja . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Grand total . . . . . . . . 277,374

(Kronen was said to be worth 10 cents .)

This claim was before the late Commissioner at Toronto, May 6, 1924,

when Dr. Albert Abbott General Secretary of the Red Cross Society represented
claimant who was not present and gave evidence . He said that claimant was

undoubtedly a resident of Urumin . As to the raid in which the property was

alleged tô - have been destroyed,-Dr . Abbott said it was a raid between the
Kurds and the Turks but lie could not say they belonged to the Turkish army .

Witness said they apparently burned everything. He says that the raiders
came down on account of the war and largely because they felt-that a great
portion of Urumia sympathized with the Allies . It was only the Christians

they were really after .
Claimant was a very important man because he was recognized as a British

Qubjectan(l-usecl-a-lettcr-from-the-I3r_itiGh Consul that he was able to have
access to the Duke of that particular Province and interest him in- the con-
ditions, and in that way the Russian Army was sent down to protect them .

When the Revblution came the Russian troops withdrew . - Claimant and his

family had to flee . They went south to Ramadan and a British forcb was
placed there and when they were compelled to withdraw, they were told to
remain in Persia and take their chances or they would give them safe conduct
into Mesopotamia . They chose the latter because even yet the Mohammedans
are so powerful that the Christinns have no chance. Dr. Abbott understood
from the Christians that all Reverend Eshoo's property was absolutely des-
troyed as a result of hostilities .

As to the responsibility, lie says that "I am afraid the whole Germany is
only partially accountable J or this thing . Persia was not at war. It w,as
simply a raid on people who were recognized as sympathizing with the Allies,
and they were picked out on that account . "

Claimant himself appeared before the present Commissioner at a sittings
held at Toronto, October, 1925. Dr. Abbott was with him . The hearing seems
to have resolved itself into a general discussion that did not seem to lead any-
where asfar .as information goes .

The claimant did not give any sworn evidence . He offered to produce his

proof of title later.
The following copy of letter appears next on our record :-

District No . 5,
January 26 . 1926 .

His Britannic Tiajesty's Consul,
Tabriz, Persia .

DE\n SIa .--I am writing you on behalf of Reverend E . 0 . Eshoo (Kasha Eshoo) . form-

erly of Unmiia . Eshoo acted as a Christian Ilfiajionary in Urumia from 1891 to .1918, when

he was compelled to lcave Unumia on account of the invasion of the Turks . He proceeded
South to Ramadan with other, rrefugees and from there to Bagdad and by way of Besra,
India and Japan, he reached Canada in 1921 .

I:Fhoo was naturalized as a British subject in Toronto in 1893 and WE was renewed in
1915 . He has of course been in touch with the Department of the Secretary of State since
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that time and, tLercfore, his citizenship is without doubt British at the present time, as ithas been since 1893 .
When he was forced to leave Urumia, he made such disposition for the care of U5gope rt•y as was possible and deposited his household effects with Kalba Shikhali, who washis next door neighbour in Urumia . F.shoo has protected this man and his family in - h ►sown house for five month s before the Turks came . Eahoo has learned this man disposedof his goods, mostly in Tat ri z . The value of the goods left with him was approximately2 .000 toomans and the acknowledgment of the receipt of the goods by Shikhali is available

should you require it . About 1923 Eshoo wrote a letter to Yoiel A . Oshanna of Urumia,giving him authority to look - :► fter his property. He now learns fram this man that certainAiohammedans have seized,this p ropert y and are now in pôsses+ion of it, even gQing so faras to forge deeds. He has the original deeds with him here. lie also understands that someclaim that, he owed them mone y but this i3 not true as he did not require to borrowmoney for himself . being in receipt of a goed income . On the contrary he made nLtt► yloans to others.
The following givre a statement of what he understands has taken pluce :--(1) His hou se, which he built himself in Urdi Shah. close to the Anglican Mission inUrumia, was seized in 1918, by Bahram Beg, son of Khalill Beg, of the village of Haydo ro n,situ ; ► ted about six miles south of Urumia . This man wrote Fahoo that he was keeping thehou se for him, but when Eshoo replied, asking him to deliver it to Yoiel A. Oshanna, hemade claim that it was his house and not Eslx►o'e. F,slfoo underétands that lie has receive.lin rent for the i► ôuse at le.~►~.t 40 toomans a year and lie feels that this money shoidd bepaid to him .
(2) ishook vine yard of about 7 acre s, well-walled, in the village of Karagoz, about 5mile-,; north of Ununia, has been seized by a Mohammedan woman, whose name he doea

not know. She s.ays she is Jadecd Al Islam . She claims that this vineyard belonged to hert;randfather . In reality, l ;shoo has the original deed of it here . She and her husb ;uid havesold the products froln this vineyard for at le,ast two years . The products for 1924 amountedto 9 khoonkaris. which at 45 kr. would equal 405 kr. In 192.5 he sold 15 khoonka ri s Sabzaat_ 16Q_ kr_-2 .400_ kr . Ebhoo feels that this money amounting to 2,505 - kr .,-Fhouid be--paid -to hi
(3) Il e
m and the vineyard itcelf delivered to his agent, Mr. Oshanna .

which were 14w houses (Royat) the sugroundiAKalaHe ha n o
miles ftorth of

t heard that nn►yone
,
haslaid claim to this prope rty but certain Mohammedans have been dest royinR the vineyardsand hou se,4. The deeds for this property also are in his hands . Naturally lie wisheaa thisde struction stopped and this property also given in charge of his agent, Mr . Oshanns .(4) Eshoo owns ce rt ain property in the village of Ada, 9 miles north of Unimia . Heundentands that a :1lohammedan, son of Hoosainalikhan (grnndson of Zainàlkhan), hasseized about an acre of this land and bas made a false deed for it . Eshoo bought thisproperty from Ohnn K h oobvnr and lie has the deed for it here.

(5) In the village of Iiara.gos Eshoo also had property, part of it well timbered withelm and silver poplar. While lie was in Urumia ce rt ain Russians offered 4,500 toomans forthis t.i,mber . lie did not sell it on account of the influence «•hich its cutting might havehad i mcin his vineyard. He bas lenrned that Farzalikhnn, the landlord of the village ofKaraqoq, has cut this timber and made charcoal of it . This was done probably ver y soonafter Nos hoo left, Urumia . Eshoo believes that there wr,uld be. at least _ 500 tons of woodwhich at . 5 toornans a ton would amount to 2,500 toomans and lie makes claim for this also .
In order that you may know Eshoo's standir1 g. a letter is enclosed wh:c+h will slC=fyyou upon that . Also. Po that you may without doubt be able to handle the anatter inF.shaor abJence, full Power of Attorney is enclosed . giving you complete authorit

, V
.

Eshoo has recently received a ) etter f rom Kh3rgoozar of Unimia, claiming that he couldnot be a British Q ubiec t but was n Persian subject. This of course is not correct'.While E,,hôo has no evidence at this distance of any wrong doing on ► h -. part of K#►,ir-goozar. he is quite convinced that the reason he has permitted his property to be seized isthat lie bas been bribed :
R'ilh regard to I?shoo's hottsehold goods, a list is eaelose d of those left with Kalb:1Shikha)i .
Will you be kind enough to consider j ► ~~t what can and :ho ►dd be done under the cir-cum .-tances, as Eshoo's friends here feel st rongly that it should be possible for the BritishGoverntnent to t1 rotect a British subject under the circiunstances .

Yours faithfully, •
(Signed) ALBERT H . ABBOTT,

General Seerelary . -
AHA :EFM
Encl~.
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Thé follo wing cop y of letter from the Revereud Dr. Abbott acting .for the
Reverend Mr . Eshoo, to the British Consul at Tabriz, comes next on outl
record :-
His B ri tannic Majesty's Consul, District

5, 1925 .Tabriz, Persia .
Da ►n Sut,--So that you may be informed as to the work of Mr . Eshoo, regarding whom

1 am writing more otficially n: a letter hercu•ith, I may inform you that Mr. Fi+hoo was born
in Urumia, was educated in the Ame ri can Presbyterian Mission there and taught in the
Mission High School for six years, during which time he ulso preached . The late Dr . J . Ii .
Shedd, who had charge of the American- Mission, recognized his fine character and his
ability, and in 1 ~' `0 Mr. Eehoo came to America for further education . He entered Knox
College, Toronto, and was graduated from it in 1894 . He received his Ordination and
return ed to Persit. ►,s a missionary suppo rted by the committee under the Chairmanship of
the late Principal 1Vm . Caven, D.D., of Knox Csllege, Toronto . In 1893 he received his
naturaltzation as a Ihiti?h subject.

Ulwn his return to : Persia, Mr . Eshoo's work was co•ordinated with the work of the
American Presbytgrian'.W_wsio_n in Urumia . Although he was not under the direction of
the Mission, he was aUpotnted-by them to do general evangelistic work and to have o vcr-
sitiht of the native chdrehes under the Synod of Urumia . He did this work for six ycar .

He has retutned to Canada twice since his graduation from C,ollege and he was in
Canada at the time of the outbreak of the war. 1ie left Toronto early in 191 5 , and retun ► wl
to Persia by way oj Russia . During his furlough, his naturalization hud been renewed
(1915) . When he reached Tabriz, he found that, he could got no further on account of the
raid which Turkish troops had made on Urumia . At that time lie was well acquainted w ith
Mr. Shipley, the British Çonsul, who wished to have Mr . Eshoo aszist him and to work
for him as one of his pri vate agents . In reality Mr . Esboo did this although, so far as I
am aware, there was no official recognition of it. Finally when the Ruetian reinforcementR
had succeeded in driving the Turks back, he reached Urumia on May 24t .h, 1916. Of uourw
everything was in confusion : thousands were sick with typhoid and typhus, 4,000 Ch ri stians
had been massacred, especially the more prominent_ men,_ their movable property had been
carried off or confiscated and some 2,000 Christian girls had been taken .

The Russ ian troops remained in Urttmia until 1917, when the news of the Bolshivik
re,-o lution reached them and they left . Then tinder the instruction of the officers of four
p(mset s -Great Britain, France, ltussia and Ame rica-and on the suggestion of the Very
Reverend I'at ri arch (Benjamin) Maréhimoon, who was favourable to Great I3ritain, a
a) mmittec ; of fifteen I'er:ian Ch ri stians was elected by the Christians of Urumia . This was
known as the Central Assyrian Committee and its dut,y was to keep peace between the
Ch ristianj and Moslems. Mr. 1'. 5hoo was elected President of this Committee and acted
as such f rom the eata_blishment of the Ooanmittee in 1910 until he was compelled to ieave

Persia in 1921 .
After the Russians withdrew . it was found necessary to raise a force to protect the

Christian people and some 15,000 men weio organized and trained . They w ere armed with
the Ktme, etc: . ièft by the Ruqeians. During this pe ri od Eshoo was in constant touch with
Captain Gracie, who represented Great Britain, and co-operated fully with him . His son,
Koorish ( or Cyrus), enlisted in the British Army and served for three years, rende ri ng

con ip icuously satisfactôry service . Finally, a large Turkish force came, and after the

ammunition of the Christian army was exhausted, they had to leave Untmia . They

retreated in the direction of Namadari about August 1st, 1918. On the w ay, 10,000 People
w ere killed and 15 .000 captured .

I:ahoo remained with his people in Hamadan for two and one-half years, hoping that
they iniRht be tnken back to Urumia, but this was impo w ible, and then to save their livc+,

they left l'ersin with the British fore" -travel linQ via Bagdad, Basra . Bombay, Calcutta,
Singapore, Sh :►nQhai, Hongkong and Yokohama, and landed in Vancouver in October, 1921 .

During the latter period of the war• Eshoo did as muoh as his resources would permit
to alleviate the sufferings of his p eople. Since his retunn to Canada he has had the m is-
fortune to lots his son Cyrus with tuberculosis . It seems quite likely that had this been

taken up properly at the time, it could have been shown that this disea .e dated from the
ho

' v
's service in Per.`ia . but it is impossible to obtain the neceseary evidence now. A

Recond son developed the disease but fortunately it has been arrested . You will see, there-

fore . that he has los t his home, many of his near family, and all his property through the

war.
In Canada Eshoo is most favourably known by the Prc sbyterian Church-and he has

many friends among our well-to-do people . F~qhoo is completely honourable, truthful, and

in the most, simple way and throuRi ► And through loyal to Great Britain . You will see,

therefore . that he is entirely worthy of anything that you can properly do on his behalf .

At the present time he is practically deB titute .
Yours faithfully ,

( Siancd) ALBERT H. Ai3BOTT .
General Secrelary .



454

TI ►e list attached to the letter of Mr . Abbott, of January 26, 1926, is asfollows :-

2 sofat, ~s;dnut .. Kr.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .4 round tables, w:jlnut . . . . . • 500
3 ~ryrrare tablce .. 5pp

24 chairs, brought front Rucsia .. 150
9 hand-made chairs . . . . .
I chest of dn► wers, w•alnut . . . . . . . .4 trunks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~of clothitrg, etc .. 150
2 Little wooden storatre (o r
3 large boxes . .

Kander) . .
.' .' " ' . ' . . . . . 280

3 trays . . . . : . . . . : 120
1 'V uidle . . 24
1 kitchen stove, brou Kht from Canada. 120
4 hsating stoves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . 1200
,sea•inR machine.. •• • • • . . 120
6009 sets of `}~eddinR and heda (or 73skht ICnol>}„ " " " " " '

I K,► lyoon of cilver . . . 1,9M
S Pairs of curtains . 6 0

(o)king utensilQ, dishcs , forks, knives, table cloths and nnpkins, etc .
24 0

4 hand-made table clotlrs .. •• •• 590
3 sa ►nnwars with trn}s, etc . . . . . . . 250

4j(►

ljitl ► tlte al)o1•e- copies of Icttet
:~ was the following letter from tlto ?ender-:+ec~retarti of State for External Attuirs :-

Sra•-Upon receipt of your letter of March 4, informing ► ~k thatVa .daimcfor damage byTurkish troops to property belonRinK to R everend L. O F,the 'lova, Cominisston for the Investigation of Ill
. Shoo rond been brought trefore

has not he had written to the British Consul at Tabriz, but I understand that h e

l ~Varfare G`laime but rejected because111V matter wns not within the càcope of the Com
m egaistrioq, and requesting further that th eclaim Fhordd be brou¢ht to the attention of th I3riForeign Office taking tiGtr Governmr.nt with a vietiv to the'

e steps to protect the property in question . I replied that we weretaking the necea-ary ateps, WE requested .
The following dav, however, we received a communication from Dr . Abbott, Secretan•,Canadian Red Cross Society, enclosin g copies of tw letters, dated January 26th and1lf arch 5th . which o

~•ct m:riled them . I enclose copies of th I"'ide from the statement i the fi e etters in question .
n rrt paraKraph of the letter of January 26th, that Mr .Fshoo had been compelled to leave Persia on account of the invasion of the 1Lrlcp, therei.a no indication that the los3 whioh Mr

. Eahoo lai hnve Fuffered resulted from attac k
o f
b~•

f
Tur
raqd

kish troops. All the particulars lurnighed
e

in
m9
these

to
two letters have to do with chargesfraud . tresP~s, ete ., against his agents and neighbouns in J-17-9,11 . There is no indicationthat he has attempted to eecure redre~ through the civil courts

.I-lrould be obligecl if
. you oouldsuppty us with any further details as to the IosFe3whirh Mr

. I?shoo clarms to have auffered from Tkish troops .I h:infly ur sec. on the atrcn¢t{r of the particularQ before is4, that we are a•arrantled innsking the intervention of the Foreign Office .I am not Quito, clear whether the question that Mr. Fehoo desires us to bring to thevttention of the British Government is his claim against the Turks for the damage done in1918 or his ► rresent charges of molestation of h iI h;»•c the honour to be eir s property by his neiQhboura.

Your obedient servant ,

Ur► drr-Secretnrr%$of SfatOc for BznnjO~fjairs .The tirrder-Sccretarv of State of Canada ,
Ottawa

. The Undcr-Ceeretnr- for Extcrnal Affairs, had been mis-informed abou tthis Commission's 1 1 a %, ing rejected the claim . It had been rejected by theBritish Commission at Paris and-returned here on the ground that the allegeddamage had not been done in Turkish territory but in Persia . This Commis-sion at that (late had not considered it .. The papers asked for were duly,forwarded to the Under-Secretn-•
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Claimant then filed a claitn for property lie said lie lost within Turkish
territory as follows :--

.Mr . Abbott's letter and his affidavit follow :-

1)o NnxIUN OF CANADA,
- Province of Ontario, IN T11F, 11fA17'1 :R of the claitu of Rev. F. O.

Countv of York. h.suoo for Io-.--c ; ~:uffen~d in ''urkey by reason
To wit : of the I:uropemi War .

1 . h:4hoo Odishoo nshoo, of the City of Toronto . in the ^ounty of York, Province of
Ontario, Clergyman, do solemnly declare that :

1 . THAT I was born in Urumia, Penda, the son of Rev. Odi,hoo and his wife Hirnah,
and that I rti?ided there until 1889 when I left to come to Canada, being at that tinte :t
teacher in the Mission High School in the City of Urttntia .

2 . THAT upon my arrival in Canada I entered Knox College, Toronto, and continued
to resale in Toronto until my graduation in 189 4 , when I was ordained aMiniytc•r of the
Presbvterian Church in Canada .

3 . THAT I beoame a natttratized citizen of Canada in May, 1893, and this was renetsed
in 1914 and oRain in 1925.

-4 . THAT upon my return to Uru :nin in the fall of 1894 1 took up Missionary work in
Untmia and vicinity and continued in this work tmtil con ►pelied to leave Urtunia and later
to leave Persia in October, 1921 .

5 . THAT upon the death of . my fatber in 19W . I inherited the greater part of tlu f
estatte left by him, in which there were included two properties, being vüla es, t+itltin
Turkish territory in \ochia . .Kurdistan and being known as the villages \~er~oosha and
Daria, and one property in Gawar, Kurdistan, tqinF known as tianoonan, this t tter coming
into his session upon the death of his mother in 1915.

6 . THAT owing to the system of land tenure in that country it is irnpoatible to : tate
the aercaKe of the land tributary to these villages and with them the property of my father .

7 . THAT on it consrvative estimate the value of the-cc villages and the land adjacent
to them is t ►centy-îive thous,znd dollars (E26,000.00) .

8. THAT previous to the war these villages and lands were managed by r Av relatives .
it being dankerous. even before the war, for Persian Christian-- to travel to and in Kurdistan .

9 . THAT during the war the Christians in thc.:e villaRés, includinq all my relatives .
were munlered and I have been unable to learn anythinq of the details of their death .

lA THAT owing to the state of the country I dare not return to either Prr .±ia od
Kurdistan .

11 . THAT I clnim recompense from the Government of 'I urkey for the la,-;e3 sust,tined
t1n•ouQh the destniction and seizure Of My property in Kurdistan to the extent of ttt•enty-
fi ve thotts;tnd dollars (â25.000 .00) .

12 . AND further, that in Anril . 1915 . mv mether, liannnh Odishoo I;~hoo . was killed by
the Turks near the boundary of Turkey while fleeing for her life, and for her death I claint
also suitable rerotnpense, or any ;25,000.00 . _

13 . THAT the deeds of these properties and Po the proof of my ownership of them
were in the possesion of my mother at the time she was killed and were either destroyed
or rlolen, and, therefore, that it is intlwsible for nie to subtnit documentary proof of my
otvner~•hip .

AND I make this solemn Declaration conacienCottily believing it to be trtte and knots-
iug that it i4 of the sume force @nd effect as if made under oath and by virtue of "The

Canada Evidence Act ."

I)rclared before n ►e at the City of Toronto, j
in the Couaty of York . thi.j 21st day of } (Sgd.) E . 0. ESHOO .

AuRust, A .D. 1925 . 1

(Sgd .) Jorr N A . PATeatsov .

[Segl)



(copy)
THE CAi` :ADIAN RBD CROSS SOCIETY

410 8(btntnit.iuncr for the Iuvc~tig;ttion of
tt~ao°are or .,

l'onn N rc I , CANADA, Scptcwbcr 22, 1 9 25 .Illcgal 1~•nrfcrre Claims ,

out that it could not be considered as the loag had occurred in Per+ia, cvhile the dlaims

an :~fti ;lavit takcn hy Dir . }:setting forth the nature of his claim and the grounds utx i n

The ternis of my commiss ion nuthorizc, tue to "rtss .çs~_ ttll claims_of 13ritish

was cu " tnined .

he should not, when witlrin the lintits of the foreign state of which he was a

his wife and children and lie retutned to Petxin which would I think end hi s

l'itrliament Buildings,
Ottawa, Ont.

I)r:.cn 9111,-Somctimc ago a claim was entered on behalf of the Ro•erend E . O . Eshoufor lo.~ sutïerecl through a raid of the Turks in Urumia, Pereia .
11'hen this c•laim was presented to the British Commissioner in Paris, it was pUinte . l

tc•Irich could be considered by the Commissionnutst be for Ios~s wn •1•urkey .
When 111r . Eshoo learned this, he told me of losses which he had sufïered within Turkey .He h ;rd not mnde claini for the becau?e his otcner:hip of the property in question coul dnot be e;~: ily c•.:tablishcd on account of the fac.t that the documents verifying his oN•ner.drit ,.vcrc la6 t in the raid of the Turks. Tevertheless, the lo--- is a very real one, and I enclos e

«hich made .
Mr. I"Ahoo : ,, at prcacnt in Toronto and he will he here for „t Ic,LSt a chort tiane lanrvr .

~hnuld ~uu a•ish to examine him personally regarding the claim . arrangements can be m,; ;lctu thi cnd at your convcnience.
Yours faithfully ,

(Sgci .) ALBERT It . ABBOTT ,
General Secretary. .

su ijec s restc ent in Cnnnda," and the interpretation of the words has been
takcn to bc cluitns of British subjects' resident in Canada nt (lie time the injury

There have been cases where it was recommended that compen sation benllot~ril to 111111%'C, born Cnn ;tdi :uts, British subjcct~, wlto nete not, resident i nCrumcla . 'l'I ► is case calls for no specini consideration ; the record, a considerable
portion of tvhich I am submittinq «•itlt the jutil;ntcnt, spcaks for itself .

The ctaimnnt when he was it student in Toronto, in 18 93, took the oat)r
required that lie had resided in the Dominion of Canada for three years with
intent to settle therein and was given a certificate that he had become nntural-
ized ns n British subject- and «•n, ivithin Canada, entitled to all politicnl and
othcr-riKlrts, powcrs-nntt privile),;es, nnil sulijéct t<►nll ôliligntiôns }ciwliieh a
nnturnlized subject is entitled or subject in Cnnadn, Nit-411 this qunlification th n t

su1 ► ject hreriou• to the date hereof, be cieetited to be a I3riti-Ifubject unless h e
lrns ceased to be n subject (or citizen) of that, state, in pursunnce of the lawsthcrer ►f, or in pursuance of a Treaty or convention to that. effect .

C'Iniur ;tnt's home at. the time was in Perqin and his property was there and

Cntnarünn citizenship. I do not see how he got tl ►e certificate issued to hitn i n1915. I do : :% think he was entitled to it .
Among tne ntunerous certificates of character standing, filed by the claim-

nnt is the following aigned with some twent}• nnmes:-
II.~uAnsx, P .r~srA, December 22 . 1920 .T 11 +rhnm it rtay concern :

11•c the undrr.--igned testifi• that Rev . F. . O. Eslino wnfi appointed President of A~yria uNational C-mmittee and is one of the most prominent men and has borne a good character .Ifc ha ;l • hig houae and household in Urumia, Persia, and large vineyards . forc,.tA andp :rrt uf a villa¢e and a good deal of monr.y with inte-e.
At all times mnterinl to his alleged losQ, the claimant wnr in Pet•sin or at

All events he was not in Cnnndn and in no sense of the word could lie be con-
sidered a Cnnadinn national .

The clnitn is disnllowecl . .iAI11I?S rR,IE L
February 17, 1927. Commissiotter.
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DECISION

Case 1303

He PROF . IIOwARD DAYNE BRUN T

Claimànt is a Canadian, and his clni!n is on account of goods and personal
efïecta taken by the Cerrnnn militn ::v authorities in Ucrmany, and sold by

them for their own use . Prof . Brunt . was a student at the University of Jenn
from May to July, 1914, qualifying for a doctor's degree . On July 26 he and
his wife left for England, leaving their baggage to follow them . It never
reached England, but reached Hamburg July 29, 1914, and later was taken
hv the German Ministry of War for the Military Exchequer for expropriation
and sold at auction . Claimnnt received nothing on account of his property .

I would allow this claim at the full amount decl ►ucd, $1,000 .00, with interest
at 5 per cent from the 10th day of January, 1920, (late of signing of the
Treaty, to date of set•tle ►nent .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Vcrsaillcs, category (9), and I find $1,000.00 is fair compensatio n

to the claimant, with interest as stated above .

July 7, 1926 .

JAMES FRIEL,
G'ommissioncr .

DECISION

Case 1304

Re JAAIF.S L. RowLAN D

C]a►mnnt _is native of Port Hope, Ontario . He was spinning room fore-
man in the cmploy of tlié Intécnntiorïnl Hnrvesting Company at Croix, France,
outside of Lille and lived with his wife and family at Croix .

On August 24 ,1914, he was advised by the British Consul to take the train

at Lille at. once as the Germans were advancing on Lille and this was the lnst

train leaving . They were not allowed to take anything with them except what
clothes they had on their backs and coneequentlÿ he left his house with all its

contents as it stood . Afterwards the American employees, who were allowed
to remain at the plant, moved-thé furniture and belongings and s :ore-d them at

the mill from where they all disappeared . The claimant received nc compensa-

tion in any way.
I would allow this claim at the amount declared and proved, $1,393 .50,

to date o
f Januar

y sèttle-
1920, the date ►of e the t ratificatio n rate of the

Tper cent er annu
m reaty of Versailles, fro

m

ment .
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $1,393 .50 is fair compensation to

the clnimnnt with interest as alwve indicnted .
JAME S FRIEL ,

0
Commissioner .

June 15, 1920.
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nECISION
Case 1305

M' IVlaTF.RN CUM\iF,NC1Ai. CO\iPANi, LIMITE D
Claimant is it Ci►uItdinn compnnv whose çhnreholclers are Canadians ctnd

claims for the value of 30 vases of absinthe purcllased by them in Europe in
1914 stored with the Canadi,in Pacifie Rnilway at Antwerp, Belgium . The
Gerrnnns scized the goods and carried them away February 28, 1916, givim;it rcccipt for the same .

I n•oulci allow the claim at the amount declared, $ 153 .12, with interest at
the rate of 5 per ccnt per annum from the date of the seizure, February 28,
1916, to date of r•ettlement .

'Ihis cl .cim falls within tlic First Annex to Section (1), Part VIII, of the
'I'reat)• of \'crsnille .~, vntetiuiY (9), and I find $153.12 is fair compensation to
the rluimant company with interest its above indicated .

JAA1I?5 FRIEL ,April 26, 1926 . Comniissioner .

I)ECISION

C'.ase 1306
N C SAltAlt l : . \Ic•I : NV E:a ( I)r:c TASr:D)

Claimant was a C' a na d inn .
'l'lie ela im filcil w ith tlie British Fo reign (.'I ;iitn s Office July 15, 1919, wasfor c ompen••uti om for iu ::s o f it trunk and contents left with the railway ntrthori-ties in the cit y of Antwerp at the time of the outbreak of the tcar and which was

appropriated bY th( - ( - crnuin autlioritic ...
The rla ilnnnt was tiie w i duw of A . S. Hurd, and afterwards married Rev .John I) . \1e 1 :wen, ci ïetircd ruis s ion ;cr y , who filed it de c lnrntion with thisCommission on our fornt, 1)ec•emher 15, 1921 . ('I, ► inint died and lie rem arriedand died May 21, 1923, leaving it widow and children . Ilc left a w ill .
I think it all right to the damages at the amount declared, q30 0 .00,w ith intere s t at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the tinte of the ratification

of the'I're;tty of Versailles, tti-date iif sëttlëmént :
The question arises as to wliom time 11111 otmt shoulcl he paicl . This will have

to be inquirecl into . The propvrt)• belonged to Sarah E . McEmen and the arrar dis in fa voar of her legal rcpresentatives, but t hcre is nothing to show who
they are .

This claim fulls w ithin the Fir st Annex to Section ( I), Part VIII, of the
Treaty of Verailles, category (9), and I find $300.00 fair compensation w ith
intemst as abo v .: indicttect .

JAMES FItIIa. ,
Dcccrnber 1, 1926. Comnlissfoner.

DECISION
Case 130 7

BC CAN ADA Ct:-Ntr.r^r CoIM rANr I.I :vITED

Claimnnts are a Canadian corporation and the clairu arises out of the
scizurc of it set, of steel grinding plates in Antiverp which were purchased in
July, 1914, in New York for shipment from Copenhagen via Antwerp and were
!4tipped b y the Canadian Pacific Railway Co ., and arrived at Antwerp the end
of August, 1914, when the Germans occupied that place . They were conl-
manclecreci on September 6 . 1917, and a receift issued by the Germans, the
goods having been in the Customs at Antwerp since 1914 .

-t



The invoice value of the goods was $700 .00 and there were some expenses,
-cost of storage, insurancc and fmight, atnounting to $75 .00.

Clnim ►ints seek replacement vnl, ► e as of 1921 .
This claim was before the late Commissioner at, Montreal in Iune, 1923,

who noted it for allowance at S776 .00 and interest front the date of the ratifi-
cation of the Treaty, January 10, 1920, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum to
clate of settlement . I agree with his nssessment .

This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and I find $775.00 fnir compensation to the

clai ► n ► unt with intere s t as above indicated .
JAMES FRIEL,

I)ecember 15, 1926 . ----- Commissioner .

I)I.CISION

Case 1308

Rc 2N lF.tiSRS . Rl'UI\o\'1('il & llASC:r,t., I,t M rre o

This clann was heard by the late Commissioner at Montreal in June, 1923,
who note(( it (or allowance at $36 5 .71 . 1 agree and would allow interest from

the date of settlement .

Clanmint s are a C ► mncli ► n corporation . They claim for the value of n cas e
of pipes I ►urch ► recl by them in France and lying at Antwerp for shipment to
canada when the Gcrn ► ans ocei ►pieci that port and scized the good s .

']'I ► c: (acrmau , gave, a receilrt for the saine, clatecl I)ecemher 10, 1917,

~tnml ►ecl by the Germnn Fortress Provision OfT'icc lit Anhwcrp . The origina l

value of the goods was $356 .89 and there were charges of the C P.R. until tim e

of seizw'e ntnountinK to $6.52 .

tl ►e we of seizure .
(1) Part VIII of thehi I rluim f ►tlls within the First Annex to Section

I'renty of Versaillcs, category (9) and I find $365 .71 fair compensation to the

clai ►nnnts with intere,t at 5 per cent per ►u►num front I)ecernber 10, 1917 t o

llecet►ibcr 13 , 192 6 . Commissioner .

1)LCISION

Case 1309

Re MRS. SUZANNE Rr:vH:t .ur: WAr► :vt:x (NEF CAN1nsAl )

Clnimant is the m'ife of J . W. W+►rner . ex-sergeant in the Canadian Expedi-

tionary Forces . She herself is French and her 1 ►on ►c was at Haut Mont, in the

north of France. With the rest of the townspeople she was ordered to clear
out when the Germai armics reached there, August 24, 1914, and had to leave
lier personal effects and clothing . 'l'1 ►e honte where she was living was destroyed
by the Germans . She reached Boulogne and entered into the service of an
English lady in charge of a hospital . Later site went to England, where on
November 3, 191 7 , site married her present husband and soon afterwards was
ordered to Canada . Site asks for $388 .00 compensation for the lors of her
effects and çlaims also for injury to 1 ►ealth, at first $100 .00, afterwards raised

to $1,000.00 . The record dbes not indicate that anything particular happened
to her (luring her flight front her home.

This claim was hcnrd by the late Commissioner fit Montreal in June, 1923,
who seemed willing to allow it but decidecl that lie did not have any jurisdic-
tion, claimant not being it Canadian citizen when she suffered the injury and
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damage. He thought that her clnim «•ould have been assessed by the French
nuthoritics but for the fnct of her marriage to a Canadian . I think that theFrench Government would have allowed her something on nccount of the loss
of her property, if she had retained her French nationality, but I cto not think
that they would have paid any attention to her claim for injury to henlth .lier experience was no worse than that of thousnnds of her count ►~~womenat the time and for yenrs afterwards . Dr. Pt ► g,ley thought of referring the
cluim to the French Govcrnment but I do not sec that there is any use, Wehave several records where they declined to pay in similar cirrunn,,tances . Thisis only :L Q mnll clain), and I would suggest that, it be paid .

Leaving out the question of nntionality, this clauui fnlls within the First
Annex to Section (I), Pnrt . VIII of the Treaty of Versailles, cntegory (9 ) , andI lind M88.00 fair compensation to the claimant with interest at 5 per cent perannum from the date .of lo ss to the date of scttlemcnt .

Janunry 17, 1927 .
JAMES FRIEL,

Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 131 0
Re Da . I 's M n.f: StMA ►t n

The clnim►►nt is a Cànndian resident of Montreal, where he resided priorto 1911, or 1912, when he left . for I3rus sels to take charge of the business of theI+'rnnco-•~mericnn Chemicnl Company in Brussels .In the autumn of 1912 lie sent for his family consisting of his wife, sonand t wo daughters to join him and rented a hour,e which he occupied until afterthe outbreak of the var and the invasion of Belgium by the German army inthe middle of August of that year. After the invasion by the Germans, Dr .Si ►nnrd applied to the German headquarters for permission for him lself andfamily to return either to England or Canada . This was refused, but on the5th of September, 1914, lie and his family fled to Ostend and took a boat to
England from ti~l~nc_c__thc~~_returne<l-to Cnnada,-- When--Brusscls -wns occupied- 'Tw thc Germans they took possc ssion of clnimant's residence, Dr. Simard's', m was at that time on military service in France . After the Armistice hewent to Brussels, found the house empty and could get no information aboutthe conteni .. . It is a safe inference that the enemy had taken the contents .The claimant Was obliged to buy new furniture and eduipment in Montreal .The claim is set out as follows :-

House furniture . . . . . . , , , $2,200 00Rugs, carpets and curtnins . . . . . . . . .
.
.

. . . . . . . .
. ~ 400 00Silver ware, cutlery and china . . 350 00Gns fixtures . . . . . 75 00Furs and clothing for family of fivc . . Y , gpp 00Bed and table linens .

. 600 00Personal a r t i c l e s . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . '.'. . . 400 00

$5,625 00
This elaim was heard before the late Commissioner at Montreal, in June ,1926 , who noted it for allowance at the amount declared .
After some further proof I agree with his decision and would allow interest

from October 1, 1914, the date approximately at which the claimant had to
replace the lost property .

:,



This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9) and i find $5,025 .00 fair compensation to
the claimant, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from October
1, 1914, to date of settlement .

DE,CIS1.O\T

Case 1311

Rc Hr.NUR1K 13n A NVS M A

Claimant is a nnturnliz L!d British ~ubject of Dutch birth, naturalized in
Canada .

His clnim is for loss of property at I3ottsfort, near Brussels, Belgium, cou-
fiscnted or destroyed by (acr ►nan forces in June, 1917.

The loss was assessed by the Belgian Commissaire at the request of the
British Rcparation Clailus 1)cpartumntat 966 .19 .2, being the amount cluimed .
The British authorities decided that the clailn should be classificd as Canadian
and transferred it to this Coromission . Cl:rim,urt liled a declaration on our
form June 1 5 , 1922, in which lie pla ces the value of his said property, carried
off . seized, injured or destrovc d , June, 1917 fit $36 1 .87 .

I allow this nmount with interest si ~ the rate of 5 per cent from date of loss .
This clninr f a lls within the First :1r nex to Se c tion (1), of Part VIII, of the

'l'reaty or Versailles, category (J), and I. find $3 6 1 .87 is fair compensation to the
clailnnnt with intere st at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the date of loss
June, 1917, to (late of settlement .

JA',,%lIâS FRIEL,
January :" , 1926. Conunissioncr .

'l'lle claimant is a music hall artist . Iie is a British subject born at Levis,
Province of Quebec, September 13, 1878 ; parents both British. At the time the
war broke out lie and his wife were in Ghent, I3elgium, performing on the stage
of the Winter Garden Theatre . When the Germans arrived this theatre was
nrrned into a hospital . The claimant had to leave without his goods and pro-

' perties which were afterwards destroycd. (Iie is an acrobatic performer) .
The claim was filed with the Foreign Claims Department, London, who

referred it to the British Wnr Claims Office at Brussels . They hnd it assessed
by the Commissaire de l'rtnt attached to that Office .

His award made May 24, 1923, was 5 , 626 francs. The franc at that time
was worth about seven cents . I am inclined to adopt that t►ivnrd as nearly as
may be, and allow the claimant $400 .00 with interest at 5 per cent per annum
from the date of the ntivard to the 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 $400.00 is fair compensation to
Arthur Dionne with interest at the rate of b per cent per annum from May 24,
1923, to the date of settlement.

llECISION

Case 1312

March 6, 1926 .
M07-26



DECISIt)N

Case 1313

RC Jo ► t N OcatNY MLACRAr:

The clai ►natnt was a British ,ubjcct, hnv'ing bccn born in Hamilton, in the
pro v ince of Ontario, on the 15th day of \Ia rch, 1862 . lie has never renounced
hi-, British nationnlit v nor nattu•nlized him relf in any other country . hro ►n---- --
(lctoher, 1870, to October 4, 1914, lie residccl and ciid business lit Anht•erp. On
tilt, 4th October, 1914, owin); to the invasion of Belgium by the Geru ►nn militnr)•
fcirccs- he w,t s cutnpcllcd to close hi ; business and escape from the country to
uvoid capture and iutcrnmcnt by the cncniy, and lie went to E,nglnml where ho
:tppnrently engaged in bt ► Ancss hc~;icvs ~;crc•in); as a volunteer with the Kent
Field Amhttltutce .

Ife tvct s the ]-ce of :t hutt -se at C'uppallcn m•ar Antwcrp which hc occupied
with his family u .itil the time lie was co ► ttpellecl to leave 13elf;itun . I10 had to
leave all the furniture in tilt? housc, also otlicr property and cfiects . The ltou ": e
was occupied by cuctuy officers and the furniture in([ efï'ects in the cour~-e oi such
occupation were de•troyecl, pillaged and carried away . 'l'I l e cl,tinutnt submittec :
it claitu to the British authorities by dccl ;trutiou ntadc November 1 6 , 19 1 5 , in
which he vnluccl the prcipwrty wlticli was scizccl, loolcci ❑ ncl pillnt;ccl at the suit]
cf I^3,0O0 .00. Later in couucction with a clnitu on ;tccount of loss of business he
rniQed this claim il ► respect to tlic furniture and efi'ects to £I4,322 .1 .0 .
(Declaration :1ut;ust 26 , 1 0 1 0 ) . 'l'lic British Foreign OfJ)cc referred the claim
to the War Damages Tribunal at Antwcrp and it tv ;i~: as-cs~ed b y the Corn-
miçsaire cle L'l;lnt of tlta" Trihunnl, lleccnther 15 , 1021 . 1ie found the value
of the furniture clai ► nccl for to he Frs . 67,500,00 as of ([lite August 1, 1914, to
which lie added Frs . 4,110 .33 expcnses of repairing that portion of the furniture
which had not been taken or completely cle=tro~•ccl ► td hrs .4,270.00 expenses of
moving and storing certain of the furniture to prevent destruction, and Frs .
1 .000 .00 added for damage to tennis court and expenses of bailiff or official
►nttking the report .

The 13ritisit Reparation Claims I)epvtn ►cnt trnn"ferrecl the file to this
Cci ►innission. In a letter tci tlie-Iligh Cirüin ► issiülïcr for Cana-dit, dnteci Noverü-
hcr 28, 1924, the claimant soys that his claim had been examined and assessed
by the Assessor at Antwerp appointed by the British Government, and that had
it been ndtnittccl by the British (Co};ermnent he understands lie would have
reccivecl the sum of £1,206 .0 .0., in respect of the only item ndmitted, namely,
he furniture and household effects damAgccl, scizcd, or destroyed . He goes on :-

"The Reparations Claims Department in London have however turned' down m•
claim, and have refused to allow this claim to participate in the grant of five million
pounds sterling made by the British Government ►n accordance with Articlo 232,of tha
l'reaty of Versailles, on the ground that th ce £ 5,1100,000 were Qnly to be allotted to British
nationals of the United Kingdom . i .e ., born in U .K., and not to any British sibject born in
any colony or othef part of the British Empire .

"As I am one of the British residents in Belgium who has suffered most material damage
at the hands of the Germans, artd as I am the only British subject in Antwerp (I may
almost F+y in the whole of Belgium) who has not received any compensation at all, I laid
my case before the British Chamber of Commerce at BruseelA, and I understand from the
Council of this C)hamber that my claim as above must be made to the Canadian Govern-
ment, ae I am a Cnnadinn by birth and origin ." •

In and by it Commission dated "Mztrch 13, 1 923, issued to the Honourable
William Pugsley, lie was authorized to investigate all claims set forth and
referred to in all Order in Council of the same date for the purpose of determin-
ing whether they are within the categories in the First Annex to Section I, of
Pnrt VIII, (Repnration) of the Treaty of Pence with Germany, and the fai r

_~,
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---------- -:rI110unt 11e11 CItU111F, nnil tô innkç sucli finiling"s tts maj~ iië of nssisl~n~c t~th~ -- -
Government of Canada in determining whi~h, if any, of such elninns should b e
paid, and the extent of payment thereof .

The Order in Council referred to sets out that ,
"The Committee of the 111 rivy Council have had before thenr a Report, dated 25th

Jannar,►',_1!)23, from the Secretary of State, submitting that, by an Order in Council pa&ed
on the ltith d_ay, of Nôvember 1918, it was directed that the Under Secretary of State should
be appointul un officer to taÎ:e such steps as might be uecanary to obtain n complete list
of : (a) C:laims of persons residing or carrying on business in Canadn who have been cntb-
jected to 1us and pecuniary damage ., arising through the deAruction of life and •rroperty
ttrmugh the illegal warfare of the enemy, and (b) Claims for damages to which persons
residing or carrying on butines: in Canada have been subjcrted for breaches of cuntrack,
which contracts were prevented I',-)ni L-ing carried out owing to the_ operation of the
Statutorv Li,-,t of perung in ncr!ral ca:wuntries with whom such contracta were deelared
illegal, and to examine and report uPon all su :h Plairas as nforraaid, and that in consonance
with such instructions, advertisements were widely published in the Canadian newspapers,
calling upou peryon'; who had claims against the enemy within the scppe of the said Ord",r
in Corwcil to file them, with proofs of claimv-, and that many claims were so filcrl . uggrc-
t; ;rtin ; a very large amount ."

end goes on-
"The Minister therefore recommends that, under the provisions of Part 1 of the

Inquiries Act . (-'hapter 141, Qf the Revised Statutcs of Canada, and amending Act, Chapter
28, 2(icorge V, the Ifonuurable William Pugsley, K .C., LL.ll ., be app

oL
i"ntod a Cotnmis-

siuner to inve.~tigate and report upon all the claims as above mention~i c

On the. 21st May, 1023, another Order in ('uuncil was ims~ctl, P .C. 910, to
meet a doubt that had arisen in reslwet of the clnints as ;tdvertisetl for, which are
those arising through the destruction of life an(i property, whether claims for
disability may he en!c ► •tninrcl, the ;lvertisctncnt hat•inf* asked for claims for the
destruction of lift, and prolwrt} .

The Minister observes that it was intended that the Commission should include all
clairns arising in an, V way with respect to nets of the former enemies which are within the
categories of the Annex of the Treaty above referred to ."

"'l'he Niinister therefore recommends t3tat the Commi%ion in the premisca be amended .
and that a new Commission iFsue un.drr the provisions of the said Act, appointin ;t the tirid
the Ifonour,ible William PuK:.~lèy . K .C ., LL .D., a Commissioner to investigate and report
upon all claims which may be submitted to him for the purpoee of determining whether
they are wit!tin the First Annex to Section 1 of Part VIII of the said Treaty, and the fair
rrmôunt of-such claima .° _

Under this lnst mentioned Order in Council a new Commission was issued
to Dr. Yut;sley, on the same date, namely, 21st day of May, 1923, " to conduct
such enquiry ." Referring back to see what the enquiry is in the commission
we have it thttt the Commissioner is to investigate and report upon certain other
matters therein referred to, namely, " All claims which may be submitted to our
--aitl Commissioner for the purpose of determining whether they are within the
First Anne-, to Section I of l'nrt VIII of the Trcaty of Ver .-ailles and the fair
anlount of such claims . "

'My cornmis~zion dated June 19, 1925, authorized me to continue and com-
plete such investigation . It requires me to report to the Government the result
of my investigation .

The Order . in Council dated November 15, 1918, scem9 to be the foundation
for restricting the claims to be investigated to those of persons rteiding or
carrying on business in Canada, and makes no provision for claims by Cana-
dian subjects residing elsewhere whose claims as it appears from the Macrae
case and from the letter from the Colonial Office in respect of the Macrae case,
are out of the jurisdiction of any Commission, so that the claimants are not
eligihle . for compensation, from any funds which may be available for ex gratin
grnnts . 17tere is no source to which they can look for compensation . I have
nlrendy assessed claims and recommended compensation in other cases of Cttntt-
dinn claimants not resident in Canada whose claims would not come under the

!•.90r-s6j



(5rc-rei in~Ci►uncîl ôf 1 ~o cniber 15,-IU18; nn~t wlth ~1l respect-I-think it-is -tJre--
fair and proper thing to do. It seems to me that in making the fir: t Order in
Council it was overlooked that there might be perfectly valid and deserving
claims of C ; :rnadians not resident or doing business in Canada .

The Royal Commission on Compensation for Suffering and Damage by
l~.nemy Action held that the British Reparation Claims Section was limited to
the considera tion of clnims of British Nationals other than those belonging to
a part of the Empire to which a separate sha re of the 13ep aration raceipts has
been r ► llotted .

I would allow the claimant $ 6 ,000 .00, amount approximately w hich lie
«•oulcl have received through the Briti=h Reparation Ciaims 1)epartment had
lie not been it Canadian subject .

This claim falls w ithin the First Annex to Section (1) Part 11111 of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find thiit, $6,000.00 is fair compensa-
tion to the clnirnant t vith interest• at 5 per cent per annum from January 10,
1920, <lritc• of the ratification of the Treaty of Peace, to (late of settlement .

JAMES FRILI,,
Ottawa . Sct)tetnbcr 27, 1 926 . Cornntfssimtcr.

I)I ;CISION

Case 1314•

Re DR . IrJCTOR I3oUnGF.AULT

('l,rimunt is a Canadian subject w hose home is in Saskatoon . In 1 9 15 lie
was ctuployed as a civilian doctor by the Serbian Government at Presohevo,
near the IZU1Rnri an boundarv . lie was obligedto rrtreat on account of the 13ul-
g,u•inn in vnsion and left hi s trunks, books and surgical instruments, which were
taken and - ol ( l by the Bulgarians, Allies of German y .

I woulcl a llow this cla im at the amount declarecl, $500.00, w ith interest from
January 10, 1020, t o tinte of scttlcmcnt .

This claim fulls w ithin the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Vers ailles, category (9), and I find M0.00 fair compensation to the
àfüiini ;üit Nv ith intérest at 5 per cent per annum from the dnte of the- ratification
of the Treaty . January 10, 1 920, to date of settlement.

JAMES FRIEI,,
February 3, 1927 . Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 131 5

Re GEORGES BRADLE Y

Claimant is a Canadian, born in Quebec, November 23, 186 5 . At the out-
break of war, lie left Antwerp with his family, a wife and five children and went
to Engl and. On his retu rn to Belgium after the war he found his house almost
empty and many articles of furnitu re and personal effects missing. The house
was occupied by the Germans during his absence in England .

This claim was first filed with the British Reparation Claims Department,
who had it assessed by the Belgian authorities, who found that a part only of
the property mentioned had been ât;oIén, but that certain -fûrnituso - had been
destroyed and all leather and woollen goods on the premises had been requisi-
tioned by the Germans. They placed the damage as of 1914 at £50, to which
under the Belgian law they added supplementary damages for replacement at
the amount £150 .

®

®

®
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--Tiliûllt -thmt-unrier-tfile-c'treunlsttencea-it<wnuld-))C- f~:i r to sllow this claim
at 5500.00, with interest at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnum from t~ T01.l►dn-y

of Jnnunry, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date
of ettlemcnt .

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

'l'reaty of Ver-,-aillés, category (9), and i find $500 .00 fair compensation to the
cl,)imant with interest as above indicated .

,IAMr_i FRIEI,,

Fehru,Iry 3, 1927 . - Commissioner .

DECISION

Case 131 6

'Ne GonoRO Y LANOI.oIa

Claimnnt is a Cnnndinn Who was living at the Palace Hotel in Brussels
wlien the Germans occupied that city at the commencement of th-, war . They

took possc.,sion of the hotel and all personal property found in it, which was in
cI3'cct all the property the guests had with them as they had to fice .and leave

their property .
Jtr. Langlois file(l his clailu with the British Foreign Claims Office in

which he stated hd lost clothing and effects to the value of $1,000 .00, but men-

tioned $700 .0 0 as damages .
'l'he British Reparation Claims Department reqttested Le Commissaire de

11;tut at Belgium to assess the damages, who placed the value of the property
lost and nssessed it, as of the year 1914, at 4,403 francs, and the replacement
value at 14,097 francs .

I think it would be fair to allow claimant $1,000 .00 with interest at th;e
rate of 5 per cent per annum front the 10th day of January, 1920, the clate of
the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settlement .

'l'his clniln falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part, VIII of the
'1`reaty of Ver.= ~illes, category (fl), and I find $1,000.00 fair compensation to
thc claimant with interest as above indicntai .

February 3, 1927 .
JAMES FRII :1 .,

Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 1317

Re Gt;oltal•7 CLAI'F'IELn "MACIIr1VSII AND :!IN. I,iFX)R(lF: C. 'MACINTOSI I

This clnim was originally subntit .ted to the British Reparation Claims
Depnrtment. It was bnsed on injury to health of claimants and loss of house-
hold effects in Gnliciu sequestrated by the Austrians . A note on file from the
British Office indicated that rdr .-and_ :1frs . _\IncIntoslt were detained in their
house and were not interned . The sufferings cotuplctiined of were those naturally
nttending on their position in a town that frequently changed hands during the
wnr. In respect to loss of their property, the British official in charge of thé
case reported as follows :-

Mr. MacIntosh, an engineer, vms interested in certain oil companics in Galicia, form-
erly Austrian territo ry .

In May, 1014, he left Lemberq on a visit to Canada .
During his absence war broke out and L«±mt)era was occupied by Russian troops.
Prior co the occunation of Lemberg by the Russians, Mr . Maointosh'e house was seated

by ordcr of the Austrian autho ri ties .
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-7j1C__W_31d..,1rr! IIIiLL1>1b1iCll_IlIl(_eet~llII~ll3trlAn ofliccr~ trerc_bi!leted_ in the_ hottsc ._There is no direct cvidcnce, ex ,,lit the yco ..ilc of loc ;cl rc=ident .~, to n~•ociale their occupation
with the losï of the claimant s personal effects .

After the Anstrians evetcuated Lemberg, the hotrze was occupial by s Rtu~ian family
of ttoocl tiu~ition who apTx~ar to have been sçnipnlousl)~ careful and hone•t in regard to the
claiutant'c, cltcctF. This is inEtanccd by the fact that certain bottlcs of liqnor and silverarticles were ~itill intact when Air. 111aclntaah Ïegainccf po re.~iwr of his house .
H}a ocsr .

1 have seen Mr . Macintosh, from whom I have obtained the kbove lrcrticnlnr .. .l'hc occntrction of his 'Ouse by Au ;trians has ;cko been conGrnmd by other local rcsi-~Ic nt : t6th tcliorn I spoke whilst in Lemirerq .
11•itlt th(' cviclcucc and ccinfirnu :ction I have received . I have no rea;on to snPra<c thatthe facts as set forth by Air. Macintosh are in any wny cxat!gcrnted .'I h~ , c I ;cinr as trut forward by the clsimant is mail(, up ;ii fu)lo~c.: :----
1 . 1) :uu ;cvc to furniture -und ~eclnestratiou of per,onal effcet ;, pre-wa rvalue £310 .I .S . Ilepl•cccment cost . . . . . £ 700. 0 .0_' . Fol occntaction of honse acutl dctrrccintion of fornitttre throus h cxce- ;-

Sive wc :lr and tcar at f,tfi per month for nine month . . . . 3?0. 4 .03 . Illcanl incrr:c,r of ont at £3 . 6 . 0 t k i r ninnth for IS tnunth : . . . . . . . . 59 .17 .0

£1•04t1 . 1 . 0/if rir l . I h :c v c g one c arefull
, v

throul;h tLc dctailc•cl list :.ubmittr,l bY thw~ claim :cnt, andvousidor that the vulnes "t down by him are not esccs5ive .1,cm of opinion, howevcr, th :rt flic, clothing clniiuvt1 for rJrould 1w •aLjcct to a rcduc-tion fur wcur and trvcr, anii the .:ilvcr and pl ;rtod tccar similarly noducr 1 but to a loror extent .
I thcn,forc, thiQ item at f2fi0, and an additional sum of £-10 for damage to forniturc .1/cm ? . It hns almaclç been decidecl that rent as rent c lnnot br, 'olnirtted . 'l'hore is no(tm .tuon hi ' rc of dislHC-sc .-ion since tale clainlant left of hi s own nccunl . A .q rcu iol+ dclue-viativn . Ilci= 1 ccm,aclvr i= covcred by the claim for damage and scclucitnction, '1•iii< itctn inaccOnliuck• dis ;illowcll . •

Iii in I. I eathcrccl front Air . 11IacTntoAh that o n his retcrrn to Lemlwrx he w ;c : cnllotiu pon l iv lii~ Inncll :uly to pa y an ndditional .r;nm of f3 .0 . 6 per month for hiy fiat . I do notarv h oa thi .: con furm th(, .•nbj ect if n daim ;ccninst thi• An<trinn lmvernmcnt, and ut'cor(1 .in<sl~ di-nllox• it .

Aincnnn t Chimcd
SUMMAR Y

1 £700
;tNncmr l. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .2 . £,3•16 . 4

3. £59.17 DisaIlowcd. . .. r. . . . . . . . . . . . . 1)i .cllott•c d
.\ -c~ cd at 1:300 .

The question of clomicilc tltcn vaine "W . -N Ir . "M aclntc,,h Was horn on:luçct :t 24, 186 6 , at 'l'hrn•olcL Ontario, ;uul qrs. \Ltclntci s lt was also born in. Tltc~~ Itt~th li~•c~c( tmrttt ;utcntl} in ('an ;ufa imtil 1887. They thcn «•ent ,to I?nf;l ;uul, intcnclirnt; to Itcrtnrtncnt!}• re ,icle there :uttt Itttvittl; no intention of" c111 rettn'nint; to Ccul :ulu .
\[t• . \[nclntcnl ► Nv n s in an oil s~ntlicntc NVcrkinq concessions in Poltnc .Ife itnca rt

sicencin that country since 1887 or 1888 . I'eriodically theyrcinrnrci t o i;nfilanri for 3 or 4 montlls at n time, stnying at hotels or withEnglish rcl ;tti "` tit•itlcin cu• nenr I,oncion . I'Iteir clnltt;htcr and son tt'ere edu-cntccl in F119161) ~rhoul :; . The son was killcd early in tht~ N~•nr. They claimed
English clomicile, but the British Department decided other«'isc . The c{nimwas thcn rc+fcrttccl to this Commi ._,ion .

t'Itis ic onc (If the clnims rcnlly ottlsicic of our Orders in Council, but as insiulilar cn sc, I a•ould recomtnend ("nt it . be nlimwcrt hecnu5e if we do not recog-nize it the clninuutts have no redress in rtn N~ other quarter. I woitlc[ adopt then'-sc=smcnt of the British official .
This c)nim fnl k within the hit• t Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of theTrenty of Versailles, cntegory (9) and I find th nt $1,500 is fair compensation

to tite clnimants with internat at 5[icr cent per nnntun from the date of the
ratification of the Treaty, .[nnltnrv 10, 1920, to (late of ~,ettletncnt .

hcbrunr y 4, 1927 . JAiI'IE$ FR.IrI.,
Conrmissiotter.
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DECISION

Case 1318

Re CAULTON M . MACINTOS H

Claimant is a Canadian, born in Petrolin, Ontario, December 19, 1899 .
lie was engaged in oil operations and living at Mrnznicn, Boryslaw in Galicia,
when the war broke out and had to icnve Gnlicin in May, 1915 . His claim is
on nccmtnt of personal property, furniture, etc ., taken or destroyed by the
Austrians or looted by their troops and on account of machinery damaged by
them, the loss of tools lent by him to nnother operator and losses up to the end
of 1914 before the Austrian occupation .

The claim was submitted to the British Reparation Claims Department
who transferred part of it to the Administrator of Austrian Property Clearing
Oflice and another part of it to the Russian nuthoritics, and then transferred
the file to this Commi~€ion by reason of the clnimnnt's Cnnndinn nationality .
I take it that we are supposed to clenl with the property carried off, seized,
injured or destroyed by the allies of Germany . The proof as to who did the
dan ►nge is quite mengrc . The prctnises may liai ec► looted by the inhnbitnnts
and some of the activities of the (vossneks are mentioned in the case. There is
notl ► inl; definite to go on, but 1would recommend payment to clnimnnt of
$ 1,000 .00 compensation . with interest at 5 per cent from January 10, 1920, the
,l ;itc of the ratification of tlic Treaty .

'l'his is another of the case,; outside of our Orders in Council in which the
wconn ►ncnclntion notwithstnnclint; the fact that clnin ►nnt was not or is not a
1-1-Sident in Canada .

This clnim falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part Vill of the
Treaty of Versailles, cnteaory (9), and I find $1,000 .00 fair compensation to
thw clnininnt with intcrest at 5 per cent per annum from the date of the rntiG-
cntion of the Treaty, January 10, 1920, to tinte of settlement .

February 4, 1927 .
JADirS FRIEL,

Coin missioner.

DECISION

Cape 1319

Re RICHARD VAN Sicx .ti

Claimnnt i5 n Canadian born British subject .
When the war broke out lie was operating all oil property in Cnmpinn

about 60 miles from Bucharest . He had rented a house in Campina in 1913,
and intended bringing his wife and children there from England to reside with
him. He purchased furniture some of which was distributed through the house
and n large portion of which was in the cases in which it had been sent from
13uc1 ►nrcst . The'Germnnq occupied Cntnpina, I)ecember 5, 1910, and claimant's
hrn. ► se was taken by the German troaps for the Cotmmandnnt's Office and they
remnined there until 1918 . Before leaving Cnmpinn the Germans loaded up
the furniture and effects and moved them to n destination unknown .

The clnirim was investigated by Mr . Dane of the British Reparation Claims
Department who assessed the damages at £743 . He st.nted in respect to-
domicilet--

"The claimant was born in Canada in 1868, his ancestors having been there for sevenal
Kencrations, and left there about 1889 ; he was then in Galicia until 1896 . when he went to
Auatr.► lia for two yearF, and after a stay of a similar duration there he came to Roumanin,
and, exceptinR for certain intervals, has been resident in that country ever since. IIo has,



-1iô► ~ever . or many ye,rs pas been m o n ► t ôf vis ► nK ng aa ,~~oc eTiôr~pe`nôd~
only, his longest stay having been of between four and five months . His wife was born inCr►nada, three children in Roumania, and one in England ; all the children have beeneduruted in F.nKhand, and, nlthough as slated above lie hitnself has never resided perman-
ently in I..nRland . his family appear to have done so for a considerable number of yeara,
but are now reeident in Roumania, with the exception of the two youngest children, who
are still at achool in England . It would appear that the claimant has never acquired iv
domicilo in~~ the United Kingdoni, and that his Is a claim for action by the Canndian
auti ►orities .

This is another of the clnirns outside of our Order in Council, claimant not
being n resident in Canada at the time of the loss or since. If payment is not
made by our Government, there is no other tribunal to which he could have
recourse .

Iwrould recommend payment at the ntnount assessed by the British Office,
£743-the equivnlent in Canadian money-$3,645 .23, together with interest at
the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of January, 1020, the date
of the ratification of the Trcal;y of Versailles, to date of settlement .

"'1 ► is clnin ► falls within the First Annex to Section (I) Part VIII of the
Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $3,645 .23 fair compensation to
clnimant with interest as above indicated .

JAAIES TRIEL,
February 4, 1927.

Commissioncr.

DECISION

Case 1320
RC JAcon Hf.ttnE;trr PERKIN S

Claimant ~~•ns born at. Petrolin, Ontario, May 16, 1881, and for many yearslins been engaged in oil operations in Poland . His claim is for the com pletedestruction of his house, furniture and other belongings at Rowne, in Gaiicia,Poland. The greater part of the property was requisitioned and destroyed byAu s trian Hungar;an ]liilitnry between the dates September, 1914, and May,19 1 5• The house was destroyed in the course of the several battlca in thèdistrict, The London Valuation Coinmission sitting at Krosno, April iG . ' ;121,fixed the damage caused by the Austrian Hungnrinn Army at Kronen 56,444 .94which at the pence rate of Kr . 24,236 eqttnls £2,329 or $11,426,30,
There were three claims by Perkins & Company against the AustrianGovernment, as follows :-

1 . Claim for £134,514-0-0 by Edward Blake Perkins & James ;1ieGarvey
in respect of destruction of an oil mine in Galicia . Judgment has
been given in this case, for claimnnts •

2 . Claim for £23,033-0-0 by E. B. Perkins and heirs of Jacob Perkins in
respect of sale to a mineral factory in V ienna of shores of the Galicia
Nitphtha Production Co. Claim withdrawn by the claimnnt.

3 . Claim for £3,587-0-0 by Jacob Herbert Perkins for damage done to
property of claimant, furniture and other belongings in his house de-
stroyed .
Claim 1 was settled by the Austrian authorities for the equivalent

£0,127-13 .
Claim 3 was retu rned to the British Foreign Office who sent it to this

Commission by reason of claimant's Canadian nationality .
If they had paid it, on the :. . alc of nllowancc out of their ,£5,000,000 lund

for the relief of civilians, their award would have been £1 P73-14 .
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--ti'he-elaim-is- fci-out-by-elaimnn_ n ou r declaration form as follows :--
Household-establishment . . . . . . . .~ .` . --~~~,2U to
Linen, clothes, silver, porcelain, glnss . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,045 2 1
11lotor car, wagons, drilling rig, harness, agricultura l

implerp:+nts, hay, grains, straw, etc . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,354 68

$11,602 98

We are not particularly obliged to consider this claim at all under our
Orders in Council but the British Reparation Clnilns Department having trans-
ferred it here owing to their commission not covering losses by nationals of any
part of the Empire sharing in reparations, I would recommend that compensa-
tion be allowed in the amount that the British Department would have awarded
had claimant been a British subject domiciled in England, namely £1,073=14 or
$5,267.68, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per ann an, from the 10th day
of January, 1920, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Vbrsnilles, 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 $5,267.68, fair compensation t o
the claimant with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL ,
Fcbruary 15, 1927. --- Commissioner.

DECISION

Case 13 .2 1

Re CONSTANT BO.sBFIUT T

Claimant is a naturalized British subject, born in Belgium and has lived
in Canadn since 1889 .

Claim is for loss of property near Pnschendale, in 13elgium, consisting of a
house, chapel, fences, trees and plants, destroyed by the enemy cluring one of
their engagements in the war . The Germans took possession of n part of the
land for a cemetery. This property was purchased by the claimant in 1911 and
was• occupicd by relatives of his as tenants. He wns not able to recover com-
pensntion in other quarters though it is not unlikely that eventually lie will
recover something especially in connection with the land taken for purposes of
buriaL -

I«•ould allow clni-1-0 $1,000 compensation. -
'l'his claim falls Nv,, the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII of the

'l'reaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $1,000 is fair compensation to the
clnimant with interesit at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from the 10th day of
Jnnuary, 1920, the (late of the ratification of the Treaty, to date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL ,
I.March 13, 1926 . Commissioner .

])iJCI910N

Case 1322

!l'P MR3 . VIC'TURINE FAHRF:IAb, FORNSERI.\ HASPF&I,AOII, 'WIF'n OF J . J . I'~ARREI.L

Claimant a Belgian girl suffered loss by the destruction of her three houses
and contents during the German Invasion of Belgium in 1914 . She married a
Canadian soldier in 1919, Her claim for 14,420 francs damages was submitted
to the Belgian authorities and then to the British Reparation Claims Depart-

t



trrent who sent it to the Belgian 1\'nr I)ntnn ges Tribunal, denling w ith olaims ofBritish subjeets and they had it, nsses!; eci by t(tv Commissaire (le ill:tat •
The In•opert~• tiestro~•ed consisted of two house s , with fence and trees atl .nngcrn+trck, ~•alueci at (3,000 francs and it house, bakery and strtble

) with fenceun i i tree• • ttt \1'ounten (,lonkcr s hove) valued at 5 ,700 francs and there was anitem of 2,520 francs for loss of rent of the promises .
The Commissaire de L'I;tnt in his juclgntcnt,- dated May 12, 1923, statedthat the Belgian Act of September 10, 1919, (War Damages) provided that per-sons only were entitled to the benefit of said law, w ho were physicnlly andlegally of Belgian nationality and th ;tt. it.- had been held by-their Cour do Cassa-tion in it jurlg►nent clntccl June 23, 1921, that the condition of Belgian nationalityshould exi s t in titc c•Irtinnrnt. ttt the ti ►nc of the dcr ► tun ge and :aroulct eontintte untilthe tinte of the deGuite allocation of indemnity ; and that, claimant who was a13 e It;liui in 1918 and did not . ucctuire British nntionnlity by marriage until Septem-üer 30, 1919, fnli ,,.z w ithin the decision cited of tue Cour rie Cassation. He goeson to .ny tlrnt from verbal insh•uctions of the British Claims Office at 13russelsthe dossier trr►n s tuittecl for verification and assessment, may he considered in sofar its nntionality is cc ►ncernecl . He proccecls w ith the nsses.nient, and finds thatwh ilc tltere is no way of getting expert opinion on tihe value of the propertyclc• " t ri,ye cl, he may accept the nmonnt set out in the clnirn with the proofsat!=telted as fair value . The two hciu s es at Lanketn ;trek were ncctuirecl byc•luirn ;,nt i ►► lu•titirm In• oceetlint;s w ith her brother cc►-hc•ir of their nwther andiu ' tu (- Ir tn•ocee d int;• (Ire value of th() hotrs" ►\•as I ► lucecl at 4 .000 francs, thatr;rlu v hv ir ► g aulntüterll}• low on ttcerntnt of the f1 ► tnil3• ttt•rr►nl;etncnt in respect totlie partition iun d tluv cl es ire of the parties to keep ( lcncn re);ishy fees .- The pro-luvrty was imtu•r(I for 3 , 5 (1 0 franc s . He ttecelits (lie v tlne of 6 ,000 frimes in 1914and in the Saille ►► t y with respect to the hou se at lt'otutue n vahteil in the parti-tion l,rrrc•et•cüng.. nt •1,000 frimes and instu•et) for 4,800 frrutes, lie accepts thevaluation of 5 ,700 friu w •. liv cli snllows the clt , itn for lo ss of rent, its not beingit direct cltnn ;it;e provided for by the Belgian Irtw . Applying the provision of theWar 1) ;ttna~~c~ s Act in rc•<lue~•t to replt► t•cntent lie ~tllo we, it coefficient of 6 in respectto the h o u se s at Lanqetuarck and 5 In respect to the house at Wounien andnsse- sr; for the former ;iti .000-6 .000 frime , un l l for the latter 28,000-5,700 francs,or a total assessment of 04,800 francs for both properties, the ntuount claimantm •onhl have received througl ► the Belgian Tribunal, if site had retained her I3el-fiinn nntiunrrlit N • .

He attaches this note to his jucl g rnent ;-
" Co rir p l>'ine ►► •ith in~tnretiotis recei ►•ed front the British Cl ;üms Office at 13r ►►:-c4 .., wehr1i c ► ,v th ;it ►c•e ha ► •►, to state that the rl n irnnnt in question is not n British r-uhjcot but it('an m iian •uhir ►•t by mison of lier marriage with Air. Farrell ►►•ho was born May 2 . 1881,A I .,,t W . l'ritu•n 1? dh► ird I s I ind, C a nada . "
'l'Itt' cluint was then returnecl to t h e British Reparations Department . TheBelgian (iorcrn ►nertl had 1 ►ret•ionsly advised claimant that. t ► ncler the law theycottlcl nnt entertain her claint on ttecoturt of her having acquired British nntion-; tlit~ 1- -mnrrial;e .
The claim was trnn s ferrc(

11 ., !ovin ; bt en clnl \ tts•cS
sei ibtn the Canncünn Rchnrntion Cltms Depnrtnent

it by the proper nnccompetent tttthority. It was
trtnsetred so the 13rich helmu•hnent stntecl, on ncconnt of claimant's husband
being a C,tntulian .

Claitnnnt nncl her htt sbancl have ►noveci to Canada and are located at Stua-ttrerside, where Farrell intencls, if his ltenltlt will permit, to take uli his former►1•ork of bincksmitl ► -nnd general repairs .
The late C'ommisaioner took the view that claims like this were outside the

jurisdiction of this Commission . If we are to follow absolutely the terms ofthe rtcivcrtisentent for clain ► s and the Orders in Council in respect to tite com-
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mission, and the terms of the commission itsclf, lie was right . In this case
claimant at the time of the injury sustained was not a British subject, nncl had
never been a resident of Cnnncln .

She and her husband, nvcternn of the war are establishing n home in his
native country and I think the cltlitn should be allowed. If we do not give cotn-
pensation there is no other tribunal tltttt will .

Iwould recommend that the claitn be allowed at the amount assessed by
the I3elginn official as the value of the clestroyccl property in 1914 nmounting to
$2 .340 with interést at the rate of 5 per cent lier nntntni frotn the tinte of the I3el-

"itu ► nssessment to the (late of settlctncnt .
This clnim falls within the First Ann _ ex to Section (1) Ptu't V1II of the

Trentv of Versailles, category (9), and I iind 82,340 it fair compensation to
the clt ► in►nnt Nvitlt intcreut as nl ► ove inctic ►► tc(L

JAINIE,S hitIl;L,
()ttnwn, September 28, 1 926, Contmissione ►• .

1)I:( 'I;iIO\

Case 1323

ltc \Lwtnct•: ( it N - T znt•m Gi r: ► t ( Ucccu,ecl )

I'rr scntcrl by his tri ► lom : Ilcnrictht (.intzGttrger as his ea•erutrix and in her ott+n
ripht

Maurice O intzl► urRcr, was born in Neucl►ntel, Switzerland in 1867 and

l 'v c; ► me a naturalized British subject at K aslo, 13 .C' ., on the 2ncl October, 1002 .
lit, was a broker or financier in Vancouver and IIenrietta Gintzburgcr is a
l'ctn ► lit►n, horn in "M ontrcal . (In one part of the record his accupntion is givcn

cnuinecr ) .
'l'hcy were to Clintzbtu•t;er's brother-in-law, Fernand Seheucr at

~tcnay in the Departtuent of Lille, in the North of France, intending to remain

fo r three or four roontlt s , but on tI ►c'l(itl ► August, 1 914, on account of the Siiriden

: ,wr i vnl of the cnetu y troop s , tltc}• had hurried to get away, leaving all their

helonginfis bcltinil tltem . Afterwarcls, during the ►sur, Air . Ciintzbtu• ger worked

in the Woul w ich Arsenal, London, where his services were much appreciated, as

i s certified by the controller of the Ammunition Components .

His clrtitn for ,C8• 1 41 .12 for loss of peryon ►► l effects was fir s t filed w ith the
British Foreign Clnin ► s Office, 1)ccen ►ber tt, 1918, and on August 23 , 1921, he
"omplctetl a declaration of dntnngc• for the French Commission des Reclmma tions
of the effects lost to the value of f.1343 .1 and claimccl 91, 5 1 5 .18 .6 replacement
value .

The rlniut was again notified to the British Foreign Cluitns Office b y Qtate-

u►ent of damages dated \overnber 26, 19211 . 'l'I ► e British Reparation Clnitns

i)cpnrtnient nskcd all official of the British Consulntc at. Lille, to ► let ►1 ►vith the

vase and that official marte a report and assessment dated October 28, 1923, from

which I quote, as follows:-
" I have a -certnined from the Ministere des Regions I .ihereca, that all pmtxrtv in

S t,'n ;,>• %%av rcndered uminhnbitabte by the orerationy of w ar, nnd apparently the tichcuor
i .1 n ►► iy bc~cnme refuQi t s at Itedon . Ile and Vilaine . Nevert.helcwj the lettor put in fro~»
- \fem Flecheux' adm its the recovery of a ce rtain amount of fu rn iture but statcs that all
their effects were taken . Even n11ow ► n k, for the clnimant's .7atement thnt :' prncticall v ail
w u@ newly pnrcl► n s ed in Vanoouver, Montreal, London and Paris,' the value s Fet down for
i,e ►,onnl clothing for two persons are altogether beyond anything which properly could be

c on sidernl admui.ible. It is probable that they occupied a good position and that th e ir
oQects were valuable, but I do not t2► ink that such demands as 94 .10 for 4 lace 1► andk ► . r .
chiefs a nd ii;; ts of articlae on parallel lines can be recoRnir,ed . I propose to allow £50 for
Mr . (iint ►Cunmr and, in view of the Iewellery, £100 for We. Cintrburtxer . and necord ing iy
I n .~ers the clnim at £ 1 60 ."



After the war Maurice C;intxbtu•ger moved to Cincinnati, 01)io, n•here he
(lied, lenving n Will giving ail his property to his wife and nppointing lier andAlfred Fingland of fil~, City of Vancouver, cxeculors .

Mrs . Gintzburfiet nppcnrnrl before this Commission nt Vancouver, Septem-
Iier 5, 1925, and gavé sworn testimony in respect of the elnim . She stnted shr,hnd lost ail lier jewelry and clothes w~llen she and lier husbnnd left the town of
Stcnny in flic middle of file niKht and flint the vnltle of flic lost efTects Nv ns£8-19 . 12 as declnred by lier htlsbnnd .

She produccrl stronl; testimony as to )lis intc{trill• and social standing in- Vune(Itlver,-warcra- lie- llVc<I--for--2H-yenre: ---------_ ____----- ------ ._-- .------,_._ . ._ .__--- ..
Slic 1)1'0drtccd ntso, bills ft•om (lie shops, for the purchnce of soute of flic thing snlleRe ( l to have been lost-, sucl) bills totnlling about $1,400 .00 and indicating arnthcr cxl)cnsivc out lit, tVhicll would, of cotir=c, be worn to -coute extent nt the

finie of the The fur, prieeri nt $62,5 .00 which would rnthcr increrrse inva lue, and soutc of the lady's costumes and gentleman's «•enring apparel were
Intrchnsr<) in Vancouver in flic fall of 1 0 13 .

I do* n o t ngrec witL file nsses ;ment of \lr. Flavell, but I clo think the valtle=srlhlniltcil will stand refluction .
1would r► llotir the clnln) nt $3,000 .00 with intcrest nt (lie rate of 5 per centlier a llnirrn front thc date of lois :1trl;ust 20, 1914, ta date of settlelnent .Tlii ., clnitr► fall s within the Finst Annex to 'Section (I1, Part VIII, of the

'l'rcaty of Versailles, cntet;orr (tl), and I find $3 .000 .00 fair compensation to flicvlniln ;u)t with intcrcst nG nbot•c indicnted .
JAMES FRIEI,,Aufiu>t 12 . 1026'

Conrmfssioner .

DI;CISInN
Cnse 1324

Rc Mn: . 'Nin ;roAnFr Ll:cta :cll-CAnpl,,
Cl;iimnnt is the wife of n British subject residing in Cnnn (ln . She claimsfor prnpcrty in France. taken by the encrny, Her clnim was nssessed by the

French 1Vnr Damages Tribunal nt 100 francs, value of propert y lost and 350troncs for what they enilcri "frais supplcmentnires ." They trnncfcrrecl the claimto the British Repnrntion Clnims Department who re-nFSesred it and allowedit at !:( ; .13 .n and then transferred it to this Commi .ss ion .I would :)Ilm►• the claim on the British assessment, $ 32 .76 , Canadian money,w ith interes t at the rate of ti per cent per nnnum from the 10th dny of Jnnunrv .1 920, the date of file ratification of the Trenty of Versailles, to (late of settlé-ment .
This claim falls w ithin the F irst Annex to Section (I), Part, VIII, of theTreaty of NTersnilles, cntegory (9), and i find $32.75 is fair compensation to fileclnin)nnt, w ith interest as nbo l e mentioncrl .

JAMES rRII:I, ,

DECISION
Case 1325

no Mns. AZ M r:r .EINE J: vxINas
Clnimnnt,

w
ho was a I3elginn subjcct bcchmo a British subjcct by mnrrinqewith Edward Jennings, n former Canadian soldier, Marc)) 10, 1920. At the

time she had n claim before the Belgian War Clnims Depnrtment on account of
certain losses met with during the war . She was living in the village of



Voormezeele, near Ypres, and porsonal property and goods of hers in that place

were destroyed or looted by the enenly, the value of which is declared at .

1513 I3clgian francs . She dcc)nred al~o in her claim to this Commission for
her shnre in certain furniture and property which belonged to her fnther in

►rhich site is interested with 6ër .111pthers and sisters . This part of the claim

is not ciear and there seems to be no reason why this Commission should

consider it . It seems to he n family affair to be settled nwong themselves
or dcnlt with by the Iielginn authorities .

In respect to the loss of goods and effccta first mentioned, the Belgian
;tu_tli~~rities__on her marriage refused to further entertain her clnim, saying

-- ----
, l~c hn ►1 bc~ôme n Cnïi;~dinn-fiBritish-su ► lect: -- --- _ . -

I would allow that, part of her clnin ► . The ntuount involved is not ~~cry

: rcat and it seems to me she is entitled to some consideration .
This clnitu falls within the First Annex to Section (I) l'nrt VIII of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $300 .00 is fair compensation to

the claimant, with interest ntthc rate of 5 per cent per annuni from the 1001

► Ic►y of January, 1920, the dt► tc of the ratification of the ''renty of Versailles,

to date of settlement
. JAD11 `,,S FRII:L ,

Ante 17, 1926 .
Commissioner .

DL:CISIO'

Case 1326

Ne Alttn. A . 11 . MeNaerz-MonaAti

Claimant is a naturalized British suhject under certificate of the County
Court of Victoria, issued to her September 20, 1912 . Site was then it widow

and hnd livecl in Canada fifteen N'cnrs .
Her claim is in respect of personnl property, furniture, and personal effects

lielonging to claimant, situated at the time in Antwerp which were carried off,
z~cizcd, injured or destroyed by the enemy after the Germans took that city .

'l'he claim was first put in to the British Reparation Claims Department
and by thenl transferred to this Commission .

I would allow the clnim at the amount declared, £206 19s ., or the equivalent

in ('nnadian money, $1,015.32, 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 clitn falls within the First Annex to Section (1) Part VIII of the
Trenty of Pence, category (9), and i find $1 ~'.5 .32 is fair compensation to the

olaimant, with interest as above indicated .
JAMES FRIRL ,

May 14, 1926 .

DECISION
Case 1327

Commissioner.

Re LUs1E IAVIBE. Tico N ►e§oN, WIFE OF Jolix Tiio.%► rsox

The cinimnnt, ivhose mniden nnme was Pouvera, was born in Belgium in

1883, and was married in France September 11, 1918, to Thompson, a Canadia n
.,v _ i . . l+ . .. . .A ., Q e .% 4nmhnr 1 01Q _

soR11er, norn in nng ►uuu ,u ,w . . . . .~, ~• .--- -~ ________ _

At the time of her marriage Mrs . Thompson had a claim before the French

Nnr Damage Commission, Cantonale Do Lille-Centre, for loss of furniture ,

1914~n ÔneSeptemhert28, 1923,et11 is claim wnsLcolnvortedl ntoontjudgn ént fo r
3,000 francs .
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One W ould think that the Frcnt-Ir(;uvcrntrtcnt should settle tue claim butin it similnr cnse they rcfu .,etl, taking the ground th ;tt tite claimnnt hnving
becunie n Cnnnilinn nntionnl, the tn,tltcr is one for one Govcrnment to cienl with .'l'llis clniln is not ti•cvv large and I think our Ooc•crntnent may as well p !iyit, otherwise clnimnnt will not likely get nnything .']')lis cl,tinl fclll s witliin the Fli•st A ►ulex to :~eetion (I) I'nrt VIII of the'l'rcaty of \'crsuillcs, catcgor~• (9) . and I find ',MW-00 6; fair compensation tothe cl ;titnnnt ' ►•itl ► intcrc~t nt the r;ttc of 5 per cent per anntuu from the tlateof tlit~ I~rnnch nntr~l, Sclltrlnllct• 28, 1 923, to date of scttlclnent .

:1pri1 10, 1 926 .
- JA11f I?.S-F-RII,Lj- _ -------

Colnntissfoner .

ll1 ;CIS IOV'

Case 132f1
l,'c 11'al . J. ZlMM ratMAx (llec;F :A S F:D)

('lainl ;tnt was it C : ► t],Ulictn, burn in 7'au•a, Ontario, who N•cnt to Itounlnni
nid 1 908, its oil field nl ;tn;tgcr, and etnployed in that cnl ►ncitv for it Britishoil colnp ;ul~• ~~~1icn the will. broke out . 11'llen the (7rrnlan ., invuclccl Rotultncliuin 1 917, the owners firetl tltcir wells and the British oint Alncricnn cnlployecs

had to leave the country at one(- in fit(-(, of the nih•uncing tmcrnt• . 'Linuncrntnuand his wifc tricd to get to Canada throut;lt ltut;sin but were held in Petrogradby tltc rcvttlution. 'l'hm• returned to Rotlnlunict wh en it was tltought snfe in1 018. '1•licir home in Clunpinn had been occupicd b y the enemy and all theirftnnniturc and pclcou,tl property cle .strclyc•cl or c•ru•riccl away .Lltltlut'rnutlt put in a clnim to thé British Reparation Claims 1)cllnrtmcntin 14)1t) for lo :~ . of per.•onni propcrty and lo ., of salary, busc rent, etc ., andhis clnitn was int•ostig ;ttccl by an ollit•iul of the British ltelrtrations Department
with other clainis of British subjects in that country, whose report on the case
with tlio cl ;tiut and other papers in connection with it were sent to this Comtuis-sion by rcason of cl ;titnttrlt being a C;inndinn .

A clnitn was also made to the Uovcrnment of Itoumnnin on account
e fclnimnnt s rcsidonce there and of the fact that his wife was a Roumnninn, Itwas consideretl by the Iiountnninn Commission clcnlint

; with war dntnnges inOctober, 1920, and all assc.~smcnt was made generous enough in ntuouut but
the Rouninninn Govcrntucnt refused to pny anything, elaimnnt being n Britishsubject .

Zinlmermnn dicci in 1 92a without having received any compensntion fromany source .
His widow, foruterly Helen I)imitriu, to whotn lie had been married in1 909
, came to Canada in 1025 and is living with his relatives in 'l'hornbury,Ontario. Site attended before this Commission and submitted complete andsntisfnctory proof of this claim .
Zimmerman left no will and hardly any property on account of los .,e~ciurin~r the war nnd their expenses in Pètrogrnd . He apparently had a com-fortnble honle in Cnmpinn . There were no children. He left no debts .
I think that the claim in respect to loss of houseltolcl furniture and effects

should be nllowed nottit•ithstnnding his residence out of Canada and in that
respect it. was provecl that lie intended returning to make his home and end his
dn~ s in this country .

Unless the provision of the Order in Council restricting claims to rosidentF
in Canada is waived there will be no source from which Canadian subjects
resident out of Canada can receive compensation .
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I«•ottld allow $1,600 .00 compensation on necouult of loss of furniture and

effcots with interest at 5 per cent per nnnum from the dnte of the Treaty (if

Versailles, and I see no reason why the compensation should not be pnid to

\Irs . Hclen Zimmerman, widow of the clnimunt, direct .

This claiul falls w ithin the First Anncx to Section (1) Part VIII of the

'l'rcaty of Versailles, category (9), and i find $1,600 .00 is fair compensation w ith

interest as above indicated .
JAMES FItII;I .,

ltln«•n, September 22, 1926 . Con►► n~:c•~ioncr .

nEU sr6N-_
Case 1329

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

RC GRAND TnUNK IZ,ULwAY COAIYAN1 OF CANAD A

C'lnimunts are a Canadian corporation They filed it claim on account of

l o - s of certain fnrniture in their office? at Antwerp, Belgium, alleged to have
been carried off by the Germnus during their occupation of that city. Clainl-
auts also filed n~?1nim on nccount, of rent which they were compelled to pay
on said cilices clurint; the war, although the same were not used by them by
rc ;oon of the Cwrmnn occupation . This pnyment for rent cannot be allowed .

I will ullow the claim for the furniture carried away at the ►unount

dcclnred, $270 .47 .

Treaty of Versailles, category (0), and i find that $279.47 is fair compensation
to the claimants with interest at b per cent per annum from the dnte of the
rntilication of the Treaty (Janunry 10, 1020) to the date of settlenlent .

JAXIi✓S FRIEL,

1)ccerobcr 1, 192 6 . Conunissioncr .

D>•JCISION

Case 1330

Re WIi.LiAni I .OEDE: L

Claimant, boni in Roumnnin, came to Canada in 1900 and was naturalized
it British subject in Canada in the Circuit Court, Montreal, May 8 1 1917 .

Prior to the outbreak of war lie had his home in Montreal over which his
motl ► cr presided, lie being single . The other members of the household were
his sister, Louise, and a young brother. His father was living in Canada and
had been naturalized in 1889 but was living se1IarW and apart from his wife
and family who were maintained in part by tile .clnimant and in part by an

oldér son In Chicago. The girl was born in Canada . In May, 1914, clni ►uPnt's
mother who was in poor health and his sister went to Roumania for the good
of their mother's health and to visit relatives . When the war broke out they
were detained in that country notwithstanding their Canadian nationality and
in the month of AuguQt, 1017, they were caught, in the town of Tergu Ocna in
the district of Ancnu when that town was bombarded and taken by the Ger-
mnns. They were killed in the bombardment, August b, 1917 . With others,
they had taken refuge in the cellar of the house of a relative with whom they
were staying and out of ten persons in the cellar, only one escaped . It is stated
that their deaths were due to the negligence of the militnry commander in the
town who refused to allow the civilians, particularly the women and children, to
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clelx ►rt when the to wn was bombarded. T) ► eir personal effects, money andjewelry, were, pilingecl but by whom, it is not shown . They were buried, appar-ently by their own people, August 0, 1917 .
Mrs. Loebel at the time of her death was 47 yenrs old and- time girl 15 .Owing to their death the clnimnnt had to break up his home and leave 11ion-trcnl .
IIis claim for loss of their lives and loss of persnnnl property, jewelry, and► nunivs with thcm, was heard by the late Ccnmmissioner in Montreal, in ,Tune,1923 .
C Inimlu ► t bn~ç cvilc ► ~ce-t_I~ntTl~_nnil liis_Ur~c~~~_réfLecj tQ képt I1te .Jtttnily_--I,ut his ïnutÎhir was üis 1 ►ou~ckec ~er and head of the 1 ►oine, and tl►nt after her~Ic ► tli he had to take charge of 11 is vounger brotl~cr, look nfter hitu, and cdu-c~ :itc~ him . The l,renkint; up of the ~householcl entailed a different method ofliving and inuch greater expense. The younger brother was 16 at, the time ofhis ►uotl ► cr': denth. C')ni ► n;rt looked after his eclucntiun nnd put him through

college .
'l'Lo clccc;isccl mother did not have any private source of revenue or anyprolurty while in Cnnndn . Her father in Roumnnin was m an of tnr.nns and

was oni~rclcnsecwhcn th► se in charge of time British interests in the town ,

The late Conimissioner noted the daim for allowance at $3,750.00 i n

s hc recciveci it considerable sum from him when she«ns there whi ol ► _ sli Itnd-~rüli Tic r n ►c ti ►uc o( ►cr T6 tl ► ►cy ► ncl f ► o ►îght quite heavily, preparin gto return to C nnncl,~ . The grnnclfnt hcr had been very liberal with them .
All ►► fli d nW it , was filed of Rnchnel I-Iirsch, sister of the decensed mother ofthe clniu ► ;u ► t w ho dcclnrccl to monies and per-onnl ► ro mrt ~ her deceased sisterand thc girl had ~~~ith thcm when they «~ére lcillec . Rnc~i ; ►el Iiirsch was thesole sur v ivur of the women and children in the cellar ; two of her ch ;ldren wereIcillcd thcre . She says tlio military authorities did not give permission to takethe bodies for revcrnl hours, and when the bodies were found, they had beenpillaged and the money and pcr ionnl effects had disappeared . 'l'he town fellnhuut Au gust 18, 1917. The Germans w ere afterwards driven out of it.
Claimant w ent to Roumnnin in 1910, to ascertain the fate of his motheruui s i s t er. 'l'hey had been, it srems, hnruhly treated by the Roumnninn police► u ►cl militnry authoritics . 'l'hey were Jews . They were detained in the countryuhpnrently w ithout reason . Airs . L .nebel was arrested on one occasion fornct;lcctint; to report to time police nnd was scntencecl to one year in prison and

look u ► her cn z: e . The wcnnen should have been allowed to leave the cour,try .
- Clnimnnt, i think was dependent on his mother for the maintenance ofhis hocne . 'l'I ► e Y u ► n ►g brother was more or less dependent also ; and theincreased expcnses of both owing to her death were a subject of pecuninry,damage suffered by elnimnnt..

re~peet to clependcncy nnd $1,!'i00.00 on account of the loss of effects, jewelryand moncy and I npprove of these nmounts .
This clnim falls within the First Annex to Section ( I) Part VIII of theTreaty of Versailles, categories (1) and (9), and i find $5,250 .00 fair compen-sation to the claimant, with interes t at the rate of 5 per cent per nnnum fromthe 10th day of January, 1 020, the drite-of-tlie rA tificntion of the Treaty ofVersailles, to (late of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,
Commissioner.
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I)ECISION

Case 1331

Re, STANDARD Ik11'OnT$ LiNi1TF.U

Claimants are a Cnnsdinn corporation. They claim for the value of 150
cases of sardines taken by German soldiers from the private warehouse of the
Canadian Pacific Railway'in Antwerp, Ilelgium, on the 22nd October, 1914, after
the occupation of that city by the Germans .

This claim was before the late Commissioner at Montreal, Juno, 1923, who
note(( it for allowance at. the value declared and proved by invoice, $701 .6fl, with

inteîëst nÉlhë -Fat-0 ôr"~pzr ecnt per nnntun from- thâ-lOtii .tiA~± flt nunry,,1920,

the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, to date of settletnent -, and -

with whieh I agree .
This claim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Pnrt . VIII, of the

Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find $ 701 . 69, fair compensation to the

clnimnnt, company, with interest as above indicated .

JAMES FRIEL;

December 14, 1926 . Coin inissioner.

DECISION
Case 1332

Re KifAMts MtcitAt; L

Clnimnnt was born in Armenia about 75 Miles from Mosul, licsopotr,ntin,
Asiatic Turkey, April 24, 1871 . * His people NLcrc Armenians, his father being a

pastor or minister in that country . Claimant came to Canada nbout, twenty-

N•o years ago, leaving his wife'r.nd cirild in Persia . He was naturalized Septem-

ber 22, 1905 .
He had a little money of his own when lie arrived, and for nwhile, one

winter, worked on the railroad until lie had a little more money when lie took

up a homestead in Iüortlncli, and was prosperous . Part of his land became town-
site property and lie sold lots and ncquired buildings, afterwards mortgaged to
rnise $7,000 .00 .

In 1904 be was back in Persia and bougl ► t. land and a house in the city of
Urumin for which lie paid $3,000 .00 . Iie rebuilt it and fixed it up at it further

cost of $3,000 .00 . lie enys that lie refused $11,000 .00 for it offered by the
Russian Consul . Iie movcd his family to this lionie . . His wife could not speak
l :nglish and did not have any people in Canada and did not want to conic to
this country .

lie went into business there <ienling in Yersinn rugs and carpets and other
wares . He s.ent goods from Canada for sale and exchnnge and imported goods
into this country . He left money in l'crsin and took mortgages and says he had
$5,000 .00 worth of p:;per when the trouble came . He came and went between the
countries staying n couple of years in Persia each tiht%__The last time he «•ent
there was in 1911, and he came back to Cnnndn in 1913, or as lie says "just
before the war." In these visits lie always reported to the British Consul at
't'nbriz . He says lie worked with the Consul looking after Canadian subjects
thet•e .

NI-iichnel's tnovements from his evidence are somewhnt confusitig. In his
declaration lie says that on or about the 15t1! December, 1909, lie returned from
Canada to Persia and took up his residence at Urumin . . He registcred as a
British Cnttndiun subject at the office of the British Consul at Tnbriz, May 27,
1913, apparently before returning to Canada the'lnst time .

am?--27



In the month of \1 ;►rcl ► , 1915, his family was coulpclled to take refuge w ith
the American Mission at . izrumin to escape the atrocities and illegal warfare of
the Turkish A rmv , They rcluc.inod there until he Zli s!z ion was evacuated when
they were compelled t,o take refuge w ith the Briti sh Con s ul at Tabriz . The family
consisted of \nnnjnn \Iichnel, his w ife, aged 26 years (his first w ife had died,
and he had re-married), Iinchcl Michael, his daughter by his. first wife, aged
18 years, Joint Michael, t; on, aged 5 yci,rs, and .Jemlie Michael, daughter, aged 4
years .

While they were in the American M iss ion in the spring of 1910, the boy,
John li

i
lfichnel, cliect .- ln Febr urrl•~', 1917, his wife and daughter Jennie came t o.~ _----- •

Cnnn . =I'Lc+ïi iigh~i'r Riic)in1 r`cni►iin~il ripp`r ►rëïitl~~V ii~°T:iliriï nn~l ïiffcr~i'fir(IS
vent to London . Site never cnmr, to Canada . It is claimed the boy died from

Jack of nourishment and fright and being compelled to leave home and tnke

lack of proper nourislmlcnt and from fril ;ht .
The liussinn Arum' moving on Mcsnpotnnlia, r .nci the Turks were fighting .

The Turks were Innssncl•int; their sul ►jeet-, the Armenians, not all unusual thing,
and looting their property . After the Itussit ►n retrent in November, 1916,
claimant's entire property in Urcm ► in was looted and destroyed by the Turkish
army . The clnilnnnt asks for compensation to the r,mot ►t of S56 ,377 .00 on
servi-al gl•o►mds. lie claims $20,000 .00 on account of the loss of life of the boy
John, aged 5 years at the time of his denth. This part of the claim W oulcl not,
be allowed under any circun ►•tnncc as there is no clepcmlcncy to give the Corn-
mission jurisdiction . He usks $5,000,00 compensation to hin ► sclf and the utem-
Ucr- of his family for hardships endured ►uul bodily injuries sustained through

refuge with the Mission and finnlly coming to Canada . There is no bodily
injury proved and its to the rest damage is indirect, and casual and hardly ever~
on account of the war considering former and subsequent conduct of the Turks
towards the Armcnians .

It s tu•cly ;ccros odd to be asking this country for damages on account of
being compelled to ccllue and live here .

As to injury to propcrty, particulars of the claim are as follows :-
(1) I)u•elling house, outbuildings and land at Nevgnjnr St .

Uriulin, Pcrsir► , ctcotroycil by the Turkish Ar ►ny . . . . $10,700 00
(2) Vnlce of effect, also ,ik-,h•oycd . . . . . . . . . . 5,427 00
(3) N'c .luc of weaving n:uc•hinc . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,200 00
(4) Value of wool, niai ynrn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 000 00
(5) Two heads of cnttle . . . 250 00
( 6) Fruit trccs and viney,u•cl . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 700 00
(7) Comp!ete libr ►u•y . . . . . . . . . 6 ,500 00
(8) Compensation for suffering and hnrclships . . . . . . 5,000 00
(9) Claim for compensation for the dcntl ► of his little Son

whose il)n"s was cnused by lack of proper nourishruen t
and f right . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20,000 00

Crolrnd of ( .'fui ►rt .
$50,377 00

(1-7) Destruction by the Turkish Authorities .
(8) and (9) 111-h•entment and anxiety cnuscct by the actions of . the TurkishAuthoritics .
This claim was originally submitted to the British Foreign Claims Office,

which ntnde inquiries of the Acting British Consul at Tabriz who reported, under
date of December 28, 1919, that it was %'ery difficult to obtain exact information
on the subject . Some of the Syrian refugees told him that the house of Mr .
Khnnlis Michael was completely destroyed . Nobody could say definitely whether
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it was done by the Turks, Kurds or l'ersinnK . The value of the property WAS
estimated by the Acting Consul's informant, at 3,000 Tmnans . Aomnn accor-

ding to a inter affidavit on the record was worth about one dollar .

Claimant file d three ntfictnvits in support of his claim . The first is by

l'nif . L. T. Allen of Whitman College, ~Vn la \Valla, in the State of Washington,
who was attached to the American Mission in Urumin and resided tl ►ere from the

year 1911 to the year 1918. In his nfliclnvit lie deposes that lie was there during

the month of Jnnunry, 1915, ►und lie knew the invnding Turkiah Artuy looted and

plunclerecl and destroyed the house of IChnn ► is Michael on or about the 2nd day

of .Iantu ► ry, 1915; that he 'frequently visited and saw the house after th e

içhnel to have had one of the valuable properties of the
--plunclering._lieltttez ~:I

cit~~, located in a very dc~s ► rt ►l►T, ibcntiüii, ►►ncl thnt hi~ house wnE ~cel1-furuished,___- .

but lie is not able to state the monetary value thereof .

'No'm.-Clnimnnt in his evidence states that the house was all razed to the

►;rouncl . He said the troops "put dynamite in the cellar and blew everything
up , "

`fhcre is it second affidavit by Prof . E. T. Allen. IIe has personal knowledge

that claimant owncd property in Urumin . As far as lie knows and in his judg-

ment the property "should be worth the sum of at least $12,000 .00 ." This refers

to the ciwelling house, stable and «•n1l . This dcpon4nt gocs on to say that the

Perim rupcs would be worth at least $1,350.00 . He knows that the clnimnnt

wn:i the owner of all Ettgliab 11'enving Machine complete, and believes the value
of the machine in Yersin would be about $1,200 .00. He believes that lie was the

owner of yarn and n'ool anti the otvncr of cnttle and cuws which would be worth

at least $75 .00 per hend . There were fruit trecs around the dwelling worth in his

judgment $12 .00. He knows that the claimant ownecl n library in the Nestorian

LutKunge a•1 ► ich he was informed by the claimant vas received front it cousin of

Arcbbishop 'Mnrchinum. A librnry of that kind he says was very valuable .

"It is impossible to fix whnt its real value is on account of the fnct that there

would not be much demnnct for such, but he would place the value of the library

at g6,500.00 . This affidavit was made June 18, 1926 .

'I'here is it third affidavit by Josbuc ► Khnmis of Stut Francisco, a missionary,

and lie duposes that claimant was it prosperous man and had one of the best

homes in the city of Urumia, well and comfort tbl y furnished . He recolleets a

weaving machine with spinning attachment, also Persian rugs which in Urumin
rtnn in value anywhere from $50 .00 to ninny hundreds of dollars. In the
(icponent's judgment the home together with the land, fruit trees, and other

;urroundings of the size of that occupied by the claimant and his family would
M least be worth $8,000 .00 . Deponent states that lie knows 'Michncl came to

Canada with the intention of becoming n Canadian, and that lie returned only

its it visitor when lie came bnck to Urumia, an([ that lie had difficulty in getting

his fnmilv into Canada as his first wife had trncio7nn . She never got admission

into Canada . . He knows that claimant got married to his second Wife w1 ►otn lie

was going to bring to Canada as soon as po5siblc. . This nflldnvit was made

July 20, 1920, after the henring. -
These affidavits ~rere drafts and sent on to the deponents with the blanks to

be filled in . I attach very little importance to the-.1- as establishing values .
Enquiry made through the British Consul a k Tnbriz in respect to th e

i Iaimnnt's property resulted in a report from a relinble authority nmonR the
Asçyrinns at Urumin to the effect that the best building of the riehest man there
would not cost more than $5,000 .00, to include stable, kitchen, hnthroom, stornge
and «•itlls, all of tt•hich are appendants of the building, especially the walls
which cannot be sold or claimed separately . In a well .provisioned home, so

report goes, one could not find more than two bags of rico . one bntman of inent,
3,000 batman firewood, 400 batman flour, all of which with various fruits would

$2907-97+
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be worth about $111 .00. Not, only at Urutuin but even at Tnbriz a chair cost-
ing $100.00 cannot be found . Six tables wortlc $500 .00 in a house is imo syible .The look ing-glnss at $26 .00 noulcneec l to be silver or large mirror. T

p
e value(if his cnttle is as follocv ,,: -

1 Ux . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $30 00
1 ('ow . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 00
1 Shcep . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G 00

1 1)onkey . . . . . . . . . . . .
1 I ;uf f nlo . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . .
3 00

15 00
50 00

As to the library the report goes on "onc (loci not know what books there
wc•re. It i s uo=s iblè one book costs $6,500 .00 or the whole lot do not worth
$10 .00 . "

I)enling with scheclule "C" nttnl•hed to E. T. Allen's affidavit amounting to
$5,427.00, he says that "if this part of the clnint he reduced to 5 per cent the
sum will represent the right clnint to utcnost ." I tnke it that lie means one-fifthof the nmotcnt clnitned in this schedule woulcl be the utmost to allow .

The clnimnnt's solicitor referred u- to Miss Barclay in London with refer-1
enec to the v • Pn v ing ntnchine, and she mmwered our inquiry to the effect that
the weaving machine had been given to Khnuiis 'Michnel by lier in order to
establish a relief business for the poor in Urumin, Persia . She paid £30 .0 .0 for
the machine and £20 .0 .0 for cnrringc . Alis ;: Barclay in her letter snys further
that site can certify from letters written to lier, that all the Christian Icouses and
property in Urtmtin were destroyed in the war by Turks and Kurds. Site says
further thnt site lins known claimant for twenty ~ears and that lie Is worthy of
help .

This claim presents other cliflïculties besides those indicated . The clnimnnt'~
property was not destroyed bernuse lie was n(,'nnndinn subject . It wns destroyed
by the 'Turks, the overloriis in Ut•untin, 1 :hose subject in every sense he was, so
far as the property was concerned, and their reason for doing so was apparently
that lie was a Christian . At the same time they mnssncrcd 16,000 other
Armeninns, or ChriRtinns, and killed at least tive missionaries . 'I'he clnimnnt
po-e~sed a dual citizenship and I cannot sce how this property in Urumin was
in the 4lightest degree impressed with Canadian Nationality . The process of
naturalization in this country gives m man the right of a British subject in
Canada, and to those he is entitlcd without question, but tvhy should our country
be cnllccl upon to protec•t the hrolmr .v and interests of naturalized immigrants
in the eountrie:; of their origin when they see fit to return there ?

In reply to this it was argued strenuously by claimant's counsel and proved
that Aiichncl had only returned to Uruntin «•6n he had nccjuirecl enougit money
to bring his wife and ciuughter Rachel to Canada ; that lie dici actually bring them
and they were refused entrance at Quebec on nccount of eve trouble ; that lie took
thctn back to Urumin and he himself came back to Canada in about three venrs •
six ntontlic after that his wife dicd and lie went back on nviait . to Uruntin amiiitnrr :ed his present wife ; that lie had her and the dnugl ►ter examined by n cloctor
nt Urumin its to their phyr•icnl fitncss, including eyes, for admission to Canada
and that the doctor had ndvised him that a treatment of three or four years
would be necessary before they could properly leave and expect to be ndmitted,
and that it•-st•as then that lie ncquired a home, for them in I7rumin, that he returned
to Canada n little over a year after housing his wife and family and was in
Canada when the-wnr broke out and during the wnr ; that after the war was over
the British Consul sent his wife and young daughter Jane to New York, and
A-iimnnt brought them to Mortlnch where they stayed for it couple of years or

~"orp, when his wife who was not rugged at all was forced to go to a wntmor

E19
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c•lin ►ate in the United States, where site is at pre sent residing ; that the daughter

Rachel came to London en route to Canada where site s tayed for five years

when she came to Mortlnch (November, 1920), and she has continued to reside

With him since that time .
It is perhaps clifRcult to draw the inference that claimant's property was

destroyed by the Turks, allies of Gcrluany, in an operation of war because they

were not at war with Persia . In reply to that it is sta ted that the damage was
clone by detachments from the 'I'urkisl ► army marching through Persia to meet

the Ru ssian army and while they had no right whatever to attack Urwnia that
is the sort of thing that they would 'clo by reason of their hatred of the
Armenians,--_ -.-

Under all the circumstances I would rccommen ► l tTinti soniè cdnijién~ïittùn be -
awarcled the claüunnt and 1 would fix the amount at. $3,000 .00 .

This claitn falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part VIII, of the
'l'rc, ► ty of Versailles, category (0), and I find $3,000 .00 fair compensation to the

clzimi►nt with interest, at 5 per cent per annum from the date of the ratification
(if the 'l'rcaty, January 10, 1 920, to the date of settlement .

JAMES FRIEL,

l'c•hruary 1 6 , 1927 . Commissioner .

Case 1333

Re W. CONSTANTI N

No action taken. Cannot locate claimant . Not sufFicient information
0 ►► file .

Case 1334

Re I1'lk:?slis. LAZAItvs AND Rosf:NFE1 . A

No action taken . Goods seizecl by German Government . Commissioner

considers it no c1niL"

Case 1335
Re Tiios . J . I17CAZANUB

No action taken . Loss of 1 ► ouscl►old goods, etc . No particulars . Claimant
dicl not appear .

Case 1336

Re M . L. RoBENTIiAL

No action taken . Damage to flour mill in Poland. Commissioner considers
it no clnim .

Case 1337
Re BHVCE E . CANERO N

No action taken. Loss of effects in (Iermany . No particulars or formal
c'.nim filed .



Case 1338
Re CANADIAN PACIFII: IZAII .11'AY COMPAN Y

No ► tction taken. Claims re furniture seized at Antwerp, seizure of
machinery parts, etc .

Letter from Gcnernl Solicitor ndvi - ing that Company does not wish to pro s
clninls .

Case 1339
_

_n1!e St~n~►xl UILi•Irl,►1~ l .lNl_rrr:
_

No action taken . Capital expenditure in sinking for oil before the war .
Occupation of prc ► i ► iscs by belligcrents. Cotnmiss4oner cnn sec no occasion for
action .

DECISION
Case 1340_ . .._-------------- _ -- - -

e ADOLF- 'i.ACHB

I agree w ith the finding of 1Ir. Dnno, that claimant after being naturalized
in Canada, returned to the country of his origin intending and did remain there,
which would void his claim to Canadian nationality .

This claim will have to be entered with the "no action" claims and put in
that file .

JA11-IES FRIEL,
February 3, 1927 . Co ►nrnissioner .

DECISI()N

Case 1341

Re CltAnt.t:s EIxIAn I,r:sLIF; (I)nnielervier )

"Dnniclervier" is the naine given as beneficiary in the French award for
personal and ctoniestio effects pillnt;ecl at the evacuation o( 10 rue Alphonse
l,cullie, Ainiens and looks like an assessment of Francs 1,500, equal to $201.83 .
'l'his award is the usual frais supplenientnires at Francs 1,000, the actual loss
being Francs 500 . Claim seems to iinve some connection with Charles Edgar
Leslie, \lonh•c»I, Cnnncin, student . We have sent a form to Dnniolervier at the
nddresa given, " Y.O. Box 1288, Montrenl" and it was returned marked " Box
Closed. Not in I)ireetory ." We have again mailed and ncldresKed one to
Lcslie and failing any communication from hiin the papers may go into the
"No Action" file .

JAMES FRIEL,
February 14, 1927 . Commissioner .

DECISION
Case 1342

Re LIBRAIRIE I3EAUOIInDfIN, LIMITE D

, This Company was incorporated under The Companies Act of Canada and
has its Hend Office at the City of 111ontrenl. The claim is for loss of book s
printed in Belgium in 1 913 and 1914 «•hich were seized by the Cicrmnn nuthori-
t .iwt during the occupation of I3elgium . The company was unable to obtain the
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books until r.iter the termination of the war when many were found to be
destroyed and the whole lot n~ore or less injûred .

This claim was heard by the Into Commissioner at Montreal, on June 16,

1023, who noted mail initinlled it for allowance at the sum of $15,000 .00, with
interest at the rate o''5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1020, the date of the
ratification of the Tr aty of Versailles to the date of settlement . Upon-further

proof ftirnishecl me I would reco ►nmcud pnynlent on Dr . Pugsloy's finding .

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

'frenty of Versnilles, category (9), and i find $15,000 .00 fair compensation to the

clnimnnts, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per anntun from the (late of the
ratification of the Trenty (January 10, 1920) to date of settlement .

JARILS FRIh: ., -

;linrch 12, 1927. - (.'umtnissioncr.

DECISION

Cam 1343

Re COIANEi . ARTIiUii MIONAULT, M .D .

a

Claimant is President and principal owner of the Franco -American Chem:cal

Company, T .imited, of Montreal, proprietors of "Pilules du Dr . Coderre ." (Dr.

Coderre's Pills), and other remedies . They have for ninny years been selling
their pills with success throughoutCanada, and amongst tho French speaking

population of the United States . They have a branch i n Boston .

In 1910 the company went to Paris and established an agency . Claimant

S nys :-
" We did businew in Paris in the followit w, yeara, until about 1 009 or 1910, when we

docided to form a large company In llrussela, and to put it in 13rus;ela bm►use Ilruasels was

tu easy for us to import and export . The methods of the I3elgians suitcd us a great deal

tmtter, bccause we used to import our medicines from Canada . The compuny was an inde-

t w ndent company from Mmitreal, with some new men that came with un. I w as 1W.-rident
of the com}~any and Mr . Sim %rd was vice-president of the oompany, the lion . Mr . Simanl,

the head o[ the Liquor Commission i n Montrenl ; so we started to do business and .we sent

for 1)r, Simard to take care of the btut ine9e .

It seems to Ille that in the In st :entcnce, Dr . 1liKnnult is spenking of the

pnrent company hecnu~c the business in Belgium wna nlwn N, a run under its

nntno .
Iie goes on to say that the capital of the compnny dclin$ business - in

Belgium was $50,000 .00 . They begnn there in 1910 and were dotn~ vcry «~ell .

Claimnnt goes on to say in his evidence that they advertised in all the news-

pnpers and had quite n large business in Brussels, and the whole of Belgium

was covered very thoroughly b , advertising and the business was pro gressing .

In 1912 the $50,000 .00 of t~ie shares were distributed am ong themselves and

the people tbey know, Iie bought the shares back from the otlier shareholders,

the last lot on the 1et Auguat, 1914, e» that when the war was declared on August

1, 1914, be was the only ownor of the busine ss developed in Belgium by Titâ

Franco -Americnn Chemical Company. Ho paid $100.00 a share plus 4 per
cent for the time the others had held them .

The transaction appears in the Minutes of the Annual Meeting of the
Franco-Amorican Chemical Company, Limited, held at its office in Montreal,

on the 9th day of August, 1915, as f• Ilows:-
" Mention being made of the covnpany'e affaire i n Belgium, the Vice,l'raPident, Mr .

Simard, reporte that the concern no longer boionga to the com pany, that an agreement .

ttnder nri~~ate seal has been arrived at on July let, 1914, wihereby the President, Doctor

Arthur MiQnatllt, takes over tho concern, which he will continue to operate at his own

expen se,, repaying himself with the profits, if any. It is resolved to ratify the above referred-
to agreement."
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The expenditure of the braneh in Belgium during the years 1910 and 1914 ,:;s certitied by the fiecretary-'l'rensurcr of the Franco-American Chemical Corn-
pany, Liluital, was :-

:1clveriising in netirspapers . . . . $175,875 00Administration, rent, wtrt;es, salaries, etc . (hrs . 3,500 fo r
50 Illnnths) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35,000 00Travelling expense ; (7 trips at Frs . 10,000) . . . • • • . • . . 14,000 00

$224,875 0 0
No information i s ftu•ni~hc , l n e, to the returns front the bu s ine~s but in th '!la ;irticular~ of thi

's
cluiut fo r the Foreign ('Initn~ Oflice filcd \uvetnber 21, 1918 :st ;tte~l :-

° In 1 1114, %eh f •n Wa r w as decl a red, every newspaper in Bclt;ium Was carrying ad v ertise-ments of the FRANCO-A11tERICAI\' C118D41CA1. CODI1'A\Y',4 Roocls, and e v ery drug-store ha d theiu for sale. This was all done after fire v e i rs of h i rd work and sacrifice ; the1'TA\('O-AM l•;ItICAN CIIEAfICAI. COMPANY was then self-QUP1x)rtinQ . but nevei av ent of protit was taken front the busin" , as all money cominR from the &ile of good s wast u rncd back jute the business and used for further de velopmentz, . "
The mm ount of money put in by the Frnnco-Anxmrionn Chemical CompanyUtni,ed, is given at $63,350 .81 and one infers that the difference was made upfront the reccipts of the busitleBS . We are not furnished w ith any other infor-mation as to the a ffairs of the branch from the time it was opened until the timeit. was t aken over by Colonel Mignnult•.
The business was e'~ tnhlished in a rented building-107 Boulevard de htSenne, Brussels, tuuier the naine of " Pilules (lit Dr. Goderre . "
The annual overhead expenses were :-
I)r. Emile Simard, a Canadian in charge, and 10 per cen tof the profits . . $3 3~ 00I3elgirtn phy sician . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1~200 00Stenogrtthher . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . .
. 960 00Accountant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 840 00Second stenn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .grapher . .

\Tune . . . . . . . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 300 00

Office boy , . . . . . . . . . ,~ .
.
.
.
.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 144 00
lteut . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 144 00. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 640 80

$7,628 80

The establishment wits equipped with fixtures, office furniture and other
accessories and had been provided so it is alleged, with large laboratories and
offices for medical attendance .

As to the stotak, there was on band the balance of a shipment of 282 poundsSpecial Tonic Pills (1,000 pills to the pound) shipped from Montreal June 19 .
1914, value not given, and received at Brussels about the lst August, 191 1 ;there was also on hand (Affidavit of Dr . Simard) 200,000 pills ordered by Dr .
Mignttult from Duperron, Chabonnat, a chemical house in Paris, consequently,
states the affidavit, there was on )land n total of 10,000 boxes of-Dr

. Coderre'spills at the time of the declaration of war. The price given on the boxes was3 frs . a box (t) boxes for 1 6 frs .) . There were some other medical goods (p T a-parations secondaries), quantities and values not given .
On or about the 14th AuRust, '1914, the German army eritcred Brttssels,

which was thèrenfter until the end of the war administered by the German
authorities . On the- 5th September, 1914, while the Battle of Termonde was
raging a few miles outide of Brussels, Dr . Sintard with his family escaped from
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the city, made his way to Ostend, from there home to Canada by way of Eng-

l and. He left Dr . Capelle, the I3elgian doctor, in charge of the Coderre Pills
e;tablishment.

That gentleman i5 an ex-member of the Belgian Parliament. His account
of what followed is given in a signed statement dated July 23, 1923, of which
this is a translation:-

" I entered the services of the Belgo-American Chemical Coy., which had its head

ufüce on Blvd . Jncquemin, llruasels, on May the 4th, 1914, 1 took up the medical service
under the direction of 1)r. Situard of i4iontreul . We had at the time between 40 and 60

c o nsultations daily and I was attending to annelnie cases and all women diseiwe : genera lly.

The house remecfies were well appreciated and very much demanded by the Belgian popu-

lation . Three months after being in service, that is on August the 4th, 1914, war was

i teolut e l . Dr. Simard retu rned to Montreal and I assun ►ed alone the direction, the adminiE
tratiun and the consultation . I had only in mind not to have the business conic to an end

m sp ite of tho war ; 1 wanted the firm to stand so that at the end of the hostilities business

v ould epring into life again . Everything went fine up to the time I came against the Ger-

man autlwrittes, d4tails of which it would be too long to explain here ; I can say though

on receipt of orders given in defiance of all laws and justice, I refused such orders for which

1 wur arreated in my office, on May the 21st, 1 918, at about 5 p .m . and taken to the Iiom-

m u udantur on Lovain street and sent the same night in Getmany to be interned at the

ltulzminoter Caun h. I ; ::s ! :,erated only after the armistice. I stnyed in that Gunp tilt

November the 27th, w hen I'carne back to 13él 4 iitm in oompany of Mr. Fuigenco Masson,

now the Minister of Justice . I found that the firm was not existing any more ; the Coderre

fini had digtppeared : t he owner of the building had dtspased of it . "
" I certify on my honour that the facts given above are exact and

t1)r. Capelle during the war could have no communication with Dr. rlig-

tutult, who was serving with the Canadian forces in rranèe, or from any one in

authority. The rest of the sta ff, apparently, went out with Dr. Simard .

The expenses incurred after 1914 are given as follows :-
&dary-

1)r. Capelle ( 1914-1 918), 48 months :a Frs . 500 . . . . . . . . . Fri 24,000
Janitor, Madame Moraux, 48 months at Fre . 100 . . . . . . . . . . 4.80 0

4,111 It U
Amount duo : 4 years at Fra . 3,200 equale 12,800 .
I',iid by Dr . Capelle to Mr. Ilorte ( landlord) . . . . . . . . . . 8,0 14 .00

Not paid and judgment taken against us for . . . . . . . . . . . . 0,755.41

Taxes (judgment) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 263. 9 1

I .tYC ,: : f ees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25.15
Decree or execution ( denonciat.ion) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10. 00
l,egal costa and interests . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 2.25

Book debt•r-
(Our t u rms we re 30, 00 and 90 daye) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30,000 .00

Frs. 71 002 .24
&y i14,380.44 .

The judgutent referred to was taken July 13, 1917, for rent from June 1,
1917, at the approximate rate of &640.00 a year, togetlrclr with Qosts, and it
iucluded an order for re-possession and for sale of the tenants' goods and cl ► nt-
tels in default of settlement. Dr. Capelle settled by instalmentx .

There is a letter on record from Mrs . Moraux, the caretaker above me n-
tionect, to claimant, dated December 14, 1918. Translation :-

"This letter is to inform you, that I still reside nt 107 Boulevard de la Seine ( which has
become since the end of the war-Boulevard ?mile Jacqemain) . Howover it is not the saine
with Yills of Doctor Coderre . After the departure of 'Mr. Simard in August, 1914, Doctor
Capparlle had kept going on with the conett'ltatàons and the selling of the pitls . This per-
mitted him to keep on gotn for a while, but by degrees the clients abandoned, the sale
decreased, and Doctor Cappe~e was then forced to stop and to make amicable arrangement',
with proprietor llorte relative to payment of rent for the house. In a short time the cu--
tomera completely forgot the Coderre'a Pille, and the sale itself became weaker all the : , me .
And moreover, the war still continuing and Mr . Hotth . lt»nkinQ that Mr . t;la ppelle was able
to do more than he was doing for the payment of the rent, reqtiired a heavier sum. Mr .
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Cuptxlle naturally rcfused,-therr, !lie was arrested for debt by bailiff and hall to make expla-natiot s before justice of the peace . Mr. Cappelle, Win . Burclla and myself ti•ent to the court,and together we took the defence of Coderre's firm against the proprietor. The affair Kasfi .K wl a gain in the intereste of Coilcrre's firm . Doctor Coderre . who then never came to theconsultation room, bqt had taken the p il ls to his place to continue the sale, was paying therunt mRularly fixcd by common consent between him and Air . liorte, also the tqrs an<•xl wn sus of maintenance. In the tnezntime Air. CappelJe has StUened-another-ofilcc o rsultations at No . 115, opposite to\ir. -Coderre's-p1a e6-. et%~ arrangement it was atireedth a t ~ir~furtc-eout~t ?1ta~isç ôi irnlf of the house rented to "erre. The second floor wasfli~n cucuatrYl . , All the furniture was then ro±,ruyed to the fir ot floor. Nobody liôtivavercame to remit the second floor and the affair stayed where it was till the expiration of thelease of the letting to Coderre. It would lIe too long to write you what has happened here .But yo4t must know that Atr . Cappellc has been arrested and deported to Germany by dieHuns . Front the l 't July, 1918, the housse was rented to Austrian and Russian trn$ets : And1 cuuht wt<iy in the house provided that I pay a rent of 50 France every month, at which Icon .rnted by means of caution . Air . Horte has put the fu rn iU►re in the coach-house behind1 s t floor ami also in n garret . I myself lodged in my room all I could with furniture, chairs,and Mr . Cappetle has carried to his place all that concerns an d helps his career of doctor.In fnct, my trre.~ence in the houee was a benefi t, because it avoided the complete toss of yourthings, nnil it permitted me to merive and consult the few persons still coming. Since the endof the war I am aaain alone in the house, the Austrian having to evacuate the W ace. Imcei ved its well as I could the persons (quite numerous) calling anew . But whnt more can1 d o7 Nobod v looking after the finn•-and I see the time not far away when the proprietorwill require the evncuation of hia~ p roperty . I can not pociMy carry ail that belongs to youand in another way it is imporible for me to give the rent Air. Horte would certainly askin flic ncur future . If I have to go though I will try to fix things to your best advantage. Iw ill then have the conaolatàor . that I Nva s the last one who has taken the defence of CoderreFirm. Please accept, Sir, with the hope that you tvill cotuc some day to linrsscls the S.~ur-nncc of tny great eonsiderntion." ' ~

Under (late of Tinrch 22, 1919, Mrs . Moraux again wrote I)r . `Aii gnnult .'frnn;tation :-

hrrmite~ frein the frytrApril next . you your ~nteresttÎ went to lsee the tlanillonl and th
let his
nndedto him vour letter of the 13th Janulry last . Mr . Horte expressed his surprise that he hadnot y e t lhc a ni from the couilmny• I thmtKht at fita that he had given up his idea of lettingthe premises but it is now an actual fact . Supervision over your furniture beoomcs, in thecircnmstances• a pretty liant tmdertnkina . Most of this furniture is stored with its nud a t Dr. ('apelle's hou-1e, Another portion is stored in (lie attic and in box". . However, at thep rc .c•nt moment, I am it tenant of the second and third sturic;; for which I pay every month .It is quite po~ible that the landlord will put me out if this -tate of thinRe keeps up• 11'h a ts hnll I do then? It is an indisputable fact that if I have to move I u•ill have on my h,md.some furniture w hich doca not belong to inc and which will be cumbersome . I, thereforn,hi lie v e• Aton .siour le Docteur, that it is both important and urgent that 1 •„u ,~ totdd uiveprocise instructions as to what I should do if this trouble arise a . I .tm at your distros ;tl t odo ;inythinF you ro ;ty advise. I)on't i•ou think that it will be likewise p roper to get i ntouch with the landlord, M r . Ilorte, I:ditor-Ytroprietor of the I/et- le.mtste Rieuus, St .l'rtc r;. 5t,, at Hnrtels ;' Ilopin(; to hear from you, I beg you to accept. etc ., ete."

On Norenther 2, 1919, Dr . Capelle sent n detailed report of the nf1'ni N- to1)r . llignntilt, which report is filed with the record. In it lie states that on theday after I)r. Simard's depnrttrre, lie resumed consultntior►s and without. thel e ;t~t interruption stuck to the work its well as to the sale of the pills until ~every thing went wrong . The 1 ►eoplé's misery and the interruption o f all cotn-nntnicatiom with the province put an end completely to the sale, while at thesanie time the Coderre Medical Bureau became a dispensary for the s ick andpr or, men and women and children. He gave it, up at the end of 1917 nft;crholding out for three yettr= . He had quarreled with the lnndlord, ~_vho becnmcvery rude and threatened to put the doctor out if he did nët get his rent . Thematter was brought before the courts and it was arranged that the rent couldbe paid by nstnlments, which was done until March, 1918, after which tintethe office w-t, no longer used. The landlord proposed to• walve further rent oncondition that he might let the premises . Dr. Capelle had in the menntimcopened an office of his own in Brussels . His own landlord, nppnrent,ly of tlwnew office, was distrnining to recover the rent and Dr. Capelle took away the
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stock of pills which he had taken to his own office as well as part of the medicnl
equipment, a glass table, the injector and the microscope. In May, 1918, Dr .
Capelle Nv as deported into Germany for refusing to eollnbornte cc•itl , the Germnn
nuthorities, who had offered hiw the . to i'9n_4f _CcnslaLl~rct~f_Health___._

-wit t ti-fl ëWn o01, 0overnntent of Namur. When he returned after the Armis-
tice lie found that his supply of pills had been tnken from his office by the
j : ;nitor, Mrs . Moraux , who told him that the pills were no longer fit for cwl-_.__ . Theretmpttûtt~iir-sale after-four y~enrs- of--exposure--nnd dampneas . l'was sti i
due to the landlord, Air . Horte, a balance of rent, and some -itit"v-crtising bills
unpaid, also the uccount of Miss Barella's and Dr. Capelle's own account .

Dr. Capelle continues :-
"There is, therefore, nothing left there is no more any Coderre Pill busincn .+-no pub-

licity since 41 years, no Bureau since 3anuary, 1918 ; no productions . We are still the tenants
and the rent is still nfnning, while those who occupied the house are gone, but the furniture
is left and the janitor is still there . The business sh.~uld be started agnin and this is very
simple if you are agreeable ."

He says that if Colonel Mignault wishes to resume the business he, Dr .
Capelle, is entirely at his disposal, and goes on to say as to the future :-

" 1Vhat are the prospects, then? This Is a delicate point. I will say that Belgium and
its ~ônimunity are intact ; there is much activity, with commercial dealings as bcfori-more
even than before, due to the excitement of c new life and to the return of activities which
have sprung up after a long period ot quiewess . Money is plentiful ; theatree , moving pic-
tire houses, restaurants reap p rofits as good as gold . I should add that the w ar has greatly
weakened our populations and 1, therefo re , believe that a new pill which would be marketed
for the treatinent of physical and moral depression and for nervous troubles, sorrows, would
be cuite ' a tntcce~:- I believe that, as a tonio that would=build- up . a Coderre Pill will be
~ucces,ful-and perhaps more so,- than a Codcrre Pill for female ailments. As a matter of
f ae t . the two pills coltld consietentl,y be prescribed at the same time. This is a question
w hich w e will consider together, if you so desire. I believe in the rapid economic reco very
of Belgium and in an er► of tr,ide . and prosperity . This is my impart i al op inion . As to
stcm ing up businrs9 nyain, a complete change in the system is necomrÿ. I am quite matis-
ff4 t that you have been here the victim of counterfeiting, It is useless to lay stress on this
point its I am unable to trace up factF going back to pre-war time and without document,
to support my charge . But I will tell you this : one of my friends, the agent of it big Ilru p-
- d3 firm, confes=ed tp me one day that his firm b 8d fourteen commercial travellers on the
i~~ad in the one province f~ljainaut), and that this ~rm was selling a numberless quantity of
(bderre Pills, and he w4 in a position to know. How many ordery for pills did I get from
thi , house, do you think? I will give you one thousand times to guess it in : one hundred
Nixes every three or four months. There you are . This. shows y ou how the thing failed and
why your undertaking did not yield more pro fits and progressed so slowly. This fact which
ru ived my indignation, but against which I was powerl ess, ex plains everytlting . If we start
uti again a radical change in your system Is necessary . This change means more supervision
nul some publicity quite ditTerent from the former . The Betgian people do not care for

Inu 6 and tedious articles and one must harmonize with the spirit of the poptdation, In
America, you have ln rg e sized advertisements ; here, we use short and concise formula, which
are repcated throuKh tlio papcr in 20 different. rhapcs. But we will talk about that ."

The file contains a statement signed by Captain Adolphe Mignault, brother
of the claimant, as follows :---

" During the summer of 1019, while on a t ri p to IIntserols, Belgium, I was askcxl by m~•
h ro ther, Colonel Arthur Mignault, to go and visit his establiehment at 107 Boulevard de la
Senne . I found that other people had taken possession of the property, and in lookinK over
the place, I wao unable to find anything which belonged to him . On enquiring from the
people about the place, I was informed that the house had been emptied of its content s , and
had been occupied during the war by the Clermans . Nothing belonging to him, m:eh as
paperv, furniture, etc ., ete., could be found about, nor no trace of same ."

This claim was first submitted, November 21, 1918, to the British Foreign
Claims Office, at $187,000.00 ,

It was presented lnter by clnimant to the Canadian Department of State
in his solemn denlnration made April 24, 1919 at the same amount with interest,
from August 1914 for the actual amount, so . it is declared, of the amount of
money lost . Ibis declnred therein that claimant's property at Brussels was taken

4
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~---~ ty ftié Uertü~tns ntiïi~coinpie~èiÿ cTe~trîijiK(-Gj th~tii,itcc~rdüïg {o information .received by clnim7nt from Brussels after the armistice. Documents attaehecito the cluin) (being the docuuient= hercinbefore referred to) .
The Treaty at the time this declaration was filed had not been ratified andthe tcrm s. thereof in respect to Reparations were not generrd l3- known .
Evidence of the clnintnnt, 1)r . Simnrd, his -privaite secretary and thettccount ;tnt of the Franco- .1u i ericnn Chemical Company Lim ited, was taken bythe late t;oanmi ss ioner, the Honourable William Yugs3ey, at, Dlontrcnl, at twoseparate hearings on Jute 16, 1 923 nnd 8eptcmber 19 , 1 923, who afterwards drewula judgment ( not signed) in whic it is stnted :--

the business was dest ro)•ed by rea.ron of the invasion by Ge ► TUany and the► nan,tt;er Dr . ('at i cllc htken priK ►er and internod in C)ermtmy, In v iew of th. ; fact that :t
large part of the value of the business which wa s so de3truved con siste il of 'good-will,' Ithink that I c:u ►not allow the total amount claimed by Dr. \liguault, its the `~;ood- w ill' isre prc:,ented in a large measure by advertising and introducing t;oods in drug stores amount-ing to $103,000 .00. 1 think, however, that I kould allow item ( 1) for relit and furp ;shinj:ituildiu►;.+, otlic c:, la boratories, filing cabinets, etc ., to the value of $20,000 .00, also the ea :l iinvc- twl in the bw~ iness--.afi0,000 .00 and to which should be added interest at the rate of:i per cent per auuum front the date of thç ratificatrou of the Treaty of Versailles, January10. 1fl'2 0 , to the date of settlement . The reduction which has been made repr esents the' I. twd-will' of the business which was brought about by advertising, but cannot be r ud tobe trrop ert

' v
, and does not, as I think, come within any of the categories of Anuez (1) ofArticJe 232, of the Treaty of Versailles . Under all the eircumstnnces, I think that the allow-+tn<•c of P~O,Ix?0, .00 is just and equitablo and I allow this anrount ." .

This judgment seeming outside of the pro v isions of the Treaty, (lid nottnect with tm• vicss•, of the claim and 1)r . M ignttult was notified of this andasked to re-form his claim and to give proof of the actual damage to propertywhich lie claimed the Germ a ns had taken or destroyed, s ince the Commissionshould not consider lu ss. of business, also bu s ine s s and profits anticipated . Allwe could con s ider was direct damage to propert y by operations of war whereuponin the tlçclnrtttlon made 30th .August, 1 927, nftcr declaring the facts whichalready appe:u• in the record and in his judgment, lie presents his "claitu asfullow s :-
* The amount of my claim is $247,000 .00, tvhich is itemized as followN :-
" 1 . V alue of the furniture in the busines3 office of the company, including desks, chaire,type ►v ► i tcrs, cases, files and all necessa ry implements for the accounting department ;"2 . 1: urnitures in the offices of the two medical attendants, includinR all the instru-u►ents required for examinntion of patients and con s ultations ;3. Full equipment of laboratories ;
"4. Full equi pment of advertising and promotion departments containing all booklets .ruts, literature, photographs, designs, testimonials, almanachs, albunrs, advertising, picture-of all kinds, etc ., etc. 11" Value of items detailed in No . 1, 2, 3, 4, amounting to S63,3 50 .81, according toNit . \orurandin's affidavit, calling these expenses : org anization ." 5 . Goods in stock, ready for sale, including 10,000 boxes of Dr . Coderre's pills, amount-ing to 30 .000 frs. or $0,000 .00.
" 0 . Sec a

or Q(3,000.00 .
~"7 . Commercial value of my prop ri etary rights in the trade marks and patents relatingto ' I ih ► Ies of Dr . Coderre and the other preparations, duly registered, as afore.s nid, rest l t-ing mninly front expensive adverti>:ements and which have been rendered valuele ss , onnccount of the foregoing facts, amounting to, at least =171,043 .10 .

I have not wholly changed in my opinion that this claim should be dismissedin toto . lsusittess losses do not conte within the categories of the Annex underwhich this Commission is functioning . There were thousands of Canadians whomet. with losses in their business on account of the war, and the losers have noredress . In this particular case I do not even sense much loss . The affairs ofclaitnnnt's Belgian branch as indicated in the -records do not indicnto any profit-able business, quite the contrary, and the monéy lost by the cômpany was lostapparently before the war and so far as the business itself was concerned, it
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- c(ii liiive~icen r~siune7 fl7ter flié Tvâr and -Pbb-fti)ly-tt ►tdelr -dilierent -n ethads----__--

The report of the British authorities submitting the British Reparations Act

time they «rre tmcmplo~~c~t owing to their Fhip having been tornMtoed, and these elements

The record in this case. negatives : ny direct interference by the Cermnns or

bcen it success . The saine premises remained with the same furniture and ecluip-
roent almost . Clnimnnt had been receiving no profits unless indirectly as a
, llnreholder in the parent company in Montreal whose trade in Belgium was

carried on by the Belgian branch which in itself sèems to have been a relatively
=mnll enterprise. lt furnished apparently two doctor< with n moderate income
and a small staff rntlier small pay . 1)r . Capelle's statement indicated it had

been n failure . The branch in Paris had apparently not. been successful . On
the whole, the clnint as submitted for the toss of thi s business seems exorbitant

and ttnwnrrnnted, but even if it were a perfectly good claim, thoroughly sub-
stantinted, it would not come . w itllin_ the scope of this Connmision .

Reading articles 232-234-240 of the Treaty of Peace, it i .r; clear that the

'l'rc ;tty recognizeci the fact that Germnny's resources were inndequnte to make

i ep,trntion to the Allied and Associated Governments and their nationals for all

of the losses and dnutages . sustninect by them as n consequence of the war and

Il v lt Germnny's reparation obligation,; were expressly limited to such as are
rn+nerntecl or defined in Annex I .

Category (9) of the Annex covel u :
Claim+ for damage in raepoet of all property wherever situated belonging to any of the

.lllied or Asaocinted States or their nationals, with the exception of naval andmilitnry works
or materials, which has been carried off, seiae<t, injured or destro~•ed by the ~cts of Germany
or her allies, on Inn d , on sea or from the air or damage dnectly in consequence of hostilities

or of any operations of war . "

The British Reparation Commission held on advice, that words of pnrn-
gralph (9) must be rend w ith the whole pnrngrnph as referrin g to property .

to the Repnrntion Commission states thnt,-
" In calculating the amount of damage in each case, only damnao . cnu zed by speci6c

,u, ts of Germany and her allies, or damage direotJ3~ in consequence of ~eciFc hostiliticv or

lmci fi c oper;► tione of tisnr . has been - included, and indirect and con"uentint damage has

l iven excluded . . "''Compensation amounting to a very . large sutn has also been

rl :ùmcd in respect of loss of carnintcs or business profita owing to the claimants being kept

in internment, or. in the case of seafarers, in respect of l" of wnAca or m lary during the

of cla im have al so becn disreRarded as being indirect or consequential daninRe . "

In connection with the item in the British account for damages by "air

r a id or bombnrdntent from the sea", the explanation is made that

All cases of indirect and coneequential damage have been rejected as wcll as t h o=e

c;,ses in which thelv is no clear evidence that damage was due to an act of n gsrression by

thc encmy . . . .
Claims in respect of loss of business, profits, good-will and otl e.r con4ccNlontial

, 1 uu a Ke of it like nature have been excluded .

The p rovi s ions of the Trenty of Berlin defining Germany's obligations to

compensate for property injured or destroyed Iimit such obligntions to ph,ysicnl

or material damage to tangible thints and clo not extend thent to (if mages in

(lie nature of the loss of pro fi t, the lo ss of use, or the loss of enjoyntent of the

physicnl property injured or destroyed .
Such is the ruling of the British Reparation Commission and it was follo wed

by the American liixcd Clnim, Commission after full argument and exhaustive
briefs on all points of the question .

her allies with clnimnnt ., property up to and until the date wben they arrested

1)r . Capelle file mnnngcr, on the 21st (lay of May, 1918, less than six months
before the end of the war. Even then the property was not touched and remained

under charge of the clnimnnt's cr,retnker .
We conic to the only item Q f damages that may properly be assessed by

this Commission, that. i s to say the damage caused by interntnent of clnimant's

su

, :r

0



manager. By inquiring of the oflïcinla dealing with the British Reparation clnims,
tt•c'lenrrt that n large number of claim ; for damage arising through the occupation
of Belgium were allowed, each case being dccided on its own merits . We were
shown onè decision where the (iermnns interfered with bttsines, interning the
manager and not properly s ;:feguarding the property thereby causing a loss
warranting an nsscssmcnt . In another claim an assessment was made where the
house was. locked ttp by -,rder of the Cterntnns and the property proved cleterior-
nted by st:Clï nction . In a case where goods were proved looted b y allied soldiers
it was held that the (fan age was, caused through operations of war and an nmss-►nent wrts ntntlc, 11'hcno there is no evidence in rebuttal but there is doubt of
the actual net, discretion was exercised .

III the present case clnin f~Lnt's property was practically all accounted for by
his own people. We have no l'~t of the things, if any, missing.

1)r. AIil;u:tult's last claim cocs not accord with the one filed on the Foreign
Office form in which it is stited tltt :-

" 1 . The ap proxitur.tc amount of TWENTY TIIOiJSAND DOLLARS ($20,000 .00) w i s: pcnt in rcnt, and in furnishing t ► p a big four-storev building, at 1(17 Boulevard de la Sennr .which ~~• :~~ t 1 roporl~• fitted out «ith offices for phyNician?, laboratories, filinF cabinets, t yp c-w riter •.•, t ; 1 blrn, curtains, chairs, etc ., etc ,
" 2 . Another FIH'TY THOUSAND llOI.LARS 450,000.00) was spent in s► )arics andtr+ve llin ►t e x pen fcs ,
"3. About ONE Iiil\'DR1:D AND FIVI? THOUSAND DOLLARS ($ 1 0 5,1100.00) wa-"pcnt in ;id vcrrtiring in the different netrrpapera, and in introducing the gooc)s at tue dn ► K-st ores .
"4 . As to the value of the Rood., which remained unsold at the declaration of the war .when the busiucy~s had to be abandoned, this is estimated at T«'RLVI. TIiOUSANDIX)i .i .AIIS ($ 12.000.00) . "
No explanation is given about the laboratories and I think one may reason-ably infer that the equipment wn s- not extensi ve. The pills were ninde in \Tont-renl and Paris . N o details are given its to secondary preparations ; they do notappear in the advertisements .
It. would be pretty di ffi cult"to state what value the advertising and promotiondepartments contnining bookletr, cuts, photographs, etc ., Arould have at that (late .:i n ,yhow there i s no ev idence that any of the se tlt ;nqs were lost .
A s to the pills, 10,000 boxes w Iti~h was in s tock about, the lst August, 1914,

valued at the retnil price of Frs . 3 n box, Dr. Capelle says they kept on sellingthem . The record shows that tl ►ere were twelve other store s , ilrug stores prob-ably, selling the pills in Bru ssels . Toward the end it quantity hnd deteriorate d
and was no good but there i s no information given it s to what that quantity was .With rcfcrence to the seventh item of the claim as lf s t presented, if theCler►unns interfered in any way w ith the claimant's trnde-marks, patent rights
and patents relating to his pills, and there is no evidence whatever of nn)•thing
(if the kind, it i s it tnsttter for the Custodian of h,nemy Property .

I would allow claimr,nt the 5tnn of $7 .500 .00 tt•hic! ► nmount would, I feelquite sure, have been amply s u(9cicnt at the end of the will, to restore the premises,
furniture, eqttipmcnt, s tock and other pi•operty to the condition they were in atleast ut, the time 1)r . Capelle was interned, and I nm quite inclined to believe,even nt the contmencente ► it of die tiA,ar .

I woulcl allow intere s t at the rate of 5 per cent per annum frotn the 10thday of Jr.uutu•Y , 1920, the date of the ratification of the 'I'rentv of Versailles, todaie of ~ettirmcnt .
This claim in so far it ., it refers to property falls within the First Annex toSection (I ) , Part VIII, of the Treaty of Versailles, category (9), and I find$7,500.00 fair compen sation to the clnintnnt,- w ith interest as above inclicnted .

JAMES FRIEL ,
Co ►nmissioner.
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DECISION
Case 1344

Re C1iARI.US VANDENDORPE

The clnitnnnt is n nstive of Belgium who was naturalized in Canada May
15, 1913 . He claims for the loss of a castle in the village of Boesinghe near
Ypres in Belgium and premises dcstrnyed by enemy action at. the beginning of

the wnr.
The claim was submitted to the Belgian government in August, 192 6 , but

was rejected on account of the claimant having lost his Belgian nr~tionnlity .
The value of the property for taxation purpose ;; at the tinte of its destruc-

tion was Frs . 14,000 .00, and if claimant had been rtllowed his claim in the I3el-

t;i ;1n .,Court it would have been inorensed seven times for replacement value .
I would allow the claim at the value of the property at the time it was

tlcstroy'etl or the equivalent in Cnnadinn money $2,702 .00, \sith_itlterest at the
rate of 5per cent per nnntun from the 10th day of January, 1920, the date of the
rr;tifictttion of the Treaty of Versailles, to (late of t :ettlcment .

This clnim falls within the First Annex to Section (I), Part. VIII, of the

'l'rcnty of Versailles,, category (9 ) , and I find $2 ;702.00-fair compensation t o

clnllllt111t with interest as indicated .
JAMES FRIEL ,

I)ecember 2, 1927. C'ommissioncr.

CLASS G

T1IE LATE C+O31Nityt3lONER PUOS.EY't3 nEC191ON6 APPROYF:D BY

ClOriùllBslONER I' RIEI.

INTERNMENT CLAIM S

('laiman t

1345
1346
1347
1348
1349

Green, \Yillnnl . . . . . . . . . . .
\inyby, John J . . . . . ,
Palmer Thomas \1' . . . . . .
chippeti, A . F: . . . . . . . . . . .SI

Ketchum, J . Davidso

n 1350
135 1

1352

1353

1354
1355

13b6
1357
1358
1359

13
138Î
1364

\Iikaeloff, Anostas .
.

. . . .
Fergueon, Will . . . . . . . . . . .

Clelland, Mrs . \inry J . . .

Jones, Mrs . F:lh . F. . . . . . .

M iller, Hu~ch . . . . . . . . . . . .
Htacloo~l, David (l . A . .

11fcCracken, T . C . J . . . . . .
Smith, L. Arden . . . . . . . . .
Tucker, Chas . . . . . . . . . . . .
Taylor, Hubert L . . . . . . . .

\l'atere, Francis . . . . . . . . . .

Lefebvre, Louis Y . . . . . . .

Nature ut Claim

Interned in Africa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Captured on "Mount Temple" and interned . .
Injury while interned prisnner . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
„ • . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Interned prisoner. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

.,

('nptured on "Mount Temple" and interned .

COMMISSIONNER i' IIIEi :S I)I :('ISION S

"'oldier huebhnd died of wounds whilst
prisoner of war.

Nurse detained in lielgium untii Oct . 1914 .
IA Mz Of ealary .

lnterned prisoner Aug . 1914-Nov . 1918 . . . . . . .
Militur y prisnner of war . Damage to

health, etc .
Military prisoner of war nnd loas of effects .
l'risoner

of w
ar and loss of eilecte . . . . . . . . . . . .

Af altreatment as prironcr of war . . . . . . . . . . . . .
'Faecto"-Detained at HamhurQ and in•
tornal .

1Haltreatment as prisoner of-w•ar . . . . . . . . .
.

. . . .
:3on a•as shot whilst prisoner of Rar . . . . . . . . . .
lialtreatment as prisoner of «ar . . . . . . . . . . . .

.1 m ount
('Inimcvl 1)ecision

: et8. E On .

4,901 86 4,90 1 8A
1,000 00 1,000 00

10.000 00 6 .000 00
19,167 70 10,000 00
4.000 00 Diemissed--

Hi thdraw n .
778 21 1)ismiased .

105,000 (101)isminsed-
withdrnW n

Not stated .

1100000

l1,00 00
9,300 00

335 21
222 60

6 .000 00
4,498 90I

3, 000 00
20.000 00
13,200 O6

1)iNmisscit . _

„

„

„

I

I


