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Cohen, New York, 450: Converse Js.-
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old (Stan. Oil), New York, 300 ; John
D. Archbold (Stan. Oil), New York,
1,200; Chas. Y. Audenried, Philadel-
ph{ra. ill.‘nllv. | ¥
__voting trustees (54,409)—Domin-
ick & Dominick, 200; M. W. Em-
mons, 50; H. 'S, Ladew, 360; C. A,
Gunther, 100; Rallgarten & Co.,
bankers, 50; Heidelbach & Ickelhei-
mer, bankers, 760; Herzog & Glazier,
brokers, 270: J. B. Hoefgen, 220: Kis-
gell, Kinnicutt & Co., 138; E. Leeiss-
ner, 100; E. T. Mealis, 200; C. Ojas
Nadal, 50—ail of New York. E. C.

Reichenbach, 195; Reichenbach.

gt B Reichenbach, o0—all of Aus-
tralia. R. Reussner, 400; Sc]1f=:f$#n
Schramm & Vogel, 100—New York -
8. W. Shiras, St. Louis, 35; R.
Staabs, 100; Hiram Steele, 100 Nira:
H. Stein, 200: w. V. Strauss.' 40—
New York. Irene L. Strauss, Illinois,

|50; F. B. Winaubs, 25;-G. 1. Wi

aubs, 25; H. M. Winaubs, 100—New
Jersey, .

Common  stock — Frity Achelis
(President American Hard Rubberp
Co.), 100 shares: Seigmund Adler

- (Manager American Metal Co.), 50;

Frank Albschul (banker), 170: Asiel

& Co., New York, 950: Chas, Y, Ay- |

ﬂEﬂl‘Efd, Phl]a{IEll}hiH. 140; Juleg &

Bache, 150; J. 8. Bache & Co. (brol. |

ers) 1,199;; Baruch Bros, (brokers),
440; Geo. Blumentha), 8,807; W. 1.

tate Voting Trustees, 007,486; 1. M
Erland, New Jersey 308" B. 'W. L.
dew, 153: A. Friedman, New Yorl
100; G. Hahn, 2.462; Halle & Stieg.
litz, 100; Heidelbach, Ickelheimer &
Co., ®300; Herzog & Glazier, 100: 7.
B. Hoefgen, 800; Jacobhi & Co., 100
A. Jaretzki, 525; E. A. Keck 150.

W. N. Keck, New York, 200; 1. .
Ikeech, St. Louis, 15; KWeech, Loew & |
Co, 100; Kissell, Kinnicutt & Co.. |
1,494; R, Mainzer, 50: E. B '_\j;.,&“ul!
$5; Fo'Mein, §0; H. Meyer, New Yorl
00; E. E. Reichenbach, 128: B. Reci-
chenbach, 14; S, Reichenbach. Aus-
tralia, 13; R. Reussner, 175: Rotbhs-
child & Co., 50; L. Salzer, New York,
275: C. J. Schmidlaff, New York,
150; 8. W. Shiras, St. Louis, 19; Ben
Stern, 7356; F. V. Strauss, 180: B.
Strang, 175; G. Ulbricht, 77: E.
Wachenheim, 587; I. S. Weil 146:
M. M. Winants, 131; F. Wolf 500:
A. M. Archbold (Standard Ox1). 131:
J. 8. Archbold (Standard Oil), New
York, 1,994,

Common ~—W. J. Hanna, 883: Wal-
‘ace Nesbitt, 1,000 preferred. 891
conmon.,

The Company’s Undertaking.

Mr. Rowell declared that the Cana-
dian Copper Companv obtained its
stalus as a company upon the under-
taking to refine in Canada. The rea-
son given by the C(anadian Copper
Company before tha United States

Congress in 1891 for not carrying out

that undertaking was that they pre-

ferred to give the work to Amerfcan
workmen and to have their invest- |
ment in the United States. “That was

the statement made by the then Pre-

sident of the company, Mr. Stevenson |

Burke. The Canadian Copper Corm-
pany had taken the position from the

outset that thev would not carry out

port of the Nickel Commission stated

that when they appeared before the |

Commission they took the ground that
nickel could not he economicaily re-
fined in Canada.

“My proposition is this.” said Mr.
Rowell: “the Commission having
found that the Canadian Coper Com-

pany secured its corporate existence'

on an undertaking to refine its nickel
in this Province, we are not going too
far, we are acting entirely within
our rights, and we are serving the
public interest when: we say that in
the development of the land voul have
secured by vour undertaking yvou must
refine in the Province, and if you fail
to do so the lands will be. forfeited
39 the Crown in a specified period.
“If the Government would take its
Courage in its hands and would face
the Canadian Copper Company with
the full legislative power of the Pro-
vinece, compel it ta live up to the
undertaking on which it got its char-
ter, we could secure a bill of com-
plete refining in this Province.”

Premier Hearst's Defence,.

Sir William Hearst said until this
Government came into power no ac-
tive step had been taken by any com-
pany to reflne in the Province, and
now they had two companies building
their refineries. The leader of the
Opposition had suggested some most
drastic measures should be taken,
measures that so far as he (Sir Wwil-
liam) was aware had never been sug-

zegted in this Province before, and he |

the undertaking thev gave. The re-!

doubted if they had’ been in 4 British

y b ‘4 British )
country. He asked {f it a good
thing in a young count _*HWGM’ ’
requiring capital from all the coun-
tries of the worid. to talk so glibly of
confiscating property, “and I ven-
ture to say to-night to my honorable
friend he has done more harm to the
mining industry than -~ anything we
' have had in many years in this coun-
trv.”” He thought it had been gener-
ally understood by all parties who had
‘given study to the subject that nickel
mav be refined In the Province, but
.tlm' question was, could it be ecunemi-
cally refined in the Province? When |
saving “‘economically’’ they had to
have regard to the different processes.
He did not think any case had 1'!&&!1“
made out, so far as the remarks of |
the leader of the Opposition were con- ;
cerned, calling for action other than |
that suggested by the Government In |
this important matter. _
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LOCAL OPTIONIN
~ TEMPERANGE BEERS

Municipalities to Get Right to
Regul'_ate Sale

SULICITATION CLAUSES
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Thcense Board Given Powers Which
May Apply to Advertising—Lib-
erals Criticize Some New Amend-
nents,

Additional amendments to the On-
tario temperance act concering
solicitation, the granting by muni-
cipalities passing by-laws of the ex-
clusive right of =elling temperance
beers to the keepers. of standard ho-
tels, the provision of & moratorium
uﬁplicablﬂ to contracts arising in con-
nection with hotel, brewery, and dis-
tillerry franchises, and other points
were introduced in the J.egislature
vesterday afternoon by the Hon. W.
D. McPherson, Provincial Secretary.
Wider latitude is given the Ontario
License Board than formerly.

Regulating Solicitation,

The new legislation regarding so-
licitation says that the License
Board may pass regulations prohibit-

ing, restricting and regulating with-
in the powers of the Province the so-
ficitation within Ontario of orders
for liquor. This will not be construed
t0 interfere with  section 139 of the
Untario temperance act, which re-
fers to bona fide transactions in liquor
between persons in Qntario and per-
s0ns out of Ontario.

“"How will it affect newspaper ad-
vertising?” asked one of the Opposi-
tion’ members, . and.the Provincial. Sec-
retary replied the board would have
the right to make regulations.

Selling Temperance Beers.

The amendment “with ‘reference’ to
the sale of malt liquors read:

Notwithstanding anyihing in
this act contained, by-laws may
be passed by cities, towns, vi]-
lages-and townsnips,

(1) For granting the exciusive
right of selling malt products,
cominonly called temperance
beers, to the kkeepers of standard
hotels licensed under the Ontario

~ lemperance act;
- (2)  For granting to the keep-
ers of said standard hotels the
~ eXclusive right of gelling any
and - all other temperance bev-
frages manufactured from in-
gredients other than malt, but no
Sugh products or beverages shall, .
contain more than 2% per cent,
proof spirits. . - -
. Provided that .this ~sub-section
Shall not become operative un-
less’ and unti! so declared by the
- Lieutenant-Governor in Couneil.
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