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By T. Hollis Walker, K.C.

(Continued from puo 5)
MR. WARREN—The Canadian Bank keeping a note of these {hlngs. Sir | I'asked you to let me have informa-

of Commerce was your major politi-'

cal account?
A.—That is correct.

Q—Can you explain why you were| interest in your office then to furnish | informed there was mo reinsuranze
paying your insurance account® out of
campaign ac-

your major political
count?

Richard?
WITNESS—On my cheque stubs,
Q.—And you were taking sufficient

your book-keeper with the amounts’
from time to time?
A —I was taking an interest in my

|

A.—It was a matter of no financial | own affairs. - \

difference,

My insurance was exclus-
ively my own business, not a partner-
ship business, and the agency was not !

Q.—You were taking.an interest in

your own affairs. On various occas-!your oﬂ!c\e after July, 19217

jons you told us that things could

A.—Her a'ob was to eontrol the Bell |
Island business, and get moré it fg
Vns avu!hble. g

was hr job? B Ko 3%
A—It was clearly understood by ﬂ“ ‘mA
iu Miller and myself. . hope you are

Q.—It was an understanding he-
tween you and Miss Miller on that|2ish?
basis of $40.00 g month, - Sir Richard,

tion as to whether or not you reinsur-|
ed any of that business?

A—~1 inquired at my office, and was started.
T'IVRNEY ENERAL— m drli

on Bell Island ‘busitiess. I am speak-] )t Das to be dome.

ing from information given by the of-

ATTORNEY GENER.AL—Then real-
Iy Miss"Miller had no connection with | 3¢count. ‘Were these cheques, with
the exception of the last onme, sent’ to
A.—She had no more connection | 'er or did m hand them to her your-

in the name of “Squires & Winter” or | have been done without your know-| With the office than she had with any. Seif? :

“Squires & Curtis.”
commissions were my own property.

As to whether the money was paid by
me out of my own account or the of-

fice account would make no financial
difference,
~ Q. —Did the cheques you gave Miss

Miller on the Canadian Bank of Com-‘
merce go through the books after-and seeing how the work was done, |
I think as a mfutter;

wards?
A.—Yes. I sent a memorandum ot
them to my office.
Q.—You sent a
Migs Miller?
A.—Yes,

memorandum to'

ing all cheques that went through the '
Canadian Bank of Commerce which
had to e charged and a rebate made.
Q.—That was to the end of 19227
A—Yes, The 1923 memorandum
has not gone.
Q. — How were these payménts
charged? -
A —In the case of the payment of
Pecember 17th that was a payment of
i$80.00 which was charged to the
iUnited British Company’s account.
{"'hat cheque, I think, was issued by

fme and was outlined in a memoran-|-

@um which passed through my office.
MR. WARREN — The cheque of
March 11th, 1922, to whom was that

Any profits or

‘ ledge because you were not taking an ;
interest in your office.
A.—That i8 correct.
Q.—On these particular occasions
then you were paying attention to
' your office?
A.—1 was paying attention to my!
own business; as for going over there

i I did not do that.
’ of fact that Mr, Fraser did put through

these amounts from my account into ~ date?
the Insurance Companies’. !

COMMISSIONER — I should think!

Up to the end of 1922 me-’ they would make provision for all of Curtis later on.
morandum went to my office contain-| them in the account of the insurance that from July 1921 to the present mo-

companies, However, as far as 1t
went, the financial side was not affect- !
ed by it? {

‘ WITNESS—Not affected af all. |
{ MR. WARREN—Sir Richard, theseI
payments to Miss Miller, I take it she, that our relations

asked for them at various times?
A.—That would be my recolleztion.
Q.—And you identified the amoxmtsl

paid her! I understood from you that

this payment began after she ceased . year 19227
ito be on your regular staff, that isl

after July 1921,

COMMISSIONER—The

month began from ihen.
WITNESS—From that “date I was'

liable to pay her $40.00 per month.

as to your account in the Canadian

A.—1 do not remeniber,

; other firm of the public and she had )
Q—In your examination “In chief

no more desire to be identified in poli-
tical matters.

ATTORNEY GENERAL—You say | With me before ‘you resigned. Is that
she had no connection with the office|50?
after July 1921. Did she have any] A —VYes.
private business of yours to- attend to' ment, of which I
after July 1921? ; knowledge now.

A~—No. i Q—Who pressed von?

Q—Did she have to attend to any| A~I think my Counsel asked me
business of Mr. Curtis after that

¥ was p/ for a s'tste-

——Nothing as far as T know. ing on your advice?
Q.—We will bring that out from Mr. A—I1 suppose , ke had a personal '
I"take it from you|] knowledge of it. =’
MR, HOWLEY—I was trylng to fix
ment or to the beginning of this.en-|the date.
quiry Miss Miller has not had to do
any personal business for you.  Is dence of Sir mchard Squires in chief;
that cerrect? A'I'TORNEY GENER.AL—I want to
A.—It is correct, except: that after relreah my mcmory a bit from this
were politically | copy of 'the “Daily Mail” of Jan. -5,
only, containing the evidence of Sir Rich-'
Q-—Did you have a letter of credit|ard Squires.
WITNESS——-Wonld ¥you let me have
Bank of Commerce any time in the a copy so that I would be able to fel-4
low you?
‘A—It is quite probable that I did;

Q.—MR. HOWLEY askel you "Up
to the time of Meaney’s l\npanﬂbn
Q~—Then I will have to ask you {0’ had you au¥ Knowledge of chmemj

-&——!r mwler is mmnx a mote. of
doing nothing else since thh enquﬁ-x,

‘Now with refer-
‘énce to those | m ‘to au.—-nmer
fice. | that you made to her bmoun “out
of the Canadian "Bah ‘of myrce

you referred to an interview you had

‘have’ no offictal!

COMMISSIONER quotes from evl-'.

| look up those records and find out if §o.U's.

and documents *connected

. !Howley, ask-
ed m nﬂ your answer was. “none
vhctm-" Now.I am asking had you
knowledge of any choqpe in any
lh»o ‘or form that' Mnnef was con-
nected with and that you knew of?
A,—Nothlnx, except in ths ordin-
ary course of personal business when
ents .were made by me to- Mean-
ey in the shape of lToans, notes and
10.U’s as the case may be in connec-
tion with any purtlcular privats tran-
nct!on, but nothing connected with
liquor control. Frequently 1 advan-
ced Meaney such amounts as $35, $50,
$100 and $500 as he would set forth
when he would make application.
ATTORNEY GENERAL—Then again,
according to the account of your evid-

‘F'ence in the Daily Mail, the Commis-

sioner asked you “Did you know that
there were any cheques or 1.0.U.’s in
existence?’. And you replied, “Ab-
solutely not, except for rumours that
‘T heard about town.”

WITNESS—Rumours and informa-
tion that “was brought to me by
friends,

ATTORNEY GENERAL—Of course

for a date when T had seen nothing. { you had not seen the cheques or I.O.
Q—Surely ybur’ Counsel was act- U.’s and you did not know whether

they were in existence or not; but
you heard some rumours, is that cor-
rect?

A —The runiours
around town.

were current

Q.—Now then, you were asked by |

Mr. Howley again “When did you first
get knowledge of the reputed exist-
ence of those cheques and 1.0.U’s?”
And your answer was “Before - Mr.
Meaney was suspended my political
and other friends advised me that they
_heard rumours that he had something |
on me.” Then you were asked, “These |
reports did not convey the nature of

ATTORNEY GENERAL—I have on: what he had agamct you?” 'Angd you |

i but I would not say definitely that, I 1y the one copy.

$40.00 per did without having looked up my re-
cords.

said “No.”

Again Mr. Howley queried “When
did you hear the nature of the cheq-
ues?”’ And your reply was, “After
Mr, Meaney's suspension ‘the reports
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ch:l'-ie;:r ch 11th, 1823, that cheque Q.-—~Do you know whether she was :’:l“ ?-:d tbec;use I thinik il; is rather |with your name?’ And vour answer -pecame more developed. " I cannot,
win - pal DY ‘my office’ Without - any paid ’for August, Septemhber and Oc- we?g an ou wtereE nl ngland or : to that question, according to the 'gay the particular date; but it was =~ Q-—You say that is correct? l : o
&pecific instructions as to how it was tober? ) bin 19‘;’; };o‘tl}:iwa’y o England in Aug-, Dajly Mail, was “none whatever. I gome days or weeks after his sus- A.—You did not do me the court- WErSS nes ; ey\Was laying a criminal
to be applied and it was debited to my oot amA gtve any Wpa. Bne Wagy | T8 e had never seen the cheques or L. pension that I first heard they were jesy to let me see the documents, Genen ills your attengion to a qués- againgt me and that he naturally b
t paid for November: and -Dscember. A.—Yes, I left here on Junme 23rdi s or had amy particulars of their 1.0.U.s. Q.—The Daily Mail explains that in tion#s @ question was put to you |to resign under such circumstances
a.c;{o;n .WARREN—-Cha.rged to you COMMISSIONER—There/ is a note 1922. X'y contents up to the time of this ‘en- Mr. Howley then asked you, “Did | its report of your evidence., When Mr. 1 r stage of the p}'oceedinf:s.!and_ that\iessentially brought up the
personally? to that effect. Apparent!;.,v she was Q.—An suppose ;’0‘1 had mld“qulrv ” Do you still say that is’ the you receive any communication writ- Howley asked you, “You have heard \an answer to his question | matter. : o
A~ Tt was charged to my- personal never p:,;ld for those earlier months, |5°me ar;:alngements about. your fin- iruin? ‘“ten or verbal from any department of  the evidence of Mr. Meaney, that 'he s or no? : C'OMMISS RNER—Then it was at
Gacint You don’t think she was? ;Inuc;:s v:l e you l1;vie_x-e away. Did Miss A.—I had no ‘knowledge .of 'the  the Government, or any departmental‘ brought the documents to his solici- : that is not a correct ans- | invitation you got? . -
MR. WARREN—This item of 20th e, | AerI Zve antyt nE tg dohwi:h that? { cheques ' and IOU's other than the |official regarding those cheques o~ L' tor, and that his solicitor advised him 4 B ¥ e l A..-—".I’he.nature of the interview was
June $120.00 paid by office cheque, to MR. WARREN—Sir Richard, sts l—t 01 no rlz:;m;n e;' aving: had: wymors that were drifting ground i0.U’8?" Your answer is recorded in and he brought them to the Minister "TOR! Y GENERAL—Then it is; an m\'ltat‘mn t(? me, ‘
s, ok Tt Gaonliedit? Miller at that time had nothing to do 8‘;:’}) ltlhe? oW W er in comnection i wn up to the timeé of Meaney’s sus- | the Daily Mail as “No.” | of Justice. Have you at any time been . et you say? ] COMMISSIONER—H
A.—That was divided equally be- with your office? i | ¥ Q Iadl & nahrianys e o pension; and at that time there was ATTORNEY GENERAL—Would you asked by the Minister or\ Justice to | not correct. time came to the Min '
tween the United British sad Globe A —My understanding was that she = T hino :" : or ‘t;::t" id ; € | the allegation that'M‘eaney had those : regard me ‘as a departmental official? explain these documents?” Your ans- Y GENERAL—Very well.. to have the t?ocuments e?prLx -
and Rutgers—$60.00 Globe & Rutgers did not visit my office after July or: ave anything to do 'w your In-{gocuments in his possession and that ‘A.—No, you are a departmental head. wer was, “The Minister of Justice did ail is dated January 15th | ° A.—'The Minister of Justice di
August, but that is a matter on which | ances While you were away? I had arranged for the stealing of  Q.-—So that you were critically cor- not do me the courtesy to let mie see.

estions and answers are do me the courtesy to let me see the
60.00 United British. In this

:::e sthere were specific instructions | the clerke could give information. Aood 90 i Y. them, as that was the suggestion con- ‘rect when you said that you did not the documents, nor did he ask me r of column four. documents;

about them in any way whatever.”
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ATTORNEY
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'were?

A—No. I §
ing.any deman
or Miss Miller
tails or data.

ATTORNEY
knew about wi

COMMISSIO)|
realized you v

SSTONER—Cannot you ans- gho was acting on behalf of Mr. Meane

when the Attorney

ve you at aiy

WARREN)

1SS R-—I bett ke a ini ice (Mr.
calling attention to the amount as an IONE R Minister of Justice (M

insurance payment, and ln the second
case where there were no specific in-

Q.—I don’t think it would interest
us very much as to how many times
she visited your office.

Q.—But surely somebody had 0 tained in Head Constable Byrne's re-
make some deposits to your accounts
from time to time and I suppose de-

port. From that time up to when this
enquiry starfed and up to this mo-

get any communication written or
verbat from a departmental official;
you did mot include a departmental

Now is that true?

A4t is not true, it is true if youl

read the context.

In what respects witness | __Nor did he ask me about it
e? COMMISSIONER—I thing

cated or you
cation for-a lig
particulars?

A= e were two or three ‘andi rather splitting straws was i
prob; pore interviews between the' At all events your answer
neral and myself of a per- ! very candid the other day,

A—No. Id
whén I saw t
might have m

A—SBhe was not in the employ of | Posits were made, isn’t that so? ment " the cheques and 1.0.U's, were head?
the office after July, 192L A.—1 do not remember; but I would ; j not presented to me, and 1 had pot . A.—I was not including any mem-
Q.—She was then acting for you be only too glad to ascertain the in- the least knowledge, fufnisher me by ' bers of the Executive Government, as Read the question again will

structions received it was charged to
my own account. In the case of June
20th he received specific instructions

COMMISSIONER — What context? :
you Attor

and it was charged equally to both
companies,

COMMISSIONER—These Companies
were your own private affair, and
whether the payments were charged
to the Imsurance Companies or not
(a matter which would make the books
very*difficult for a stranger to under-
stand) it would make ne finanecial
difference whatever?

WITNESS—None whatever. In the
case of June 30th an amount of $80.00
was dividéd belween both companies
—3$40.00 to Globe & Rutgers and $40.-
00 to United British.

MR. WARREN—SIir Richard, when

‘in insurance business?

A.—No. : :

Q.—Oh! She was not doing any in-
surance work for you. Was she ac~
tuslly doing insurance work?

A —1 don’t think she wrote up an
policies. She was snoposed to get in
surancé business—Bell Island com-
panie’s business, as I havs already ex-
plained. I am informed of ths Bell
Island Companies were contemplating
a reorganization of their insurance '
and increasing it. l

Q.—Who gave you that informatlon’

A.—Miss Miller informed me of that. |

She thought she would be able to get |~

formation from the banks.
Q.—When you say you do not re-

any official either dlrectly or - indir-
ectly, and 1 got my imormatlon con-
cerning the matter from: rumors and
interviews and notes of interv!evs
frem prlitical astoointes ‘of mL'w and

from their friends' and as a result of
.the multitude of things that I-heard:
that Meaney and  ‘his. solicitor, Mr.!

Higgins, had against me and from
what 1 heard tfom ‘niembers of my
‘Party.

Q.—Did you know ot any cheque. or.
LO.U. that you were’ connected With
up to the time -of Meaney's mm-
sion and that llemy had" uythins s
do with?

they were my associates and supposed
friends,

ATTORNEY GENERAL—When you l
swore you had not received any com- ;

‘munication written or  verbal from

any departmental official, you had not

me in contemplation?
A.—No, nor any other

~colleague.
Q.—In that case I was not a de-

partmental official?
A.—No, you are not.

Executive

please, Mr/ "Warren? sonal
reads question the .'

Attorney, General
again.

that true or is it not?
A.—Explain the context.

COMMISSIONER—What context to | all. i

)
/

explain?

A.—1I found out that there has been | any
an interview between the Attorney |

General referred to an interview he
had had with Mr. Higgins, sol!citor

> | for Mr. Meaney. 1 referred to another
interview that took place between the |,

Attornéy General and myself.
COMMISSIONER—Is that answer,.

ATTORNEY GENERAL — Now is ag

ISSIONER—Did he glv9 you{tme
unity of
: ‘at any of those interviews

il political-character in which arq?
orney General
* which were

referred to| A—Maybe it was not clear
being' made|  ATTORNEY GENERAL—I:
The statement ' i8 = cor-|very clear to me.
sense that we did not dis- COMMISSIONER—It
tails of the documents atlenough but it was not candid

Obviously it—was neither randid

was clear
enough

However, we will come to that

discussing  the - jater.

ATTORNEY GENERAL-—-TQ
erred to? appears in the Daily Mail you
an opportunity of discus- gagked by Mr. Howley the ot
ith him if I care to do 80. “Have you been asked for

SIONER—DIid he invite you of these cheques or I. 0.U’s. b
em ? ' Attorney General or other der
ve me an‘opportunity of taj official and you said “no.”

I have no kn
though, perha
ATTORNEY
you first hear
be instituted?
A.—Soon af
resignation.
Q.—Did you
House of Ass{
be a full Enqu
led to the dis
ment?
A.—There w
papers that v
ment. I am 7
in town or n

as qupted by the Attorney General,
trne"

A.—No, but the Attorney General at
‘the ttmo of one of our interviewa re-~
ferred t¢ these charges.

{the matter fully. you were asked “So the first in
e invite you to discuss the mation as to the oxistence of
!documents beyond the rumour

t of the interylew Was heard on the street is the proceedings
me that Mr Higglns,!

COMMISSI
before or aft
A.—After.
ATTORNEY'
(Continued on page 7.) get &4 commu

S S VI S on about any

A.—I had ro knowledde of. any-

were those accounts written up! a substantial share of that business ;
; thing that went . thron'.-h Meaney's

A.—1 can't tell. through her brother, Jim, for my of- |
| Q—Were they written up 8t the|fle also for the office of her brother, |
timre? 'B. W. Miller. 1 was naturally anxions i
A.—The only person who could tell | SES————————————
you that would be the book-keeper. .
Q—May'! have 'a look at--them. i \ 4= B J - RAL :  da— A—1 did.
(Books produced to the  Attorney SRR p m— == : - - = s : S ' ' — - o B BY Blld Flﬁhel'. Q. —Was -it
JEFE, NOW THAT oo A o ) e R T T T ; _ = Fov } thought I had

"uk‘ m‘ht. Hm ‘Js:’ :

General) In whose hmdvrlttu are|
those entries made? ST That ¢
A —I am not sufficiently muuud
with the handwriting of the various
clerks to be gble to say.
' ; Q—You know Mr. l"ruor'l m
A —Yes.
Q.—1 only ask because tt is differ-|

you said,
A—J do n
opinion as t
COMMISSIQ
that time. 1
going to dep
hv




