convf"'““cms relating to na ‘

hioze vending in 1922 untﬂ it #

nhave been shown  that mi
., natd Dy those companies ta the
. r‘,q o Minister as-a foundation

{his testiniony.

(.,“r\”\CIO\ER — What is. sug—
+sd is that monies weére’actually
id in 1920, and an attempt was"
sade to get more in 1922, “Am T not
atitled o enquire whether-there was
ach an attempt, and would it not
oW A flood of light upon the

lm HWT—-hm u e
he was trying to get it.”
COMMISSIONER—I have rulod
uponit.loﬁanly keep on uyinl
what 1 have said befare T am ot re-
ceiving this evidence because I am
charged with the duty of finding out
t happened in 1922, but Because I
am charged with the dut} of finding

ceﬂm

events of 1922 may throw, to my mind,

ior transactiom if there ‘Wwas an
pt to get monies in 19227 ‘This’

dience is evidence suggesting such
Now I ask you am I not

) receive this evidence?

yR LEWIS—My answer is that

ntitled to exercise precisely '
that is conferred upon’ you

Commission, and the

r("ﬂn

a are e
h' ‘\/‘\“ er
by the Roval
bnors

Mpﬁ\\»
I these companies to the

ime Minister, while’ negoti-
concerning those companies
in progress between the com-
] the Government. Now, if
hown that monies were aé-
| during the progress of
cottations at Montreal, when
for two or three weeks ne-
something which 'has not
shown < . , .
[ISSIONER— \s 1 understand
< not going to be shown, I
that if any attempts were
22, they did not result in
- being paid by the com-}

{ so that cannot be shown. |

nd that it is not suggested
tempts made in 1922 re-

Jted in any money passsing, bt
mld not those attempts throw a
light upon the earlier pay-,

LEWIS—It may throw a flood
<uhsequently monies were
id, but
fOMMISSIONER—But the effort to'
h just the same.

{1S—The effort to get them

mmendable, but my position '
Commission authorises |
tion of payments of mon-
gotiations were pending,
iations are ‘provable un-
t heen shown that mon-
COMMISSIONER—I am trying to
whether monies were paid in
the progress of negoti-
{ 1 have tendered before
be evidence that not enly was money
id at that time, but that attempts
made to get more money.
MR. LEWIS—That 'is entirely right
f you e power under your com-
ission. But evidence has been sub-
itted which has been relied upon as
mof of payment in 1920.
(OMMISSIONER—One of the first
wstions that T asked was when the
Int witness was called. I asked “had
gotfations then begun?”’ and  the
rwer was ves, and ‘no contract was
jimed, according to the evidence, be-
svember, and that did not, be-

inding contract until it .wasy

v the Houses of Parliament
%9, therefore there is abundant
that there were negotiations
this company.
2 f,T-"\“.“:—IL shown

has been

Jion ‘.' the contract known as

Molvin-Coaker contract, monies were
fto Sir Richard Squires. Now that |
tonducted in an orderly way, as,

tnderstand the matter, and in com-‘

face with the requirements of the
mmission. But here you are pro-
ding to take evidence of an at-
It t0 solicit money which is not
tieified In the Commission, and at a
bs long subsequent to payment ef
J monies, if eny were paid, and it
8to me that the Commission
s your power to the investigation
Payments of certain meonies:during ;
Period when negotiations were in
434,13
(OMMISSIONER—I have already
i three times that my point is that
tvidence seems to me to have an
ortant bearing upon that question,
" the question of whether Sir
herd was taking money, to his
OWledge, n 1920. I think the sug-
“U0n that he, himself was attempt-
10 get money n 1922 may be very

| Comniission confers upon you:
to investigate the payment

a flood of light upon the previous
,tranucﬂonl. and it s right that that
should entitle me to -receive the evi-

' dence of ‘what took place in 1923,

MR. LEWIS—I bow ‘to ‘your Hon-

or’s ‘decision. I shall make application

later on to have this evidence elimin-
ated from the record.

COMMISSIONER—I decided to re-
ceive it because in my judgment it
may throw a great deal of light upon
the previous transactions. It is one
continuous effort which was someétimes
successful.

MR. HUNT—May I say _that  .the
evidence is already in in the examin-
ation in chief of Mr. Miller.

MR. LEWIS—T shall make applica-
tion to haveé the evidence eliminated
, from the record.

COMMISSIONER—I -hall rule in
the same way.

Q.—Did you have any consultations
or conversations with Sir Richard at
the Ritz Carlton ‘ip Montrnl"

| A.—Yes.

MR. HUNT—The two of you miet at
the Ritz Carlton in Montreal, did any
conversations take place there?
| Ae—Yes, :
| Q-—What was the conversation?

A.—The conversation was first re-
lgardlng the labour situation at Bell
! Island; Sir Richard was in Montreal
j in connection with that mattér,

COMMISSIONER—He was in Mon- |

, treal in connection with that matter?

A.—Yes, sir, 1 was there to parti-
fcipate with him in that matter with
; Mr. McDougall on the dne hand and
;also to open negotiations with Mr.
McDougall,

Q.—You are being asked what was

| the conversation?
‘ A.—We discussed the labour troub-
le at Bell Island and we then dis-
cussed the  point of getting money
$100,000.00 from the Besco.

Q.—What was said and by whom?

A.—8ir Richard Squires told me
in that conversation to the best of my
recollection that he desired to obtain
some campaign funds and that he
thought he could do so through Mr.
McDougall but the contribution was
to come from Besco and the amount
named was $100,000.00.

MR. HUNT—Who
amount?

A.—S8ir Richard Squires.

Q.—What else was said, anything?

A.—There may have been other con-
versations in that way.

COMMISSIONER—What
say about”it?

A~ said I would bring it before
Mr. McDougall.

MR. HUNT—How was' it that these
matters came within your knowledge
or scope at all?

A~] was requested through Mr,
Miller who told me that he came di-
rect from Sir Richard, the day Sir
. Richard was leaving to go away, to
iget ready to go to Montreal and to
meet Sir Richard there. The reason I
| had to give to get leave: of abserce
was that my daughter. who -was then
in Montréal at school was sick.

MR. HUNT—Was she sick?

A.~No. ,

Q-~You say_you undertook to ses
Mr. MeDougall, did you se¢ him or
enydody? .

A.—I saw him.

Q.—Where?

A —In his office in tho Ctnuh Co—
ment Building, Hﬂnmil
Q—When? : :

A.—The day tounl-s ”Wﬂ“"‘
sation with Sir Richard. . =

Q—-Wha.t
with n(r. Mwonﬂl?

named that

did .yom

of, I told him my mission
the obtaining of ‘Hbmey; T told him '
obtain Some ecampaign funds. -and I
$old- him mmm

o-wm did you say? — -
A~1I said yes, that was Mntwd

Q~What did he say? .~ |

out what happened in 1920; and the '

i A.—The conversation. He said the

ed it as a pretty exorbitant d

MR. JENKS—Ts that what h&

' COMMISSIONER—DId he say m

A.~1 think he used the words th
that was the understanding that it}
was too. big a sum,

MR. HUNT—What else was said, if

anything?

matter of the $100,000.00 he - would
have to refer to the Directors. FHe
also expressed the opinion that they
would not-bé advérseé to a small con-
tribution if cireuuuunces

but he thought it ‘would be somewhat
difficult to get the company to consid-
er up in the $100,000.00. :

Q.—Was anything else said? .

A1 asked Mr. McDougall what he
consideréd a fair contribution and he,
said about $15,000.00 or $20,000.00

Q.=-What did you say to that?

A—1I don’t know what reply I made
to him but T rélated our comvérsation
to Bir Richard at our. next meeting.

COMMISSIONER—How long .after?

A.—That afternoon or the next day.
It was on the even of Sir Richar@’s de-
parture from Montreal to New York.
I am not sure of that. He went either
that afternoon or the next.

Q—Where did you meet him?

A,—At the Ritz Carlton.

Q.—~Where were you staying?

A.—At the Ritz Carlton.

MR.—What did he gay?

A.—My. recollection is that we de-
decided; or he said we will let the
matter stand for the present. That
was my understanding and we would
get on with the labour problem.

Q.—Did you see anybody else there
during your stay atter seeing  Sir
Richard the second time?

A—T saw Mr. McDougall, -several
times after that and the question of
campaign funds was brought up by
me with Mr. McDougall.

Q.—What else was said?

A.—1I renewed the conversation with
MeDougall about ‘the contributions as
that was my principal business there
and the final conversation we ‘had
about it fo my recollection, the amend-
ment of the contract was discussed
again and Mr. McDougall seemed to
be favourable.

Q.—1 just want to know what Mr. |
McDougall said?

A—1 cannot tell the exact words. |

MR. JENKS—He said “he seemed
favourable.”

A.—He said 'he was-favourable to a
contribution if the desired amend-
ment was made to the contract, but
until that was done he could not per-
sonally recommend any payment,

MR. HUNT-—Do you remémber
when he said it?

A—Some time subsequent to Sir
Richard’s departure for New York I
had béen up and back from New York
several times with memds from one
to the other. I think it was four trips
trom Montreal-fo New York.

COMMISSIONER—From Sir Rich-
ard to Mr. McDougall and from Mr.
McDougall to Sir Richard?

A —Yes.

MR. HUNT—Do ‘you rem¢mber
when Sir Richard went from Mon-
treal to New York?

A —Between the 27th and 28th De-
cember. I am not sure of the date.

Q—Do you remember wheén you
Teft?

A—I went there the day following
Sir Richard’s going and I took a memo
regregarding the résumption of work
at-Bell Ts14. and to my recollection
the matter of the revision of the con-
tract was also mentioned.

Q.—Where did you stay
York?

“A.~~At the Waldorf Astoria.

Q. —Where did Sir Richard stay’

As—At the safe hotel.

in  New

labour matter, but M ‘was ‘disposed

that Sir Richard m”‘m to ' Waldorf Astoria during that period.

A;—Dh} you meet him in the
i Wﬂdort Astoria?

( A1 fmet him very often at the

Q—How long were you in Hontrgul
New York; how'long, _were  you

A.—He shook' his head- Mmﬁ-

Ceuld they be asked to pruhéo ?

York to Mmml g,nq m jtontreﬂ
to New York. '

MR. HUN’P—-—Wu tlus yoﬁt only
‘business in Moptreal and ‘New York?

-A~The -principal. business I went
there was_in conméction with obtaln-
ing money.

Q—T mean the nmcﬁ' in all m
phrases; that was your only business?

A.—Yes.

Q—Under whese ozdcu won ‘you

thére? - o
A-LAt the requeat_ pt. ,mhler
uires.

COMMISSIONER—At tM raquelt of.
Mr. and Miss Mﬂler,( purperting to
have come fmm Sir R!ehard

—-Yes, ‘that is so0. |

MR. HUNT—You dld in flct wt
a: go-between bétween Sir Ricnrt
and Mr, McDougall?

me his. memos on this _business.,, :

Q—Dld nnything hgppe,n x;pom. your
return home or soon afterwards?

A—Would you pérmit me to refer
to a question you .asked me .a. little
while ago. Before .leaving. . Montreal
my ‘last interview with ‘Mr. ‘Mo
Dougall, it was understood between
us that if thg_amen’dxi;ant—-——

COMMISSIONER—I don’t like 8o
much “understoed between us.” What
did he say?

A.—Mr. McDougall said 1( the sug-
gested ‘amendments wefe put through
he would be prepared to recommend
the payment of the money. .

Q.—Of the whole? 2

A, —Just the payment of the money.

MR. HUNT—I think this is the first
timé you have stated-in your evidénce
the “amendments”; what améndments
were they?

A.~—The. striking out or the ellmln.-
tion of two of the principal clauses of
the Wolvin-Coaker  contract; these
clanses dealing with some . expendi-
tures whigh the company were- obllged
to make in Newfoundland.

COMMISSIONER—Are you :familiar
with the jepniract?

A.~1I have seen it. *

Q—Could you tell me. it I put »it
into your' hands which. clauses tlioy
| are? : 0
A~—Yes.. wyirandl HHH
(Commissioner mds contuct fo
witness).

MR, HUNT-<Upon ~your: return
home, was anything done by you in
connection with’ this “Besco” matter?

A, —After  the House .of  Assembly
had opened, in March, I think, I wired\
Mr. D. H. McDougall and drew his
attention to the result of our c¢on-
versations in Montreal, and' -asked
him if he was prepared to earry out
the agreement discussed between Me-
Dougall and myself in the event of
the ‘clauses being eliminated by the
Legislature,, That was my megsage.

MR. LEWIS—Was it a letter?

WITNESS—No, it was a méssage.

COMMISSIONER—Can you - pro-
duce your message?

A.—No. I'can produce th> reply.

MR. LEWIS—I don’t thing he ought
to be allowed to read it.

COMMISSIONER—Mr. Meaney, we
shall have your heply.

WITNESS—This is the reply re-
‘cefved from Mr. E. H. MecDougall,
March 28th, 1922, \

COMMISSIONER—Let me look at
it.

(Docunout produced - &o Gemmia-
lioner )

COMMISSIONER—T #hall htnd At
to you in a minute, Mr. Lewis: (Read-}
Ing) ‘““Trenton, - N.B, March: - 28th,|
1922 'This is what it says: :“J. 21

out our part arrangement made;in |
Montreal ‘whenever matter m:a";ll:
completed, See detalls telegram Gil-.
lis to Miller to-dty.—:D H. uchUG-
BLEY 277
MR. LEW’IS——W f nmt tlm; it
tninhtocuu.mquhttom
letter recelved or the cable réfers
to in it Fead also,

MR. nnnmbdu

'mmo:um MO-'

. A—Yes, with Sir_ Richatd's | ape]’
proval he gave me oﬂcm Mdhs’ .
with. Mr. McDougall by entrulﬂn. to |

‘Meaney, St. John’s: . Reterence-your | B}
ublemhwmmmwum 1B

‘ comnuxg’gm—au ‘this ﬂmq
LEWIS—The

fm;m.mnumme;uz
permitted, this being only a

COMMISSIONER-—No; this is - the
original which he &laims to have re-
eeived. [(To Withéss) 1s this the or-
iginal of the m m ‘recéived?

A~—Yes '

GD“IBSIO‘N‘R—-’! llllll hand it
down thén; 86~ that ~1E'M be m&kéd
 and put . B

MR. LDW!&-WM ‘it Imt be pos-
sible to M.’eﬂlm,ﬁ\ copy. . ot ‘the
message uug.t.;tmﬁ( St, John's?

WITNESS—It is pos
urn.a no em
message that t
COWI

T th y q! the messase you
sent froui Here.

WITNESS (To Mr. Lewls) I beg
‘your:pardon, sir. !
# COM:MISSIONER—You sent & tele—'
'grau ‘on‘the-87th and received an an- {

gWer on the 20th?

A~~Yes,

Q—~What Mr. Lewis wishes to get is
a copy ‘of the message you sent which
produced this answer. We could only
be made certain as to what this’ mes-
sage means by the production of the
message Mr. McDougall received. Is
there a copy in the office here of the
wire you sent?

“WITNESS—I . don’t think it would
be possible to obtain a copy, becnns‘e
our records in the Post Office are de-
stroyed every year.

COMMISSIONBER~—I know that in
England where there are such a large
number of telegrams sent the post of-
fice people-only keep them for a cer-
tain number of month--six or what-
ever -period it is, and then they are
destroyed and you can’t get them af-
ter that. s

WITNESS—It is the same here, sir.

COMMISSIONER — This message
being sent two. years ago, I don’t

‘| kmow it it i8 possible for you to get it.

A—No, sir. I don’t think it can be
obtained.

MR. LEWIS—Then may I ask that
the markidg of this message in evi-
derree be left until they get the other
message. I think it would ‘be Dbetter
to defer putting-it -in evidence until
we have the whole story.

COMMISSIQNER—I think I shall
take it now. I really gives very lit-
tle information. It says “We are pre-
‘pared to carry out our part of ar-
rangements made in Montreal.” It
does not say anything as to what these
arrangements were.

WITNESS—May I be permitted to
say I know,

COMMISSIONER—Mr. Meaney, Mr.
Lewis—if he cares to do so—may ask
you what the arrangements were that
are referred to in this message. He is
not bound to do so, and I don’t think
we can ask you for the moment.

MR, HUNT-The main reason we
bring it in is to show that Mr. Me-
Dougall did communicate with Mr.
Meaney in connoctlon with these mat-
ters.

OOHMISBIMRP-Obﬂously he did.
It is Quite clear that at that time—in

Wi ol of of

;.ra

l-!fir!

"Uv'flt‘-‘f‘f'iﬂlﬂori-lrhlu

nbxt'tmngthsth»udﬂm
mmnhudm Put it that way,

“ 1tyoullh. :
 'WITNBSS--T have no recollestion of |
anything further fn wm‘

Sir Richard.
- COMMISSIONER—Thére wers . ‘ne
thrther um is fyr m

fwows >

‘A—No. T know of telegrams ‘t8
other mﬂc ﬁ eeﬁnoeﬁon vlﬁ it
Mr. Giilis! <

MR.- m—»im then, when did
you next hgvi"mw do  with
8ir Richard, 'of Beeco, or anyhedy m
connection W‘!‘hml Ball Island busi-
neu?

WITNESS-Do you mun directly
with Sir Richard?"

Q.~Directly with' mmrs bearing
on thue péople.

MR.' LEWIS—1 gbject. You are
speaking of’ fh!! '$100,000.00 magter?

MR’ HUNT—No, (Te withess) Did
anything happen at all in conmection
with the Besco business?

WITN‘EBB——YQG, I had no eorm
pondence directly with Sir Richard
about it and no conversation about it
in that year until the fall of 1922 or
January 1923, <

COMMISSIONER — The  matter
seems to have slept for a time, -

MR. HUNT—Mr. Meaney, some time

| elapses hetween the fall of 1933 and

the month of January, 1023. Can
you fix the date more closely than
that? We have left March, 1082, as
I understand it; and we are coming
now to the fall of 1922 or January,
1923. In thé interval had you com-
municated with Miller? -

MR. LEWIS—I dent think he
should be allowed to tell about his
communications with My, Miller,

COMMISSIONER—You told us, Mr.
Meaney, that in the fall of 1922 or in
January, 1988, some other step was
taken?

WITNESS—A request was made to
me,

MR, LEWIS—By whem?

A —By Mr. Miller and his sister.

Q.—Did they purport te he asking
you on their ‘'own accounit or anybody
else’s account? -

A.—On behalf of
Squires. |

COMMISSIONER—They . purported
to be asking on behalf of Sir Rich-
ard?

A ~—Yes,

COMMISSIONER—I thiftk T must
have this, Mr. Lewis, as to whut they
asked him, >

MR. LEWIS—Subjétt tp my objec-
tion then, I presume.

MR. HUNT—What did they ask you?

WITNESS—They asked me to ‘get
ready to go to Montreal, that it- was
Sir Richard’s desire I should go.

COMMISSIONER—"They asked me
to get ready to go to Montreal.”

MR. HUNT—You were siill Con-
troller, I think?

A—Yes, I made an application tor
leave of absence.

COMMISSIONER—Did you get Jt?

A—T1 aid, sir.

MR. HUNT—Do 7you - remember
when you received this leave of sb-
sénce?

A~—I had a carbon cepy of my ap-
plication there .which might bé ‘:lo
to fix the date. It mnst have been
early in January, 1928,

Q.—They told you to get réady to
go to Montreal, that 8ir Richard
wanted you to-go, Did they tell you
anything else?

Sir Richard

| ~~4
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A~They told me 8
gired me to get ready
treal,, to take up again
tion with McDougall fi

ing of funds in consider
elimination of those two
MR, HUNT—Was any &i

ed at this time?
A~No.

Q—When did you firs

specific amount being n

intormed you? :
A~~In that conver

ter.

MR. LEWIS—Are
take Miller’'s word as
amount was to be?

COMMISSIONER—I
I am going to take
Just yet.

MR, LEWIS—I should
it Mr, Miller was tellig
his own idea or was hQ

that Mr. Miller eante. to b

it was Sir Richard's desi

should go to Montreal and

again the negotiation

Dougall for the pu
funds in consideration

tion of the two clauses. I

-wome figure, which m
| $300,000.00 or : $1,000,00(
does not say that the

{ thorizea by St Rich

that Miller gave it as
Sir Richard., I think it

i { ter for you to take 1it,

the general way the

Q.—What amount wui,n ,b
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scouring.
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foing  to
that the

said

word ‘

! MR.-HUNT—What was his reply to
Sir Richard, sir, if you do not mind.

COMMISSIONER—“I suggested that
Meaney should go, as he héd been on
a similar errand before.”

That is my note, and that is what
was in my recollection. That is’ why
{I say I dom’t think it carries you
t much further to raise the objection
to this evidence, Mr. Lewis.

MR. HUNT—Mr, Meaney, when you
| were asked this, what did you say?
¢ A.—I said I was satisfled to go, and
| try to do the best I could. T also stat-
ied that I thought $300,000.00 was

pretty steep, or words to that effect.

Q.—Did you have any conversation
with Sir Richard personally in connec-
tion with this matter?

(To be continyed.)
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DAILY HOURS.
830 am.to 7 pm. .,
10.30 p.m. to 11 p.m. ~
SUNDAY HOURS.
9.30 a.m. to 10.30 am.
2 p.m. to 3 p.m.
8 p.m. to 9 p.m.
HOLIDAY HOURS.
8.30 a.m. to 11 am. ..
6, pm. to 7 pim. =
10.30 p.m. to 11 pm. ¢ |
HALF HOLIDAY HOURS.
8.30'a.m. to 12.30 p.m. .
6 p.m, to 7 pm.s
v 1030 pm. to. 11 p.mf
NIGHT CALLS. . . i
‘N&ght Calls will' be ‘at- §
tended to. -”mxht Bl in §
§ Eastern.
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