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THE EVENING TELEGRAM, ST. JOHN’S, NEWFOUNDLAND, MARCH 21, 1924- 3
—

Report of T. Hollis Walker, K, C.
Sir Richard Squires Declared a Receiver and Accomplice.—Dr. 

Campbell Misused and Misappropriated Public Funds—Public 
Moneys Wasted; Electorate Corrupted; Departments Debased.

FINDINGS ON SECTION I. (Controller’s Dept.)—
\ . *

That Miss Miller was aware that the bulk of the 
money was taken from Controller’s Dept., the whole of 
which was applièd by her to the purposes of Sir Richard 
Squires for his benefit.

That Sir Richard Squires accepted the use and benefit 
of over $20,000 so obtained with knowledge of their taint
ed history, and made himself a receiver and an accomplice 
in Mr. Meaney’s wrong.

FINDINGS SECTION H./(Besco)—
That responsible officials of the Dominion Co. were 

willing to and did give timely financial assistance to Sir 
Richard Squires out of the funds of the Company, that 
$43,000 was paid to him accordingly, . . . that the alleg
ation in this paragraph is proved. That Mr. Miller and 
Mrs. Harsant were his instruments.
FINDINGS SECTION III. (Pit Prop and Farm)—

That the loss to the Government on logging opera
tions not less tharf $130,000.

That the allegation that Dr. Campbell paid his own 
nrivate cab fares to a very substantial amount out of the 
public funds under his control is fully proved. In relation 
to his cab fares, Dr. Campbell directly misused and misap
propriated portions of the public funds under his control, 
which throughout were badly and wastefully administer
ed by him.

That the Union Trading Company appear to have 
made a profit of $10,000 out of the contract, but the Gov
ernment gained no advantage.

Model Farm—That the list of cab fares proves to my 
satisfaction actual misappropriation on the part of Dr. 
Campbell, and the padding of-wages’ bill by men unneces
sarily and improperly introduced at this instance was a 
misuse of the funds amounting to misconduct, in mÿ 
view.

That Mr. W. McNeily misappropriated $120.
IV. —RELIEF—

That it was as the General Election approached that 
misuse of public money developed and to keep on or to se
cure their political support idlers were paid for work at 
the rock sheds which they never performed.
V. —PUBLIC CHARITIES—

That a great deal of this money did not go in neces
sary relief; it was not reserved for proper cases after due 
and searching enquiry ; it was lavishly scattered broad
cast with both hands for political purposes.

That there does not appear to be any instance of ac
tual misappropriation by. anyone in the Department but 
the conduct of the Department was slovenly and unbusi
nesslike and made possible abuses all over the Island, of 
which I cannot tifink the staff was ignorant

That Politicians exploited the situation improperly 
\o further their aims.

To tils Excellency Sir William John T. Meaney was Acting Liquor

which Mr. Meaney made of his posi
tion, and the way dn which the De
partment was carried on under his 
management.

All money received from sales of 
liquor should have been paid into 
the Exchequer Account at the Bank 
of Montreal, in the case of sales 
against scripts all moneys received 
were handed over to Mias Power, the 
Accountant at the Department, and 
were duly transmitted by her to the 
Bank; the same practice should have 
been followed In the case of sales 
without scripts, whether such sales 
were proper or not, but in many in
stances this was not done. These 
sales without scripts were usually 
Tor cash, a small proportion only be
ing credit transactions and brought 
considerable sums of money into Mr. 
Meaney’s hands. He professed to keep 
a "special account” for them, but he 
did not enter in it all the sums that 
he received. Some he entered and 
paid over to Miss Power who trans
mitted them to the Bank, but accord
ing to his own admission others 
were handed over by him to Miss J. 
G. Miller (now Mrs. Harsant) who 
was in the employment of Sir Rich
ard Squires, and purported to ask 
for and receive them as loans on his 
account

Mr. Meaney denied that he made 
such payments to anyone else and no 
other specific recipients were sug
gested or indicated in the course of 
the Enquiry. It appeared, however, 
from remarks made by Mr. Howley, 
K.C., (counsel for Sir Richard 
Squires) that an investigation of the 
books of the Department had recent
ly been conducted by Mr. E. Wat
son, a member of a firm of account
ants practising at St. John’s, and^it 
was hinted that some other instances 
might have emerged. It was extreme
ly unlikely that such transactions, 
if they took place, w.ould be dis
closed in the books. Mr. Meaney cer
tainly did not record there the pay
ments which he made to Miss Mil
ler, or the sales, the proceeds of 
which he thus diverted, and sijfeh 
vouchers or memoranda as he had 
were not shown to anyone. I thought 
it best, however, to procure the at
tendance of Mr. Watson and have his 
sworn testimony upon the point. I 
found that he had çiade a full exam
inai’on of the books (concluded in 
January, 1924) for the period from 
June, 1921 to June, 1923, during the 
whole of which Mr. Meaney was Act-

and the remitting $3,905.00 were im 
properly takén out of the money be
longing ty the Liquor Control De- 
partment,/it was money, which came 
into his hands as the proceeds of 
sales without scripts, and ought to 
have been paid into the Treasury. 
The .counterfoils of the cheques were 
in Miss Miller’s writing and besides 
stating the amounts in figures, con- 

Ined in some cases the words. 
"Cash J.T.” these being the initials 
of Mr. Meaney’s Christian names. At 
some date after Sir Richard’s return 
to the Colony, which took place in 
the early part of December 1920, 
Miss Miller repaid to Mr. Meaney 
$4,000.00 which she obtained from Sir 
Richard for The purpose. According 
to Mr. Meaney’s evidence he then re
paid himself $3,000 and restored 
$1,000.00 to his Department. It has 
never been suggested that anything 
has been paid in respect of the bal
ance/of $2,905.00, and that amount at 
lea^ is still outstanding.

In March 1921, Miss Miller’s author
ity to draw cheques was rescinded, 
but the transactions with Mr. Meaney 
continued with this variation—1.6. 
ITs. were given instead of cheques,

1,000.00
490.76
200.00
200.00
100.00
300.00
200.00
300.00
200.00
500.00
300.00
600.00
300.00

the
1921

full list being:—
March 19th .. ..

/
99 May 7th..............
99 May 26th.............
” July 8th .............. . • . .
99 July 11th.............
” July 18th............. . . . .
99 August 1st .. ..
91 August 11th .. ..
99 August 17th .. .. «...
” August 22nd .. ..
99 September 13th .. . . ..

September 19th .. . . . .
99 October 19th .. ..
” October 21st .. .. • • . e

99 December 5th ..
» December 16th .. , , • .
•1 December 19th .. . . • •

1922 January 28th .. . . . •
” March 6th .. ..

” March 18th .. ..
” March 22nd .. ..

March 31st .. . . . .

” April 20th .. .. e > • •

99 May 1st............................... . . .

” May 18th............................. ....

June 7th..............................

” June 20th .. .. .. ..

2,000.00
4,000.00

250.00

1,000.00 
100.00 
200.00 
100.00 

2,000.00 
1,000.00

a total of $19^55.76. These I.O.U’s. 
were all signed by Miss Miller in her 
name only^f I find that the amounts 
for whicjh they were given were all 
paid tadher by Mr. Meaney in cash 
and tfiat they were all taken out of 
the money jfl Jjie Department, being 
proceeds of sales without scripts, 
which ojight to have been paid into 
the Treasury. Nothing has been re
paid In respect of these transactions.

In July 1922, Mr. Meaney made a 
further and final payment of $660.00 
in cash to Miss Kiiller, who paid the 
amount into tlte private banking ac
count of Sir,Richard Squires at the 
Canadian yank of Commerce. No 
cheque op I.O.U. was given but Mr. 
Meaney/£etained the duplicate de
posit/Blip as his voucher. His evid
ence was that he provided $100.00 out 
of his own money and took the rest

ing Controller. A very large short- ,from the Department as in previous

Lamond Allardyce, Knight Command
er of the Most Distinguished Order 
of Saint Michael and Saint George,
Governor and Commander-in-Chief to 
and over the Colony of Newfound
land.

WHEREAS by a Commission bear
ing date of the twenty-second of (
December in the year of Our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-three, I Thomas Hollis Walk
er, one of his Majesty’s Counsel, was 
constituted and appointed Commis
sioner to investigate and enquire into 
certain matters and things more 
particularly described and set out in 
the Preamble to the said Commission 
and with as little delay as possible 
to report my finding upon the said 
matters and things.

Now I, the said Thomas Hollis 
Walker, having on divers days in the 
months of January, February and 
March in the year of Our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and twenty- 
four held and conducted an investi
gation and enquiry into the said 
matters and things, at 8t John’s, in 
the said Colony of Newfoundland, 
and having carefully weighed and 
considered the oral evidence given 
and the documents produced before 
me and the comments and arguments 
of the parties interested, or their him that he was 
legal representatives do hereby beg 
to report as follows:—

1. The first matter at enquiry was 
stated in the said Commission lfi the 
following terms:—“Allegations have 
been made that amounts paid to the 
Department of the Liquor Controller 
were not paid Into the Treasury but 
were paid over to private indiv
iduals.”

From August 1920 to June 1923 Mr.

Controller. His written appointment 
dated August 11th, 1920, recited that 
the whole question of legislation in 
reference to Intoxicating liquor was 
to be retered to a Commission, and 
that meanwhile no permanent Con
troller would 'be appointed, and prd- 
ceeded to appoint him Acting Con
troller as from August 1st. His sal
ary was $2600.00 a year, and he was 
expressly forbidden to receive any 
profils, brokerage, or commission in 
connection with any intoxicating 
liquors imported into Newfoundland.

Under the Acts of Parliament deal
ing with Prohibition Mr. Meaney as 
Acting Controller had charge of the 
importation and of the sale and dis
tribution of liquor. He was subject 
to the supervision of a Board of Con
trol, which, however, does not appear 
ever to have met him or to have 
checked his operations in any way 
whatever. ■»

According to his own evidence Mr. 
Meaney suplied liquors (a) against 
Certificates of medical practitioners, 
known as scripts, and (b) without 
scripts as within his powers, but he 
was unable to show me, and I was 
unable to find any provision which 
afforded any justification for the

fer elicited from 
he habit of mak

ing considerable£ resents of liquor 
from the store# to his charge with- 

promiee or expec- 
ent, and of receiving 
way of gratuity or se- 

from those who sup
plied Liquor to tSp department; these 
matters (which he did not seek to 
excuse) do not directly affect the 
question which I have to decide, but 
they indicate the use (or abuse)

practice. It was fur

out payment, 
tation of 
large sums bÿ 
cret commissio

age was disclosed. The absence of 
any stocktaking made it impossible 
for Mr. Watson t^/give precise fig
ures, but he estimated that it was 
not less than.400,000 dollars or dol
lars worth. Jftid that it might be 
twice as ijpfuch. The deficiency might 
be due ty shortage of liquor or of 
cash or of both. It was not within 
the scope of the Enquiry to investi
gate allegations or suggestions of 
liquor shortage, and as Mr. Watson 
could not specify or discover any In
stance in which money paid to the 
Department had not been paid, or ap- 
appeared not to have been paid, into 
the Treasury, but to a private indiv
idual, I could not see any justification* 
for, or means of extending this sec
tion of the Enquiry beyond the origin
al allegations of payments made by 
Mr. Meaney to or through Miss Mil
ler.

Miss Power had no knowledge of 
the transactions with Miss Miller 
and though there were periodical 
audita, the misconduct Of Mr. Mean
ey escaped detection. I do not see 
the slightest evidence that either 
Miss Power or the auditors knew or 
suspected that Mr. Meaney was with
holding any of the money of the De
partment or paying it out to Miss 
Miller or anyone else.

The first payment to Miss Miller 
took place In November 1920. Sir 
Richard Squires was then abroad, and 
Miss Miller was in charge of his af
fairs. She had authority to sign 
cheques on his account at the Bank 
of Nova Scotia and on November 19th, 
1920 she went to Mr. Meaney and ask
ed him to cash a cheque for $1,000, 
which after some demur he did. 
Other cheques followed, the full list 
being:
1920 November 19th...............$1,000.00

” November 27th..............  1,000.00
" December 4th...............  1,056.00
” December 4th .. .. .. 900.00
” December 11th.............. 600.00

1921 January 14tb................ 500.00
” January 14th................ 360.00
" January 26th................ 600.00
” Magch ,19th .. ... .. .. 1,100.00

a total of $6,905.00/ These cheques 
were all drawn on the account of 
SlV Richard Squt/es at the Bank of 
Nova Scotia, anti signed "R. A. 
Squires, per J. jG. Miller.” In each 
case the amounb'for which the cheque 
was drawn was handed in cash by 
Mr. Meaney tf> Miss Miller. Mr. 
Meaney’s/ evidence was that $3,000.00 
were provided out of his own money

cases. No part of this has been re
paid.

The total payment's made by Mr. 
Meaney to Miss Miller were:

(1) Against cheques . . .1$ 6,905.00
(2) Against I.O.U’s............  19,326.76
(3) Against deposit slip . 500.00

of this $3,100 may have been provid
ed by Mr. Meaney, himself, but I 
find that the balance of $23,630.76 
was improperly paid by him out of 
the funds of the Department which 
ought to have been paid into the 
Treasury. A sum of $1,000 may have 
been returned to the Department af
ter some months or weeks use, more 
than $22,500.00 are still outstanding.

I find that Miss Miller, -though no
thing was said as to the source from 
which the earliest payments came, 
was fully aware that the bulk of the 
money was taken from the funds of 
the Department.

I find further tha$cthe whole of the 
money paid by Mr. Meaney to Miss 
Miller was applitd by her to the pur
pose of Sir Richard Squires and for 
his benefit,- A sum of $400.00 was 
retained by her to defray the expens
es of journeys undertaken by .her in 
connection with her efforts to obtain 
money from him. Some was paid 
into his banking account, some Was 
handed to him personally, and some 
was used to meet pressing claims 
agtinst himself or his firm. For in
stance, a client of the firm had. lost 
his ali by fire, his claims had been 
adjusted, but payments were requir
ed and we^e made to him or on his 
behalf betole his , compensation was 
received fromvthe Insurance Com
pany. These payments were made by 
the personal cheques of Mr. Curtis 
who had then joined Sir Richard 
Squires in a partnership which did 
not include insurance, business and 
Mr. Curtis was reimbursed on at 
least one occasion by \ioney pro
vided by Mies Miller from . Mr. Mean
ey. Mr. Curtis appears to nave taken 
it without enqui/y, tint I do\not find' 
that he had any knowledge th« it had 
come from the Liquor Department.

The payments made to Miss Miller 
and the use she made of the money, 
her close and confidential business 
relationship with Sir Richard Squires 
and the evidence which she gave be
fore me, directly raised the question 
of his complicity in her dealings with 
Mr. Meaney, and indeed a large part 
of the hearing of this first section of 
the enquiry was occupied by evidence 

(Continued on page 6.)

GRAHAM FLOUR 
7 Pounds for 40c.

McCORMICK’S 
Jersey Cream Sodas

60c. Pail. 
HAMILTON’S 

CREAM SODAS
48c. Pail.

GOLDEN BANTEM 
CORN ON COB
(3’s) 40c. Tin.

Apricots (2!/2’s) 25c. tin 

Apricots (extras) 40c. 
Peaches (2y2’s) 30c. tin 

Peaches (extras) 45c. 
Pears . -33c# & 4Qc. tin 
Plums (2i/2’s) ,25c. tin

r+a*»*

TOMATOES
Libby’s (2i/2’s) 22c tin 
Libby’s (2’s) 17c] tin

Spanish (1%’s) 14c. tin

auiiiliil mil n i: i i ill Iiiauimm!)

BELL’S 
D SOUPS 

. tin.
PRUNES 

12c. and 18c. lb.
APRICOTS 

18c. and 22c. lb. 
PEACHES 18c. lb.

TO-DAY
0X0 CORDIAL 

95c. Bottle.

GRANULATED
SUGAR

5-lb. Pkg. for 52c.

MEAT and FISH 
PASTE

(in Glass) 20c. 

APPLES
(Ready for use) 1

GALLON TINS

60c.

CORSETS!
A BIG BARGAIN

IN

COR
A SPECIAL L

To make room for the

CLEARING
Them Out at
Worth double the moi

size 19,20 and 30 only
ing Goods we are

cents pair
—See Window

Handsome Cutleryfo Adorn Your Table
THE HANDSOME ADAM DESIGN

(50 year Guarantee).
DINNER FORKS ................... ............ . $14.50 doz.
DESSERT FORKS.................................... $15.00 doz.
TABLE SPOONS . /.................... .... . .$17.00 doz.
DESSERT SPOONS.................................$15.00 doz.

TEA SPOONS 
$7.50 dozen.

DI

Pen Knives
ENGLISH & FOREIGN. ' ' 

Stag, Ivory, Buff Handles.

60c. to $1.30 each. .
% • s

COMMON KNIVES J2c.to 45c. ea- 
COMBINATION KNIFE $2.30 ea*

Marl4,2i

FAMOUS “APIS” UNSTAIN ABLE 
CUTLERY

tT KNIVES................ .$12.50 doz.
KNIVES...................$15.00 doz.

Other lines from 
$2.70 dozen up.

;ors & Blades
ÏNGLISH OPEN BLADE RAZORS

$1.90 and $2.40 each.
FOREIGN OPEN BLADE RAZORS

50c. to $2.00 each.
AUTO STROP BLADES . $1.10 Pk& 

GILETTE BLADES .. . $1.20 Pkg- 

MERCURY BLADES .. 50c. doz*

ERS,Ltd

«setsa
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