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Personal and Confidential do n
Dear Mr. Squires.—As two or three feel 

rather serions questions have occur­
red to me with respect to the New­
foundland ore royalty arrangement L 
thought it advisable to write you In 
this connection.

As you are aware Mr. Wolvln vis­
ited Newfoundland In October and 
whilst there entered Into an agree­
ment with the Acting Premier and- 
other representatives of the New-, 
foundland Government covering a

Q.—Had you any conversation prior . 
to the introduction of the Bill into the ! 
House of Assembly, with any official, ! 
on the subject of the elimination ofBy T. Hollis Walker, K.C
such clauses?

A.—There was quite a discussion 
then as to the elimination of the■ * (Continued from page

with any of the officials of Besco or of 
any of its subsidiaries?

A.—The question of elimination of 
certain clauses and modification of 
contract was the subject of some cor­
respondence and discussion at vari­
ous times.

Q.—In the summer of 1928?
4.----- Not in the summer of 1923.
COMMISSIONER — It was earlier 

than that? "" < •
À.—Yes.
Q.—Almost as soon as the contract 

was ratified by the Legislature?
A.—The first was a letter of Decem­

ber 14th from Mr. McDougall, Dec.
1920.

Q.—That was even before it was 
ratified?

A.—Yes.
Q.—To me it seemed that the mo­

ment it was ratified they began ask­
ing for modification, and elimination 
of clauses?

A-—Not tor the elimination of 
clauses. The letter of December 14th 
will be put in evidence. It ■ states 
that Mr. McDougall was not quite 
sure that the Besco amalgamation 
was going through, -and .the contract

contract between each company and 
the Government, it is a matter which 
should receive early consideration, as 
any agreement would have to be sub­
mitted to the Legislature at its next 
session. The date of the opening of the

Q—Do yon know who introduced 
this matter into the House of Assem­
bly?

A.—I did.
Q.—Can yon tell me about what 

time it was introduced?
A.—I think it was in the month of 

April, 1921.
Q.—Will yon tell us what its' 

course was in the House? Just give a 
history of what, happened.

A.—In accordance with the usual 
practice, the Bill was given notice of, 
and was subsequently read a first 
time, subsequently read a second 
time. Later it was referred to a sel­
ect Committee of the House for con-1 
sidération. |

Q,—Who were the members of that 
Committee?

A.—Mr. Coaker, Mr. Warren and 
myself, I think, representing the 
Government. j

tint*- COMMISSIONER—Whal has this to!

The perfe 
asking at

asted Coffee is yours for the 
ie better class grocery stores.Q.—Did you ever suggest to Miller 

or Miss Miller that he or she arrange 
for Meaney to go to Montreal-at that 
time?

sufficiently in

With sincere regards, T am,

centsVery truly yours.
R. A. SQUIRES.Q.—Did you authorise at any time 

either Mr. Meaney or Mr. Miller to 
carry én negotiations as to the elim­
ination of the clause objectionable to 
Besco in the years 1821-1922?

D. H. McDougall, Esq.
Nova Scotia Steel ft Coal Co., • <•

■Hew Glasgow. n /V'
Nova Scotia. '

___ _________ ________ __ Q.—Is that the letter you sentJËdSf^
the present time. In fact the Indice- A.—It is a copy of the letter:
tions at the moment are that‘a merger MR LEWIS—Is the original of this 
-may not go through. letter in your possession, Mr. Jenks?

, i. The joint agreement as between thé MR- JENKS I don’t know, 
two companies and the Newfoundland COMMISSIONER—I don’t quite see
Government has been submitted to us what thfe had to do wlth the matter, 
and we feel ourselves in honour bound bn‘ I ehall take it as part of the his- 
to complete it. In the event of thé tory- Nobody 8U«Mts at tble 1 
merger not taking place however. It Is tbere was any «“K^stion of a payment 
quite possible that several very ser- re8»ect of alterations, 
tous questions will develop with re- LEWIS-Did you receive from
ference to the respective responst- Mr McDougall any further letter on 

i blllties of the two companies under thl8 8nblect PT,or to the introduction 
the contract. It may be that the com- °* the Bil1 into the House of .
panids may have to request ÿour Gov- aeBblyT tion ot tbe agreement a little later
ernment to make separate contracts A—1 remember. - " , - [ than this. We want to show that the
With each companyi'ln lieu of the joint ‘ <3—Did you have any communie#- history of the Bill was the usual his-
contract and to ask you to use your tkm from any the officials of the
good offices to bring about an arnica- Besco or 01 ltB subsidiaries on the COMMISSIONER-That is already 
ble and satisfactory arrangement I 8ubject? assumed in the absence of anything
do not wish you to feel that this is in A~1 may haTe rccelved 8 letter to the cPntrary'
any way a protest against the contract from^Mr. Wolvin in^ connection with j MR. LEWIS—I had finished at that they were under
that has been made, hut on the other 
hand I am anxious that you should 
know the position is causing me con­
siderable worry as I am afraid an at­
tempt may be made to make us joint­
ly responsible for conditions which we 
never would have agreed to for our 
own company and which we are at 
best only fractionally responsible toy. 

jPÜvyî Yours very truly, i
' : (sgd.) d. m. McDougall.

Hon. R. A. Squires, - *
Prime Minister of Newfoundland, f 

St. John’s, Nfld.
Q.—Is that the letter you received?

.. A.—Yes. . ; J| V ‘ .
(Letter produced to Commissioner.)
COMMISSIONER—This letter is 

from D. H. McDougall, and is dated 
December 14th, 1920.

(Letter marked in evidence R.A.8.
18, copy of which Is attached thereto,)

It looks to me as if there most have 
been some merger in contemplation, 
otherwise we would have expected the 
two Companies would'insist on hav­
ing their respective obligations set 
forth more decidedly.

MR LEWIS—Did you reply to that 
letter? v

A.—Yes. rM'
(Document shown to witness.)

(Copy) ; ' ■ . i-
R.A.S. 19.
v ‘ DeeembeV 21, 19».
Personal and Confidential.

Dear Mr. McDougall.—In acknow­
ledgment of your letter of the 14th 
marked “Personal and Confidential,”
I would say that while I have a gen­
eral km

Harvey & Co., Ltd.)(Whole

of to-day covering item No. 
Order of the day’’ April 15th, 
ring is submitted : 
s to your interview in Syd- 
is our intention to operate 
4 Mine at Wabana. After 

_ ere with you in December 
( ?) and investigating conditions at 
Wabana it was decided to increase 

nme to include operating 
three days per week, 
le original proposal we 
employed 380 to 400 men 

each day, or 2280 to 2400 days per 
inder the present operating 
we employ 380 to 400 men 

for' 3 days per week, or 1140 to 1200 
days -per; week; plus 650 men for 3 
days pàk week, or 1950 days per week. 
Total days work per week, 3090 to 
3150. ; .-rgvriv

This is approximately thirty per 
i work than the original 
» called for.
allons on an enlarged 
depend largely on market 

The curtailment at Syd- 
i :the past, winter, and the 
decrease in thé consump- 

6 at the furnace leaves a 
•ve of iron in the Sydney 
. The tonnage stocked at 
greater than ever in the 

he mines.
Union Company has ap- 
r 726,000 tons and the Sco- , 
T 400,000 tons.
! Small sales have been ar- 1 
t operations will be con- . 
nake up the wastage In ! 
on account of these sales. ' 
tl ore sales can be ar- , 
orders for steel obtained,1 
be pushed vigorously at 
L, Prom present lndiea- 
lears that the present tor- 
two companies will be1

cover the points raised in, qwis

So. 6, but if any further informai 
necessary I will be glad to npj| 

it. I may say that our Wabani pm 
gramme during the past winter *a 
not justified by the industrial ohüm( 
and" was followed to prevent harddq 
among our employees. The work «a 
divided as our management con* 
ered most advisable to prevent wuti 
the head of the larger families reeds 
ed as a rule the more days work ms 
week. . j

Yours very truly,
(Sgd.) HUGH B. OTLUai 

Supt. Mines ft Quarries D.I. A 8. CM
Sir Richard Examined by Mr. lew

do with it? 1 Committee were. Nobody suggested ney lt
■MR. LEWIS—I regard Jt as a matter thàt anything took place before that, only

: other than the purely normal course coming" 
in of any Bill. - '

•| MR. LEWIS—After the Bill was In- 
' troduced did you discuss the matter our 
'. with any pf the officials of the Com- }j0 
1 pany?

I A.—Yes. Mr. Gillis, who was in 
town at that time. t

' i Q.—Do you recall what the inter-. 
views were abont? j scni

! A.—The Company took the position
___ ___  ____ ‘ financial burdens
and difficulties, and my recollection 
is that th^y desired sufficient time in 
which they would make expenditure, 
possibly also some change in it. 

COMMISSIONER—When was that?
A.—While the Bill was before the p] 

Committee. . «Ç ■ '
Q.—Gillis was in ibwn while the 

Bill was before the Committee?
A.—Yes. He told me that the 

Company wanted practically an ex­
tension of- time. I think the time was 
five years, and my recollection is that j lar. 
they wanted eight perhaps. j at0(

Q.—They wanted time In which to ' Wa 
fulfill, the obligations the Contract ’ hjg| 
would put upon them? . à

A.—Yes. ........... i,Vj 'V. . ' 1
MR. LEWIS—Did Mr. Gillis say p(r(> 

anything about the elimination of any a 
particular clause? 0

À.—No. I think he referred solely ran 
to such changes as I have indicated. timi 

Q.—During its progress through the 8toe 
House was there any suggestion ask- ,If 6 
ed? You have a question calendar, ran< 
have you not, something of that kind? wor 

A.—Notice of question was given Bel1 
by Sir Michael Cashln In connection tlon 
with the matter, and I wrote to Mr. cea 
Gillis for Information which he sup- mail 
plied me in this letter under date ot. (c 
April 19jh. cert

COMMISSIONER-1 should have dec! 
thought anything like that would t^e 
have gone in during Mr. Gillis’ evi- the 
dence. flttx.

Letter to Mr. GUile, dated April 19, quai 
put in evidence. ( ing
(Copy.) Crosbie Hotel, . Und;

of- very considerable importance, if 
your Honor
view of the allegations that negotla 

As- ; tions were going on for the modlflca-vu with the two oompaniee jointly.
Qj—When did the idea of altera­

tion of the contract first come np? 
A,—In the Spring of 1921.
Q.—Even before the contract was

3U—Yes.
fi.—The elin^pation question .arose 

even before the oontract was rati­
fied?

A.—Not the elimination of clauses. 
There were three oats of ideas. The 
first was the Idea of McDougall In 
the letter of December, 19»; the 
second was the statement of facts 
which came before a Select Commit­
tee of the House when the Bill was 
before the Committee in the Spring 
of 1921, and then subsequently there 
was correspondence with regard to 
entire change of contract.

Q.—That is not an answer to my 
question. I want to know the date 
on which you say the question of 
elimination of the clauses first arose.

A.—I think it is either late 1921, 
or early 1922.

Q.—Then as soon as tho contract 
was ratified negotiations began for 
its alteration?

MR. LEWIS—Yes, if it came in 
1922. If the contract was ratified in 
the summer of 1921.

COMMISSIONER—In August, it is 
stated here.

MR. LEWIS—Did you at any time 
—you heard Mr. Meaney’s testimony

MR. LEWIS—What, If any, be 
ledge had you while you were abre 
about the Coaker-Wolvln agreeoa

A.—None whatever.
Q.—Had you any information I)

an agreement was in course of p 
parution at all?

A.—I heard while I was in b 
land that Wolvin and Coaker vi 
here in connection with the null 
at that lime; also E. M. McDonfl 
one of the Solicitors for the BBS 
Company was here; but I had ! 
knowledge of the details or of the n 
ture of the negotiations.

Q.—Were you consulted by ai 
official of the Company while abroai

scale

An Absolutely Reliable Statement 
"Important to Every Woman

Remarkable Result» Shown by; a Nation
of Women Purchasers of 

______ —khanVs Vegetable Com­
pound. 50,000 Women Answer ^

Of coarse we know that oar medi-

Wide Cam

Q.—Did you receive any commis 
cation on the subject while abroad!

enclosed with cine does benefit the
of women

from taking two out of received no benefit
pound? to prove, however, 

specialized for oer-ceivea irom
that a

over 60,i

»any in view of the un- 
>ns at Wabana have 
Port au Port quarries 
stone requirements of 
ints for blast-furnace 
tils closing down its 
e Breton and employ­
es ob the West Coast, 
ngement there will be

Did you eve,

of the of themtents of the «--Ar
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