to pay it

. Q-—At that ‘time you  were still |
negotiating wlth rewd to the e&-,

immon of the clauses?’
o A—1 was.
¢ Q—And the mommnhm that !lr.
Wolvin sent you “in Montreal?
© A.Yes, this the memorandum.

of the le

get in touch ;

mmummﬂmm
ATt is.quite possible that I aid

ldonot

‘doimg so but it is |

* Q—This is a letter put in by Mr. m m” $hint *1n “conversation T l‘holﬂf : :

But you m.mcum

_ice, and you have doné it in this
m

Miller in examination with reference
to this? He says ' (ruda leﬁar)
(Letter dated ¥eb. 24th). Is that
correct? Are you the high officer?

A.—T have related to you my eon-'

versation with Mr. Wolyin.

COMMISSIONER—There . séems {0 .
have been misunderstanding. From
this letter I would conclude that |
Wolvin was referring to the $46,000.
He seems to have misunderstood you.

A.—1I ‘misunderstood him.

Q.—We will say that there ‘was
a. misunderstanding in the conversa-
tion with Mr. Wolyin.

ATTORNEY GENERAL—Well, you
came back then, Sir Richard?

A.—I cameé back.

QI ‘think that - these auditors
were then on their way?

A ~—Yes.

Q.—There is a'letter of March 6th,
put in by Mr. Meaney, from Mr.
Meaney to you with reference to this
audit?

‘A~-Yes. That is & letter.put in
by Mr. Lewis in Mr. Meaney's exam-
ination.

Q.—I need not read the letter again.
But it refers to the coming investi-
gation of Mr. Miller's accounts. ‘What
did you do on receipt of that létter?
Did you answer it?

A—No, when I got this letter, as
1 remember 1it, I~ telephomed Mr.
Meaney and had an interview with

him.

~That took plaoo at ;ho room
Dr. Campbell’'s house that ‘we
ﬁd as a committee room, as one of
qm committee rooms. X
‘Q—Have you read, or  seen, '’ or
heard Mr. Meaney's veru!on of that
interview? -
A~1-do not know that I have. T
46, not think that 1 was Nere when
wpve his evidence, I may ‘have

gﬂ it im pot;pﬁmmbar just what

can't tell you ‘his version.
im give you mine.
MMHDBER—M Dr. Camp-
beli’s résidenics, that would be ' the
interview. . ]
“A.— —Mr. Meaney sald that these
anditors were coming down as stat-

1mhimh6mlchtdoso.. He was.

was f1l.  He was acting, he told me,
i geeing’ me on behlt of Mﬂler. who
| was o1 - -
Q.—Did you aak him to try a.nd ar-
range to keéep you ‘out “of. it?
A.-—No.
; Q—Anything of. uut lert? R
{ gesting that I should be kept out of
i4t, ' On the other hand I told him that
i 1 was responsible for the $30,000.00.
i Q—If it 'was shown that you had
it, you would be responsible for it
anyway.
| -A.—I made it clear that I did not
( want Miller to be in difficulties,
Q.—I am just putting to you what
. my note is’ of that Mr. Meaney tbld
me. He says “he told me to get in
touch with the auditors who were theén
yon their way by the Dighy, ;and to
try and keep me out of it.”: .

{ AT have*no recollection of sug-"

ard, nleue! )
MR. WARREN 1 muat apol
for being so late?

stand that the public- business has
toben.ttumledto We  were - Just
dealing with that docnment which
took some dfscovery ‘L think n; .
found just after the Court' rose. -m
letter of 22nd of March, m:
| (Letter handed to witness). .
COMMISSEONER—That was put in?
“wir «Yes. I think by Mr
Lewis, : !

A~—T do not remember. ‘1. had no, MR. WAR.REN——Ye..

desire to be kept out of it. " I was

right 'there to meet the: obligations

iif Mr. Miller was in difficulties,
Q—'l'ha.t evidence of his was given

on Friday, January 2ith. When did,

you first hear of that, * suppose you *
were in eourt’ ¢

A~T1 am not quite sure.

Q.-—At any rate it you were not .in I

court you have read the evidence?
A~—I have read most of the evid-

5§ ence that ‘transpired when I was out

_of court, but not all of it.

Q~—You have given us an ‘entire-
1y 'different version.

A~From your -notes.

Q—What puzzles me is ‘this, That

Te gave that evidende in his examina-
tion In chiet on January 26th, and

thén he was cross-examined on Jame:.

uary 28th; and yet 1 did not find this
version. of - yours ' ever “suggested _to

him, ‘orveversuggested in the course of”

this case until to-day. Why did you
not ‘your counsel to put this
iaccount ‘of the conversation to him.
Surely that is the only wny to con-
dnct the case.

A.—1 am merely relating to you my ! ’ torﬂ-y.

knowledge. T am not.
Q.—Still y(m have hnd years of ex-

March 22nd, 1925. Letter read
from Mr. Meaney.

| Q-=-Did you send any answer #o

that letter?
A—Not that I am aware of. :
Q. —That referred to the d!scnsaion

‘at Dr. Campbell’s house; the version

i of 'which you gave this morning?

A —Yes.

Q—And eventually, or - before 1
leave this Sir Richard “the matter we
discussed ‘at Dr. ‘Campbell’s house on
the 7th inst. has been 'disposed 'of -

-sntjsflt:tqrily and ‘will not be' refer-

red to you.”  You did not answer that
letter?

A.—Not that T am aware of.

‘Q—What 'di° yon -understand by -

that? ‘seveul times. :
A—-That is - was in connection with! COMM]SSIONER——TN‘ con'

the visit of Mr. Kempton and Mr you that. m would not be etlld
Tasmain.  Which was: the subject of jon to repay to the company any mol-
the iétter to Mr. Meaney from me of | oy which ‘Mr. Miller had obtained.
the 6th of the previous month. A1 told Mr. Meaney that'if therél

Q—That the -business with Mr.!was

[ Kempton -and Mr. Tasmain had been! @1 am ‘4dkfag 0o

lii’
;disposed of. satisfactorily; he says il |ter; you ﬁ“d not g0 cver that. q n i
this "“has been' disposed of satisfac- |1 id not have this letter Before ns |

A~ don’t Xnow what Mr. Meaney | that the matter would not be refer-
meant but Mr. Kempion camge in 'o; red to you meant that  you wouﬂ

}cheon The qtatement, of ‘Mr. Meumy}

hat. I!r lﬂler was too sation with ‘Mr. Meaney at Dr

nl to.take upthe matter himself.

m

i that i{f Mr, Miller had misapprop

A—'Porhaps I did .in other words ed funds you were prepared to

but the same idea

MR. WARREN—TI put it to yow,'

: them? ~

dldn’t you ask Mr, Meaney to get in- used for the “Star.”

touch: vmh the ‘auditors?.
‘A1t is quite posgible;

COMMISSIONER—That is what the

, A.—~If they had been mfied
{ “Star” ;purposes.
Q.—Naturally, I take it tha

At 6y was putfing to you and you Meaney having heard it frons

| that' that was his object in goin

i bell’'s’ house, you expected that’ N
C%SQNER@—Y@ told . me Meaney would convey to' the audi
that this morning?

COMMISSIONER—If they had "

you may have I
- out of it? :

NﬁR——I have ‘got
‘long, long ago.
‘k Mrv Meaney had got

nmkmi in my, head. When yoq R

| two diametrically - different  acoopy
" and a cohtemyonneous documentig
 found- you look into It to see wh

_ﬁ,;’tﬂm versiong corresponds wj
This letter ‘much more correspopy

“avith his version than with yours,
- ¥ou think it does?

A—My view of the matter Is thy §
~—1 domn’t want your version 4

+ew of the matter, I want your yjs
.of the letter.

A~ My view of the letter is thaty
"':\_vs it was disposed of satisfactory
"~ @ —He sdys it will not be refery
fo you. What is put to you is if yoy
‘story is frue then the right thing iy

" him to do was to tell them to'rety
~1t to you.

{: A—In the cvent of the mo
‘misappropriated Iy Jamc

was willing to refund the
protect Jim Miller.

B! COMMISSIONED - I¢

& Mnes.. You’ll hear nothing more
]

: FiTe M:
"I directed it along those, lines.”
that g0 on the instructions you
Mr. Meaney when you told Mr.
ey to go to the auditors to say

Mr. Miller had misappropriated !
‘ moneys you would repay them? *
~—I told the auditors’  the same

Then Mr. Meaney - must have
pbeyed your . instructions because

gested to you that it 1
Mr. Meaney says. had
it.  His chief object wa
it being' referred . to you.

A~—If the money v
by Mr. Miller the authorities
paturally refer it to me. Mr, Kem)
ton saw me——

COMMISSIONER-—I have a note gf
that. 'Exactly whbat Mr. Kempiy
said to you.

A—Mr. Kempton came back affy
the thing was over and told me the
he had given a memo to
in connection with the
that it had been disposed
demangd was made upon m
money:

MR. WARREN—Try to conned
these {hings together. ]

Mr. Meaney’s letter of March 6th iy
which the drew attention to t
ent enquiry and of Miller'
then the next evidence was wi
telephoned Meaney to com
you about it, then the next ev
was that Meaney went to
and the conversation took T
Meaney's versgion of the conv
and youy wversion are e

i ent. But on top of this is

lto which you did not reply

A.—The letter did not call for ¢
reply.

Q.—1 don’t know about tha
had been relieved of the bu
'the lability to pay $46,000 d
{ think you might have acknowled
it in some way? You had o
pay $46,000 and according to
| Mr. Meaney had got you out
i paying that.

A —Mr. Meaney had not got me 0¥
f repaying it. Mr. Kempt

e s G LRI A

2 : WARRIN—-—Ym see, Sir Rich- ! see Mr. Tasmain and llr Kemp
ard yon said you rang up Mr.. Moan-t A —Yes, i
ey and made the appointment for hlml Q.—When he says “my chiet objee

gays here “I have fixed it up so|°
‘Wwon't be referred to you”, and then | had given a memo to Mr.

- 'was the chief -object I had. »‘connection with the matter
’the matter had been dispo

Q—How many times did I
i go to see you? :

A~—1I have been trying t
‘| first when' he came to to
lhim the same as I told Mr
that if Mr. Miller had a

Ts' it mot; 5% me before he went. | not be called upen to carry out your }
‘Q—About- the *le.ter? = | offer?
A.—No. About the subject matter. A~—My chief objeot was: to dll—-

ed in his letter, and further Miller | perience as an advocate.
was to be proceeded against by Way |your practice when & witness has giv- ¢

of embezzlement. That  he under- en Qﬂd“cg of a conversation, and you ‘ 5
stood the ‘amount. involved ‘was  injare going to call'a witness to give an . He came in to 'see me sabsequently. .| pose of it ‘in this manner; t D, c’nn,hel house. 1 was to dispose of it in this m

the meighborhood of thirty thousand |entirely different mccount. to put that' <--Po T take it that thematter| .MR. WARREN--Mr. Meaney's chie{ ‘«—m‘ Meaney wrote me a letter,it was to convey to the auditors
dollars. That Miller was 111 and his | gifterent account to the first withess? YOR disposed of af Dr. Campbell's-had | ohject was to see that yom were not and my reply to that was-a telephone , You_ wete prepared to repny the
wife was also ill, and that they were | A Some times, yes, sometimes. no.lb““ disposed of satisfactorily; did it, called tpon wlyq \ | message some ‘days later to ask Mr. ey?

both feeling very badly over the sit- Q—Have you ever omitted to? convey .anything to you? ? ' AMr; "P‘“’" chief object was Meaney to come to see me. A.—I cannot tell you what :
uation. -1 told Mr: Meaney that there | A—Veryu frequently. It depends’ A--It conveyed “a reference of the; to -assist Mr. Miller who was ill at - Q—A few days later, was it. That Mr, Meaney’s mind when ‘he

tthat letter tally with the conver-
is you had with Mr. Meaney ‘at
Campbell’s house?

—Yes, he says here. I will read |
to.you again.

(Reads letter.)

was the Tth, that sentence.

A i o P A ERCIRI L e, N

Rt

was no reason why they should feel
badly over any sums which involved |

anything" that ‘Jim- Miller *had" done :

for me or my party. That if he was
short because of any assistance that
was given to the Star 1 was respon-

sible in 2 way, and -1 would see. him.

protected. Mr; Meaney: M ‘that
the sum was thirty thousand dollars,
2nd that was a pretty hrxe amount,
1 said that the amount was not the
matter of importance, but whether
Miller had in good: faith 4nrned in nny
ragney for campaisn purpom br
the Star; and it ‘he” hul I 'would lop
that it was paid. Mr. Meaney ex-
pt

at /my attitude, and’ was wh

fled with it. When the auditors eme
dovm Mr. Kempton came to ges me

almost immediately after his ‘arrival,

or wvery shortly .after, and I told Mr.
Kémpton that if Miller had in .good:

upon whether the penon is a plnlntiﬂ
T de!t. "X
Q—-No it “does not

lcomcs and gives an account. of aicon-

versation, and you are appearing for

the first party hears, you .do expect

that it ‘the:other side is- mm;}m Dnt ;

up o different m of that’ con-,
versation, that it wotnd ‘be put to the -
first witness on cross-examination,

“ A.—Counsel has had no time to get
this version, and‘due dlmnce must

AT have mmea hokt thist zmre i

was an lnurnl of. thrqg hyh.

it m,ptobcbli my fault; ‘and this is

the

faith misappropriated monies of the *
au-

Company, believing that he Bad an.

be ‘showed that that money Had
to’ my po!meu mmm

. amzy.mmmmma.

b t\’vftness ¢

.tl)at Mr. Miller got from the comi-

subject matter of ‘the letter it con= ; i that time;
veyed -to me. that iz: was dispesed of:| Q.—*The matter we dlscuued" Ac-
Q’ ——“And 'will mot. be rererred 10 cording to you, you had told Mr. Mean-
ey that if Mr. Miller was to be held
Ads +judged the matter had been. responsible, for the amounts he mi
disposed of. {a,dvme’ed you that you would be pre-
Q—"Will not be referred to you."' | pared to pay them.
what did you ‘understand by that. 4| A--Jf he had Wpﬂlﬁ.ﬂ
“A~1 understood that to mean that  them, if he had taken the money that
my statement that I would be reapon- /bad ‘gone into the agtar” "V
sthle for ahy -afiount of money that! Q.—Mr. Megney ‘ndmiood that?
Mr. Miller may have mh,ppronruted, % A.—Clearly. k
thatv! would not be called upon to Q-—Accordlns to you, Mr. Meaney
, _ /| went to.Mr. Kempton and!lr'l‘n-
ou nndcrstood that the money}mm w ym umm F
x.—-rm me,

pany you would not be recalled upon | Q.e—Yeu knl seen hgn

to
the New York' -ﬂd Mehl cmﬁ"m"

'A~—T am not sure it was the Tth.

detter 0

Q.—According to your evidenci

! COMMISSIONER«—I!: says 8o in the had. put. it into Mr. Meaney's

i that you were going to . repay

MR. WARREN-—You say you tele-| money to save Mr. Miller?

phmed Mr.. Meaney to meet you and
you met at -Dr. Campbell’s house and |
you say you told Mr. Meaney that it
Mr. Milier gr “be embroiled |
jin‘any . emlbk it ‘he had misapprop-
riated ny-funda which ‘had- gone to

| A
B

A —Yes.

Q.—Doesn’t that mean yon
bject was to dispose of it in this
ner?

A.—The 1du. was that it was

tlui m you were, ptepared torepay to the satisfaction of all: can :
m what the use of t.nﬁ‘ ‘that."and that T would hear no mor

it and that dhponod ot it. If
memthetatterlvmmm

JOMMISSIONER — That looks as
migh his chief object was ‘mot to
it referred to you. Your evi-

& was that you said you wished
‘have if referred to you. “That let-
F seems to be more in accordance
his version than with yours. .
~That seems it was disposed of
tactorily to all’ cdncernéd and
‘Hot be referred to: ‘me. The,
ing that was referred to m¥

that_he had put it to Mr. 'l‘aa-,

and the matter had been dts—
i of.

standing of instructions or
way misappropriated
Company in connection
Star I would be responsibl
repayment of the mo
Mr. Kempton called to s¢
me that he had been to
and had given him a memo
tion with the transaction
matter was disposed of.
was ‘made on me. :
Q.—Was: that ‘all the conve
A—~On that matter.
Q.—He merely told

WARREN — There are’. twqf given Mr. Miller a letter exculpatiié

“{'were the words.

I him?
A~—I don’t know of cours

" d
Q- Mr. Kempton went to you an

X told you he had given Mr. Miller &

memorandum?
(Continued on pagc 11
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