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may have

out of It?
Meaeey that I

-I have got
long ago.

Mr. Meaney had gdt

COMMISSIONER—I have got tJ 
versions In my head. When you JÈ 
two diametrically different accou* 
and a contemporaneous documealj 
found you look into it to see wh3 
of the two versions corresponds 
it. This letter much more correspoel 
with his version than with yours. 9 
you think it does? > , a

A.—My view of the matter Is that .1 
Q.—I don't want your versioa 3 

r’ew of the matter, I want yonrviJ 
cf the letter. • ■•<•* -S*

A.—My view of the lettet ls that J 
-ays it was disposed of satisfactory 

Q.—He says it will not be refema 
to you. What Is put to you is if yr;„| 
story is true then the right thing ftS 
him to do was to tell them to reh* 
it to you. ■

A.—In the event of the monev vsl 
misappropriated ty James Mllle-fi* 
was willing to refund the irony 1 
protect Jim Miller.

! COMMISSIONED. - It is o:,.
I gested to you that it looks as if i "■ 

Mr. Meaney says had seme truth a 
it. His chief object was to prevail 
it being referred to you.

A.—If the money was embsalJ 
by Mr. Miller the authorities woulj 
naturally refer it to me. Mr.' Keul 
ton saw me------

. COMMISSIONER—I have a note J 
that. Exactly what Mr. Kemptol 
said to you.

A.—Mr. Kempton came back aftnl 
the thing was over and told me thin 
he had given a memo to Mr. MiUtii 
in connection with the matter uJ 
that It had been disposed of and u| 
demand was made upon me for the! 
money. 1

MR. WARDEN—Try to conned] 
these things together. There vaJ 
Mr. Meaney’s letter of March 6th id 
which he drew attention to the pres-1 
ent enquiry and of Miller's account! 
then the next evidence was whenjod 
telephoned Meaney to come to see 
you about it, then the next évident! 
was that Meaney went to see yod 
and the conversation took place; novj 
Meaney’s version oZ the conversed* 
and y dur version are entirely differj 
ent. But on top of this is this letter] 
to which you did not reply? 1 

A.—The letter did not call for u 
reply. J

Q.—I don’t know about that; if yod 
had been relieved of the burden pi] 
the liability to pay $46,000 don't you] 
think you might have acknowledges 
it in some way? You had offered ty 
pay $46,000 and according to that! 
Mr. Meaney had got you out of re-] 
paying that. -/

A.—Mr. Meaney had not got me oat ] 
of repaying It. Mr. Kempton said hi] 
had given a memo to Mr. Miller til 
connection with the matter and told ne I 
the matter had been disposed of. j 

Q.—How many times did Remploi] 
go to see you?

.A—I have been trying to tell yo»J 
first when he came to town I toll] 
him the same as I told Mr. MeaneyJ 
that it Mr. Miller had a misunder-j 
standing of instructions or in air
way misappropriated monies ol the] 
Company in connection with th-'j 
Star I would be responsible for the] 
repayment of the money, and 
Mr. Kempton called to see me and toll j 
me that he had been to Mr. Miltirl 
and had given him a memo in connefrj 
tion with the transaction and the] 
matter was disposed of. No demand] 
was made on me. , J

Q.—Was that all the conversation I 
A.—On that matter.
Q.—He merely told you he had j 

given Mr. Miller a letter exculpatisj]
him? J

A.—-I don’t know of course if those I
were the words.

Q.—Mr. Kempton went to you and 
told you he had given Mr. Miller «1
memorandum? 1

(Continued on pago 1U j

than I could have given him then.
q.‘—You know no more then than 

that you have never Been troubled
about the notes?

A—No. I had never been asked
to pay it.

Q.—At that time you were still 
negotiating with regard to the elim
ination of the clauses?

A.—I was.
Q.—And the memorandum that Mr.

Wolvin sent you -in Montreal?
A.—Yes, this the memorandum. _________ ____
Q.—This is a letter put in by Mr. , Qa(te lfteJy that 

Miller in examination with reference 
to this? He says (reads letter).
(Letter dated Feb. $4th). Is that 
correct? Are you the high officer? j WM al

A —I have related to you my con- , 
versa tion with Mr. Wolvin.

COMMISSIONER—There seems to 
have been misunderstanding. Prom 
thie letter I would conclude that !
Wolvin was referring to the $46,060. j 
He seems to have misunderstood yon.,

A.—I misunderstood him. !
Q—We will say that there was, 

a misunderstanding In the conversa- 
tion with Mr. Wolifin.

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

A.—I came back.
Q.—I think that these 

were then on their way?
t-£S.re is S' letter of March 6th, I ““

dut in by Mr. Meaney, from Mr. « ^d ke^u me ,
Meaney to you with reference to this d<>
8'a'—Yes. That is a letter put in t0 ^
by Mr. Lewi. In Mr. Menaeyl «am- ^

Q.—“ need not read the letter again. *Tlden<
But it refers to the coming investi- en ^da^- an”sl 
gallon of Mr. MUler’s accounts. What *ou flrst 6#ar or 1 
did you do on receipt of that létterî were ,n court- 
Did you answer it? not ^

A.—No, when I got this letter, as 9—At any rate 
I remember it, I telephoned Mr. court you have re 
Meaney and had an interview with A.—I have read

• ence that transplr
Q _Where? ot court» 6nt not all of It.

That took place at the room 
tji'.Dr. Campbell’s house that five 
used as a committee room, as one of 
Otar committee rooms.

—Have you read, or sbeh, or 
beard Mr. Meaney’s version of that 
interview?

As—I do hot know that I have. I 
do not tMnk that I wse here when 
Mfcgnve his evidence. I may have

I -dan give you mine.
| COMMISSIONER—At Dr. Camp- 
bell’B residence, that would be the

were then on their way on the Difby? that, bat I he 
A.—It is quite possible that I did. | my practice 

doing so but it is j COMMISSIO 
In conversation I should not ha' 

j told him he might do so. He was But you say t) 
■ was ill. He was acting, he told me, tee, and you h 
; seeing* me on behalf of Miller, who I accept your 

_ I throw any oe
Q.—Did you ask him to try and ar- fldes of this ve 

range to keep you out of it? COMMISSIO mFm
•ifVÿ.VfÀ;

auditors
(Letter handed to witness). 
COMMISSIONER—That was pnt in? 
WITNESS—Yes. I think by Mr.

As taken from Bert 
famous noïjmâ

S AT

ing down and 'Chat Mr. Miller was too nation with Mr. Meaney at Dr. Cai 
ill to. take up the matter himself. i belt’s house, you expected that 

COMMISSIONER—You told me Meaney would convey to the audil
more than that this morning? j that if Mr. Miller had misappropr

A.—Perhaps I did in other words ed funds you were prepared to re 
but the same idea. i them? ■*.

» MR. WARREN—I put it to you,1 COMMISSIONER—If they had b 
didn’t you ask Mr. Meaney to get In used for the "Star." 
touch with the auditors? I A.—If they had been appfied to

A.—It is quite possible. ] “Star” purposes.
COMMISSIONER—That is what the Q.—Naturally, I take it that 

Attorney was putting to you and you Meaney having heard it from 
denied? that that was his object in going

MR. WARREN—You see, Sir Rich- see Mr. Tasmain and Mr. Kempton 
ard you said you rang up Mr. Mean- A.—Yes.
ey and made the appointment for hlm Q.—When he says “my chief ob 
at Dr. Campbell’s house. was to dispose of it In this man

lines. You'll hear nothing more

|. . • J. T. M.
Q.—“I directed it along those lines." 
ses that go on the instructions you 
ive Mr. Meaney when you told Mr. 
eaney to go to the auditors to say 

Mr. Miller had misappropriated 
iy moneys you would repay them? 
A.—I told the auditors the same

this case

Q.—Then Mr. Meaney must have 
isobeyed your instructions because 
a says here “I have fixed It up so 
won’t be referred to you”, and then 

rhis was the chief object I had." 
oes that letter tally with the conver
sions yon had with Mr. Meaney at 
r. Campbell’s house?
A.—Yes, he eays here. I will read 
ds to you again.

(Reads letter.)
COMMISSIONER — That looks as 
lough his chief object was not to 
ive It referred to yon. Your evi- 
ince was that you said you wished 
i have it referred to you. That let- 
t seems to be more in accordance 
ith his version than with yours.
A.—That seems it was disposed o$ 
itisfactoriiy to all c8ncerned and 
ould not be referred to me. The. 
ily thing that was referred to me 
as that., he had put it to Mr. Tas-, 
ain and the matter had been dle-

A.—.—Mr. Meaney said that these 
auditors were coming down as stat
ed In Me letter, and further Miller 
was to be proceeded against by way 
of embezzlement. That he under
stood the amount involved was In 
the neighborhood of thirty thousand 
dollars. That Miller was 111 and his

R. WARREN ’— There are twof 
ies which are so ranch at variance.* 
Meaney goes in the box and he. 
that you told him at Dr. Camp- 

s house that you wanted to be 
. out of it and you go in the box
say that if there is any trouble 

’ it to me; then Mr. Meaney goesIndicated as that followed In
i, •: ‘j1 «r -.y ■; of Mr. Miller which I have ri

■By Bud Fisher.
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