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MMISSIONER reads letter. This
extraordinary letter, when
v has told us that the firm

C(

ng to do with any insurance ;

verybody has told me that
: had no more to do with the
» monies than I had.
HOWLEY—The evidence is that
had no interest in the in-
» business, and that the returns
longed entirely to™Sir Rich-
[ISSIONER—This did not sug-
Bank.
Y—I think at a later

to the

HOWLE

vou received a further communi-

th regard to the same ac-

OMMISSIONER—These were in-
s given considerably after
ning of the trust account as far

s I know
This is another letter from Mr, Cur-
yank dated 27th of June 1922.°

IMISSIONER—Mr. Fraser told
t a later date he was given

r to sign,
WARREN—I would 1like to
attention to the fact that
not proceeded with any fur-
examination of Mr, Frost Dbe-
was only brought here for
c= which arose this morning.
OMMISSIONER—Very well, we
» him for the present and ask

yvour

r to return to the box. I.

se things had better go back '

c mwl,\ of the clerk.

James J. Miller; Recalled (Prevs,

ionsly Sworn) Cross-Examined

hy Mr. Lewis,

Q.—When did you first 1earn of the

t that your sister held a power of
for Sir Richard Squires?
ter the general elections

Mr,

of

n whom did you get thu.t;'

[ didn’'t get it officially, -any
an 1 noticed that she signed

Did you have cheques signgd by
attorney for Sir Richard in

No. only calling at her office I
that she did sign.
LEWIS—Did you talk with her
t all?

you knew, as you have
she had the power of

fore Sir Richard left for |

You knew
That is

August 1920.
efore that date?

SIONER—He just said he
n 1919; that was before
rd left,
u say you knew it in 1919;
sior to his departure?

TISSIONER—I am ' getting 2
patient; we are taking a lot

> with this witness.

LEWIS—T shall not detain you

RS ST ‘.x'{

T

Printing

B e el

ping” as quiekly
you?

est possible time.

i A

ene i

Well—The Kodak Store
prompt and perfeet work in. the

any longer than I can help.

Q.—We have not had any explanation
for the reasons for - keeping three
notes; one demand note, one 80 day
note and one 60 day note or if we
have had such explanation I have
forgotten it.

A.—I1 have already dofie so,

Q.~—I'don't recollect ft,

A.—~When I met Mr. Glennie in St.
John's in connectiop with the $20,-
000.00 accomodation; I gave my-own
note signed by J, J. Miller.

Q.—Endorsed by you?

A.—-—Yes.‘\ For some reason or other
Mr. Glennie was not #8atisfled with my
signature and he returned it to Wa-
: bana to get Mr."McDonald’s signature.
{ Mr. McDonald after some persuasion
and telling hip that Sir Richard ‘had

promised me security m the Daily |

Star papers; he signed it. The cheque

{ went back to St. John’s and was re-
i turned again for the Dominion Fron
,and Steel Company’s stamp, and man-
‘ager and accountant.

Q. —Which one_ of these was that?

A.—~The third. The sixty day one.

Q.—You have retained the demand
note and the thirty day note in your
possession?

A—I gave them to the auditors last
March when they came down to ver-
ify this amount.

Q.—Did you redover them from the
auditors for the purpose of this hear-
ing?

A —T 'held them until the auditors
came

Q—You gave them to them
' they returned them to you?

A.—~—No. They checked them with
lthe Bank and they told them they were
! their proporty.

Q.—Haye you any way of determin-
; ing whether you were in St. John's
on Nov. 24th 19207

A.—No sir.

Q.—1 show witness message.

A.—Yes, that was " in connection
with Labor troubles at Wabana.

Q.—You sent that message?

A~Yes. !

COMMISSIONER — Message dated
Nov. 24th 1920 sent by you to Sir
Richard Squires. You say it
about labor troubles?

A —Yes.

(Message put in and marked Ex-
hibit. J. J. M. 32)

MR. LEWIS—You were interested
in the Harbor Main district?

i A—I was in connection with Wa- |
bana workingmen.

Q—You know that they were ad-
vocating drastic measures by the
Government on their behalf?

A—Yes. So I was tnformed.

Q.—Was this intended to induce Sir
Richard to adopt drastic measures in
connection with his control over the
Government.

A~Nothing more than to iaform
them what was going on. '

Q—Was it your thought that.he
would take drastic measures to aid
the labor men at that time?

and

The ‘Kodak Stores
Develop,‘n‘ g and

Service is the best in the city. You
like to see the result of your “snap-

as possible, -don’t

.E‘m

o9

If its semce,,speed and saA'“ ll, i

was |
{ would like to see the original,

 copy of it?

| of that?

| tetr addressed-to Miss J. G. Miller,

cnmésrmn—im look at that]

document. Have you sent it or a
WITNESS—This is not my ‘message
Q—Did you not send tlu original

¥ r*’): e 4
Ar-Pn't ot it, b I woild lln to
see the original, but T do not remems-
ber mentioning Hr. Main. -

Q—Have you the original?

A.—No., :

COMMISSIONER — The recipient
would have it, not the sender.

MR, LEWIS—Oh yes! Wait just a
moment. . (Referl 10. papers)

Q.—You sent that message, did you?

MR. WARREN—We ought to have
the originals in before any copies are
given to him. |

COMMISSIONER—This is put to
him as an original; does that purport
to be an criginul copy?

MR. WARREN—It has been put to
him as an original. .

COMMISSIONER—There is some
difficulty in saying which is the ori-
ginal there is the message handed at
the telegram office-and that received
at the receiving oﬂlce, is this put to
him. as that it purports to be the one
received at the receiving offiee? I am
asking you did you send it or re-
ceive it or what it is. He can look
at it as if it was a piece of paper with’
hieroglyphics on it. If you did send
it I shall not stand on technicalities.

A —It is not the exact wording but
Mr. Lewis should have the original.

Q—This is not the origlnal?

A —No.

MR. LEWIS—Do you say it Is not a
copy?

A.—I cannot -remember, As far as
I can remember it is a copy.

COMMISSIONER —If you think
thos® are the words, or may have
been the words; I shall allow it to ba|
put in. Do you wish it put in?

MR. LEWIS—This 1s the one that
was put in.

COMMISSIONER -
read?

MR. LEWIS-—Yes, your. honour.

COMMISSIONER—Then it is past
praying for.

MR. LEWIS—Did you deliver any
message of which this is a copy to
the telegraph office?

A.~Yes, that niessage.

Q—You delivered it youresif?

A —Either my sister or myself.

MR. LEWIS—Does that refresh your
recollection as to where you would |
be on November 25th 1920.

A —1 would like to see the original |
from the telegraph office. /

COMMISSIONER—Then it doeg ndt.
Do you know, apart from that where |
you were on November 25th, 1920, I
shant be surpriséd if you say you
don’t,

A.—I think I might have been.in
St. John's. ¢

MR, LEWIS—Are you now prepar-
ed to say that you did not send that
message?

A —Part of it.

Marked and

|
I am not\ sure, IE

Q—Did you authorise your sister1
to send a message on your behalf and
sign your name to it?

A.—No.

Q.—You did not send the message
in this form?

A.—I might have, but I would like
to see the original.

Q.—If I cannot produce the original
do you still say this is not a copy.

A.~] can get a copy of it.

Q—Will you iry to get it? 9

A.—Yes. ! %

Q.—1 now show you another tele-
gram, Mr. Miller. You sent that tele-
gram? .

A.—Yes,

COMMISSIONER—This looks
the real thing:

(Reads message,

Q—What does that refer to,  Mr.
Miller? . “Get something from  the
OOmmy ’

A—As far as 1 can remembef it
was {0 connection with the opéning
of the niines at™Wabana. -
(E*hibit put in and marked J. J. M.
33)
= MR. LEWIS—I now show you a let-

like

s

Bank of Nova 'Scotia Building, St.
;John’s; and nu'portinz to" bear your
_signature.
COMMISSIONER—-Jun rook at the
signature and say if it is yours?
A.—~Yes, that is mine. \
COMMISSIONER—It was = sent to
your sister and prodnced by
Lewis.
< (Letter read.)” = .
- Q~—~Who is B. C.?
A—S8ir Richard. -
‘Q~—1 may be asking for - aecrets.
seetng ‘that his initials are R 8 o
put 1in and ma.r I.J.M-

~

‘| was a letter which you received,

have the original if anyone !lll,}‘::}
you can’t expect anyhod'y else to pro-
duce the original. We have had some
orlginals produced from u,ogr places,
but you could not expect else
to produge the _.ggkinal unless it ‘was
a case of burglary.
WITNESS—I would like to know it
it is an exact copy of the orlguul?
MR. LEWIS—It seems to bo a car-
bon copy, does it ﬁot. Mr. Miller?
WITNESS—It does not appear to be
the same as the_ one I Teceived.
COMMISSIONER—We must wait
until somebody says that it’is before
I can receive it. b
MR. CEWIS—Mr. Miller, how does

it vary from the letter your received?

A.—1T would like to see Mr. Meaney
about that.

Q—1I don’t want Mr. Meaney’s tes-
timony. I want yours.— You recelved
a letter, you testified to that.

A —Yes,

Q.—And this letter is dated at the
time of your departure, is it not?

A—I1 got the letter just as
steamer was leaving.

COMMISSIONER—And that pur-
ports to be a copy of something writ-
ten about that time. ;

WITNESS—Yes, sir.

Q.—Is that a copy of the letter or
not? If you say it is not, of course
I cannot receive it at ‘present. Later
it may or may not be proved to be
the copy.

WITNESS—I would suggest leav-
ing it stanwver until to-morrow, sir.

COMMISSIONER — You see, Mr.

the

| Lewis, he does mnot agree that it is
i a copy, and I shall not receive it un-

less he does at this juncture.
MR. LEWIS—Mr. Miller, you say

you received a letter on the evé of

your departure?
A.—Yeés, on thte eve of my depar-
ture for Montreal. ’
Q.—What was the eve of your de-
parture?
A —Early in January, 1923.
Q—Would it be on or about the
10th, 11th or 12 of January?
A.—Round about the 7th or 10th.
Q. —May it not have been as late

]
| as the 11th &r 12th?

A.—It might have been the 1lth.

Q.—It was a letter addressed to
you. sent by Sir Richard Squires?

A —Yes.

Q.—Did it relate to the mattern re-
ferred to in this, which purports to
be a copy of that letter?

A—There are parts of the letter I
remember,

Q.—What hecame of the original of
the letter you received?

A.—T gave it to Mr. Meaney.

Q.—Have you seen it since?

A.—No.

Q.—Do you know where it is?

AT was askihg Mr, Meaney about
it, and he said he did not know what
he did with fit. ;

Q.—Then there is no hope of your
being aRle to)roduce it, anless Mr.
Meaney can?

A —Yes. :

Q.—And you have 1ittle hope of his
béing able to produce it?

A.—No.

Q.—Do you still assert that this is
not a copy of the lettér that you re-
ceived? ~

A—T do not deny it, but T wonld
like to let it stand over until to-mor<
Tow.

COMMISSIONER — 1 don’t quite
know why you want to let it stand
over until to-morrow, Mr. Miller, un-
less it is to discuss it with M'r.
Meaney?

WITNESS—Well then, let it go in,
sir,

COMMISS‘IONER—Oh. don’t put it
on me like that, You have been ask-
ed if it is a copy or not. If you say
it is not, then for the present it stands
over. If later on Mr. Lewis satisfies
me that it is, T shall see what it says.
It you'say it 18 & copy mow, them I
shall receive it If you are not satis-
fled that it is a copy, them I ctnlot
do so.

MR, LEWIS—He said tht he does
not deny that it is a copy. :

A—-I shall not ﬁmjt it or deny it.

MR, LEWIS—Very well, then, Now;

then, I shall-come hua:,nywnoa.

our pleases, to a letter of July -7th,
1923, wluch has ;lroady been put

i nowuhﬁ tiu wi€ 2w

vhinﬁoa of two clauses.
You t
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er to Sir Richard Squires. Mr. Mill-
er, at the time you Wrote ‘this letter,

you were an employee ‘of ‘the Domin-|

ion Iron & Steel Compny, were you
not?

_A~No,

Q—-—Wero you ln.mmnr with the
agreement entered into bet‘een ‘the
Newfoundland Government and the
Dominion Iron & Steel Company and
the Nova Scotia Company in 19207

A—In a general way, ves, sir.

Q.—Had you ever read it?

A—Yes,

Q.—1 notice that in this letter of
July 7th ‘you speak of the “Besco
Contract, . known as the Wolvin-
Coaker Agroement” What do you
mean by that expression?

A~—A Royalty contract was
through by Mr. Wolvin, the presi-
dent, with Mr.
the Nfld. Govt.,, while Sir Richard was
away. N

COMMISSIONER—I don't = know
that he was in England at that time.

MR. LEWIS—The agreenfént reads
upon its face “Nov., 1920.” 8ir Rich-
ard returned from England late in
Nov. and went direct to Montreal,-and
was in Montreal for the early days of
December.

COMMISSIONER—Wi]ll you please

just look at the letters we have just: |
had—"J. J. M. 32"—those Wwe have !
‘Just had. To my astonishment I found |

them purporting t> be correspondence
with Sir Richard in Montreal. They
may throw some’ li n matters in
the last case, as heretofore we have
always been told that he returned
from England the 6th of Deécember.
MR, LEWIS-—~From the statements
of Mr. Howley I gather than he re-
turned from Bngland in November
but went direct to Montreal,and re-
turned here in December.
COMMISSIONER~-~I should-like you

to just look at those letters and satisfy |
me that T am not wrong about my (
recollection. “I sent a message to Sir |

Richard in Montreal on the 24th of
Nov,, 1920”—that is “J. J. M, 32."

MR -LEWIS—He was there in Nov,
afid arived there probably about that
time.

(Passes ‘letter to Commissoner.)

COMMISSIONER (Reads) to  Hon.
R. A. Squires, Ritz Carliton, Montreal.
Then I am right, and this corre-
spondence must have heen while he
was i Canada. Heretofore we were
always told he returned from England
on the 6th of December.

MR. LEWIS (To Witness) Having
referred in your letter to the “Wolvin-
Coaker” agreement, you say it is
about to be finalizéd—is that true?

A —Yes.

Q.-—Had it no® been finalized on: the
date of this letter?—July 7th, 192382

A—It was abodt to be finalized at
that time

Q—By “ﬁnaHzed"
mean?

A.—The signing of the contract.

COMMISSIONER—But this contract
was§ apparently agreed upon between
the parties in Nov., 1920, and was in-
corporated in the Act of Parliament in
July, 1921, “Finalized” therefore can-
not refer to this, and it must refer to
something else, I thlnk the corre-
spondence shows what is meant. This
letter is dated July 7th, 1923, and in
it you speak of the contract belng
finalized.

A—T meant npt the contract ‘but
the amendment to it.

MR. LEWIB—Then you did not
mean the “Wolvin-Coaker” agree-
t? :
“A—1 meant the amendment to the

“Wolvin-Céaker” agreement?

Q.—Was that agreemnent in any

form-—that amondmant, was it in any
7 Had you-ever seen it in any
n?

A,—-No' I on]y undarctood ‘before

leaving ﬂontrnl in Feb., 1923, that

what did you

down to the Government with the el-

9 5

v, Collishaw told me.,
ONM Lﬂds. we

Coaker representing

put !

OO0

4

i

_the new agreement had been sent|

‘used the money?

CK, in “GIMME'” the great Domest
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satisfy the auditors on what phase

of ‘the matter? That you had ‘not

A.—S8ir Richard had @enied that he’
ever received a cent of it.

Q.~—And it was your business to
satisfy the auditors that he had Tre-
1 reived 'it? { 4

A.—Yes.

Q~—~And that was the condition of
your. appointment as agent of Sc
'{ John’s? "

Ar—Well I  would get my, lppolnt-

A

when .you

me until th
Mr. Knight
questions’ of

SOCOC

,“4\

TN

- )
with sucress.

‘ leave it with
mes. .
ish to ask any
87
sir. I would
_questions to
ut would sug-
more convenient
ination until
were asked
duced, and they

(Letter put in evidence marked J.
J. M. 36.)

MR. WARREN I should like that
to be read, sir, as it refers to the last
question and answer of the witness.

COMMISSIONER—This is:

Dominion Iron & Steel
Company, Limited,
February 24th, 19.,{
J.J Mn.um Hsq.,

Nfid. Coal & 'Trading Co.,

- 8t. John's, Newfoundland.

~Dear Sir;=I have received a letter
tﬁm Montreal under date of Febrn-|




