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formation, and at his süggestion the 
matter was transferred to the Sydney 
Office, and on hU own return to 
Sydney later he told Mr. Tasman the 
chief accountant and' Mr. Merrill, the 
General Manager, that the $20,000 
represented some special expense* 
which had been incurred by Mr. Miller 
for which he had hjnted that he had 
the authority of some of his superiors, 
that he had mentioned the names of 
Mr Mclnnes and Sir W. D. Reid, and 
that the matter ought to be investi
gated. This was the first intimation 
to reach the office at Sydney, for al
though monthly statements were lent 
from Wabana to Sydney, they were 
jjot in a form whHi would disclose 
such a transaction without very cere- 
fu! investigation and collation with 
the banking account . The hanking 
account, however, does not appear tp 
have been examined, and notwith
standing the transfer and Mr. Gillis' 
representation, little or no enquiry 
vas made, and the ~ f-tter was allow
ed to drop. During the year (1921) 
sometime between Ap. J1 and August, 
Mr. Gillis further learned from Mr. 
Miller the nature and extent of the 
rvu of his tronsacMons. and receive! 
from him the $46,000 Daily Star cheque 
hereinafter referred to and he told 
Mr. Merrill that the whole of this 
large sum had gone from tl. ; funds 
of the Dominion Co., ..nd had been 
paid over to Sir Richard Squires. Mr. 
Miller was anxious/ that the whole 
matter be transferred to Sydney, but 
this was not done, nor was any in
vestigation attempted, and no ques
tion with regard to the matter arose 
at the next audit which took place at 
the end of the year.

Meanwhile, viz: in December 1920, 
Sir Richard had returned to St. John's 
and no doubt there were many things 
in the field of politics to claim his at
tention, but I feel it difficult to ac
cept his evidence that he allowed 3 
months to elapse before he made any 
enquiries of Miss Miller as to how she 
had met such difficulties as the $20,- 
000 notes and the Daily Star accounts, 
especially, too, as he would have me 
believe that within a few days of his 
arrival he learned from her that ^he 
had done something quite contrary to 
his wishes in obtaining funds from 
Mr. Meaney. Be that as it may, how
ever, he certainly heard of Miss Mil
ler’s activities in March, 1981; ac
cording to his_ own account she told 
him in that month that she had ob
tained accommodation through her 
brother, and that she expected that his 
company would ‘pick it up’ as a cam
paign subscription; she further told 
him that she had given her brother a 
number of cheques-' representing the 
several amounts. He did not express 
surprise at her brother's action or 
disapproval of her own, but complain
ed that the transaction would have 
been vouched by a Daily Star cheque. 
Miss Miller thereupon asked her 
brother to see Sir Richard, and take 
to him the cheques which she had 
drawn, and a few days afterwards 
these cheques were returned to Sir 
Richard, who, after listing the items, 
including two sums of $2,000 and 
*380 respectively, which had nothing 
to do with the Dominion Co., procured 
and handed to Mr. Miller what pur
ported to he a Daily Star cheque for 
the agreed total of $46,063.05, dated 
28th March, 1921. As a cheque this 
document was useless, it was insuffi
ciently signed, it was on a hank where 
the Daily Star had no account and in 
fact the Daily Star had not at that 
time any funds in J any bank. Sir 
Richard excused this transaction by 
telling me that the document was not 
intended to be used as a cheque; it 
was a mere receipt or voucher giv
en to satisfy Mr. Miller's principles, 
that is to say, his company. Next day 
Mr. Miller paid it into the Bank and 
on April 2nd it was duly dishonored.
I think that the real object of this 
was obvious. The cheque was paid 
in to the credit of the company, and 
the full amount was at once placed 
to the company’s credit, at that time 
the company’s fiscal year ended on 
31st March and their annual audit fol
lowed at once. Thus for the moment 
a false balance was created and the 
matter hidden. The corresponding 
debit, when the cheque was dishonor
ed, was made after a new fiscal year 
had begun, and time was obtained 
for the making of the satisfactory ar
rangement mentioned in Sir W. D. 
Reid’s telegram a .few days before.

Nothing more was done. No claim 
was made Upon Sir Richard of on 
Mr. Miller, and it became plain, that 
the company had, picked it up, and 
the money was a present. Sir Rich
ard himself said that he concluded 
that it was a present from Besco or 
one of its constituent companies to
ward his campaign tonds, that is, to 
himself, for Sir Ricflerfi’s campaign 
funds and Sir Richard Squires him
self, were as he admitted for all prac
tical purposes one and Mie same. He 
said that ho never troubling to enquire
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how or when the money was paid 
to him, his bank books contained the 
items, in the ledger they were all en
tered to the credit of Mr- Miller, and 
the latter and his sister were easily 
accessible. I find that he knew all 
about them in March 1921.

The total gum was large, no other 
company had ever contributed more 
than $5600 to his campaign funds. It 
did not come from the pockets of in; 
dividual officials whose political opin
ions might have coincided with his 
own, but from the resources owned by 
the Dominion Co. in its corporate 
capacity; in reality it was the money 
of the shareholders of a-Canadian Cor
poration carrying on a very large un
dertaking of whose operations the 
works in Newfoundland were but a 
comparatively small portion. The 
Company as such had nothing to do 
with polities except in so far as its 
own business interests were affected, 
and the great if not sole concern in 
this regard was to secure good terms 
ifc. its cofsJracts with the Government. 
In Vy vtfew the Handing over of the 
Company’s, money to the Priny Minis
ter of Newfoundland at any time ma
terial to tta this Issue could only have 
bee* with t^e hope and object of fur. 
thering the pkospeets of the company 
by securing hlsMavor, and that the re
cipient eonld noKfnll to realize ft.

At the time wheivmost of the money 
was in fact received for Sir Richard 
Squires active bargaining was tempor
arily suspended. Resumed during his 
absence the negotiations resulted in 
an agreement which required adoption 
and ratification by the Legislature be
fore it could have any binding force. 
At any moment active negotiations 
might recommence, and indeed sugges
tions of altering the agteement were 
made even before it was ratified. On 
14th December 1920 Mr. McDougall 
was writing to Sir Richard to the ef
fect that it was doubtful whether the 
proposed merger of the companies 
would go through, and adding that the 
Government might be asked to make 
separate contracts defining the re
spective responsibilities of the two 
companies. In the following year the 
companies appear to have become 
alarmed at the magnitude of the obli
gations imposed upon them, and on 
11th July, 1921, Mr. Gillie set out their 
proposals for modification in a letter 
addressed to Sir Richard in his cap
acity of 'Chairman of the Select Com
mittee whiçh was then considering the 
question of ratification. These pro. 
posais included reduction of export 
tax, extension of time for executing 
wprks, and elimination of blast fur-, 
nace proposals, /toothing came of this 
however, and the agreement was rati-1 
fied as it stops. Similar suggestions 
were put forward In the Autumn, and 
subsequent 'attempts to .Obtain conces
sions on these heads have been con
stantly made, especially whenever the 
Government of the/ day has shown 
anxiety to keep the énines open and 
employment brisk/?- 
trade or labor ujfri 

In December 1^21 Mr. Meaney went 
to Montreal. Sir Richard Squires was 
already there and they were soon in 
touch with labour troubles and nego
tiations in respect of a Government 
contract with a cable company in 
New York. Mr. Meaney was asked 
about negotiations alleged to have 
been had during that visit with the 
object of procuring further financial 
assistance for Sir Richard. Mr. Lewis 
(of counsel for Sir Richard Squires) 
strongly objected to the admission 
of evidence of this or any other at
tempt to obtain further money, unless 
and until it was alleged and shown 
that an actual payment resulted. It 
was not suggested that the company 
paid anything after 1920, and he arg
ued that the Commission referred 
only to money paid and I was not en
titled to investigate allegations of un
productive efforts made in subsequent 
years. At a later stage ot lbs enquiry 
in the course of his final speech to 
me. Mr. Lewis took another point. 
The Commission refers to “negotia
tions .. concerning the obligations’’ 
of the companies and he argued that 
from 31st December 1919, when the 
cld agreement expired, to 12tb August 
1921, when the new one came into 
force, there were no obligations of the 
companies at all. The joint effect of 
these two objections was somewhat 
curious ; if there were no obligations 
at the time of the payments and no 
payments at the time of the obliga
tions and that was an end of the mat
ter, the enquiry on this head need not 
have taken & day, the personal issues 
that had been tried out at great 
length were wholly irrelevant, and I 
was not entitled to make any report 
with regard to them. In my view 
these objections were jointly and sev
erally bad. With reference to obli
gations, i hold that the suggested con
struction is contrary to both the 
words and the spirit of the Commis
sion. I hold that the enquiry was not 
restricted to negotiations for the al
teration of obligations already in ex
istence and that my jurisdiction and 
duty extended to the investigation ot 
the allegation that payments were 
made while negotiations were proceed- 

as to the obligations which should 
included in a new agreement which 

as to define, and ultimately did 4e-
(Continued on page 10.)
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Offering Hundreds of New Spring
6 COM

/

1 i 2 PUNTS SUITS AND
MEN !—OUR NEW SPRING CLOTHING-JUST OPENED—is now ready for your insp< 
purchasing—Our Buyers—ever watchful for an opening to buy for Cash at Prices that pi 
the opportunity came, and they bought—bought to the limit—at their own prices. As a 
to offer the most surprising values in MEN’S NEW SPRING CLOTHING that St. John’s 
of missing the opportunity that this offer holds for YOU to purchase your entire Spring j 
traordinary savings î Î

We were more than fortunate in our 
greater values, were ready when 

It of these savings we are now able 
m in years. COME ! Do not dream 

Summer Clothing Needs at most ex-

1
1
B

Men’s 
New Spring

In all the favorite shades of 
Dark, medium and Light Greys 
—all the new 1924 models; all 
sizes. Prices range at

$20.00 / $20.(19
- SPECIAL!

Young Men’s 
first Long Pants

Hundreds of Me
A deposit wiU hold 
any garment you 
select until desired.

1 & 2 All nec« 
alterations

Values to $25.00.

$16.80
Blue Gabardine
RAGLANS

“Cravenette” processed. Belted 
models, with Silk yoke and 
sleeve linings.

A CLOTHING EVENT SUPR] 
$35 to $45 Values at

25 00 &

Stout
Sized
MEN!

Complete ranges of stout s$ze 
men’s Suits, separate Trousers & 
Spring Coats now on display, 
offering savings that can better 
be appreciated after an inspec
tion. Stout sizes from 44 to 52 
inches. We positively guarantee 
a perfect fit.

Pants Suit.

EVERY SUIT GUARANTEED TO BE WORTH $10 MORI

THE STYLES—AH the new Spring models, including two and three 
single and double breasted.

THE FABRICS—Fine weave, all Wool Serges, Scotches, Cheviots,

THE PATTERNS—Dark Grey, Pin Stripes, Salt and Pepper MixtuI
two-tone checks, solid shades of Blue and Grey, et

Suits for the young man stepping into his first long pants; suits for 
business or best wear; suits to fit every build and sized man, whether 
short, regular sized or out sized ; in fact no matter what your build is

ro-
iSuit.

styles;

lutiful

its for 
' tall or 
fit you.

Men’s Extra

PANTS
300 pairs at - " /

$3.48
Match up that old suit—make a 
new suit. '

Mothers Î Boys’ Twotants Suib
SIX IMMENSE GROUPS AT EXTRAORDINARY SAVINGS!

6.98 8.98 11.98 14.981 16.5
1

Tweeds, Scotches, Cas- 
simeres, Cheviots, in 
all new Spring pat
terns; 6 to 18 years.

Fine Woolens, tailor
ed with care and pre
cision. Boys and mo
thers alike will ap
preciate these.

Our Special ! Ev
ery suit in this lot 
guaranteed to be'good 
value at $15.

The newest and best 
models, fashioned 
from all wool mater
ials only; ages 8 to 
18.

The best in the
tailored from 
very finest mal 
obtainable.

20.00
Ages 12 to 18 yrs. 

For the bigger boy a 
‘ suit of finer quality 
and finish ; perfect 
workmanship and fin
ish.

Boys’ 
Separate 
Trousers

, Ages 8 to 17!/> yrs.

$1.98

Boys’ Spring Coats ierful variety of Boys’ Spring Coats, ages 3 to 
rs, in all the new light tweedy colors and ma- 

Son will like these Coats, and the economy 
eal to mother. > o

SMALL BOYS’ Ages 3 to 8. Snappy little American
^ I J I I Twist models, French Middy Suits, but 
w Serges, Tweeds, Jersey and Corduroys;

Oliver 
ISuits in $198 ap to $5.98
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