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ard on his arrival iIn Montreal the re-
suit?

A —Yes, T did.

Q.—In 1923?

A —Yes. That is quite correct.

Q.—And’ you, I suppose, told him
the result of your conversations on
the train?

A.—Yes,

Q.—Did you tell him you had talked
with McDougall?

A—1 did. I don’t know that I
mentioned the details of the conver-
gation, but T gave him the conclusion
I had arrived at.

Q.—Did you tell him that you talk-

ed with Mr. McDougall alone at ﬁrst?j

A—I don’t know. 2

Q.—Did you tell him that you talk-
ed with McDougall and Gillis?

A.—I don’t know that I did.

Q.—Did you tell him you talked
with McDougall, Gillis apd Miller?

A.—I have said before I gave him
the result of my conversations witk
McDougall, but as to whether I gave

him the details. of who was present;
I don’t think :

or not I cannot tell you.
I did. I did not think that it was ne-
cessary.

Q.—What did Sir Richard say?

A.—Sir Richard turned the subject !
off, He said we shall let that stand
for thte present, or words to that ef-
fect, and then he said we now have
other matters to discuss.

Q.—He said that?

A.—Yes,

Q.—Did you testify to that?

(Commissioner reads extract from
his notes on Mr. Meaney’s previous
testimony.)

That is a state-
ment of what occurred: that Sir Rich-
ard said to let that matter stand,
and you then discussed labour trou-
bles,

WITNESS—Yes.
MR. L¥WIS—How long prior to Sir
Richard’s departure from New York

was it that he made that statement'

to you?

A.—-T don’t know,

G-—Wss it not on the eve of his
depai ture?

A,--T guess it was,

Q.—Iy it not true that he left there
that night for New York?

A~-1 am not quite sure. He might
have left that day or the next day. I
am not sure of that.

Q —You did not talk any further
with him on that subject before he
left?

A.—-Not on that subject,

Q.—Did he go to New York from
Montreal ?

A.—Whether he went to New York
or Toronto, I am not sure. He left
Montreal at any rate.

Q—Did you say you saw Mr. Me-
Dougall several times after Sir Rich-
ard left?

A1 did not say so,

Q.—You remained in Montreal?

A —I don’t know how long I re-
mained in Montreal before I went to
other places.

COMMISSIONER — You went to
Sydney, did you not?

A —Yes, that is quite true.:

Q.—You spent some time in Syd-
ney?

A —~T1 went to Sydney at Sir Rich-
ard’s request in connection with the
labour business, and I came right
back from Sydney to Montreal.

MR. LEWIS—Is 1t not true that you
remained there several days after Sir
Richard had gone to New York?

A.—~He was gone when I arrived at
Montreal from Sydney.

Q.—Is it not true that while you
were in Montreal after Sir Richard
left you saw McDougall
times?

A —Not to my recolllection, and 1
don't remember having said it. Per-
haps I said it, but I don’t recall hav-
ing done so. I think now, Mr. Lewis,
that you are speaking of 1921,

Q.—Well you think now that you
did not see Mr. McDougall arte;' Sir
Richard left?

A.—T1 might have seen him, but I
cannot recall that I did, except at
Sydney.

Q.—Did you see him at Sydney?

A1 did.

Q.—Did you have any conversations
with him?

A.—One, 5

Q.—And was this matter the sub-
ject of your conversation?

A.~—~What matter?

Q.—This money matter, was it the
_subject of your conversation?
~ A—Nopo, sir, not to my recollection.

‘Q.—Did you testity in your direct
«en!nination. Mr. Meaney, tm ttur

geveral |

COMMISSIONER—Did you not say
that in reply to a question from me?
‘o A~—1 think that you made that sug-
ge:uon, llr.

COMMISSIONER-—I gathered tht
you had never asked for . anything
else; thnt!oumdnhtdtobomo
000 or nothing.

MR. LEWIS~Is it not a fact that
you asked for $300,000 or nothing?

' WITNESS—That. was the inference

which was drawn from an answer I

did not give. As a matter of fact, I

could have taken very much less if I

got it,

COMMISSIONER — The suggestion
was that you mentioned that $300,000
and never anything else.

A.—No, I never mentioned anything
else.

Q.—Then as far as you went it was
$300,000 or nothing?

A.—Yes.

Q—You never made any altemtive
| suggestion to McDougall?

A.—No, sir.

MR. LEWIS—You have no know-
ledge whatever, Mr. Meaney, of any
money having been paid to Sir Richard
or any contribution having been paid
by the Company after the subject had
been discussed between you and Mr.
| McDougall? g

A —No personal knowledge. ?

Q.—Do you know as a fact that the
agreement has never been finalized
and the clauses eliminated?

A.—No. I know that the Company
are trying or have been trying for
some time to get the present Govern-
ment to make the alterations.

Q.—Did you never talk to Mr. Wol-
vin, on the subject of the elimination
of the clauses, Mr. Meaney ?

A—I have never had the honour
of meeting Mr. Wolvin.

Q.—You knew he was president of
the Company?

A —Yes.

Q.—You then relied on Mr. McDoug-
all’s being able to accomplish the as-
sent or bring about the consent of Mr.
Wolvin?

A.—In my opinfon he would sub-
the matter to him, and certainly
~ss it, but I never thought that

he cculd himself personally do it.

Q.—Did anybody tell you that he
knew of his own personal knowledge
that Mr. Wolvin wanted it?

A.—Yes.

Q.—Who' told you?

A.—Mr. Miller, I think, told me. It
was generally understood that Wolvin
did want it.

Q.—During all that time that you
were interested in the bringing about
of the elimination of those two claus-
es, did you ever hear of any plan, or
attempt, or even a desire on the part
of Mr. McDougall to succeed Mr. Wol-
vin as head of the Besco?

A.—No, I had no knowledge what-
ever of the matter.

Q.—Did Mr. Miller ever suggest to
you that Mr. McDougall would like to
succeed Mr. Wolyin?

A~I don’t know. He might have.

Q—Did you knew or do you know
that Mr. Wolvin at any time made any
attempts to bring about the elmina-
tion of those two clauses, do yeu
know that, Mr. Meaney?

A.—Only what I have heard by com-
mon rumounr.

Q—Was Mr. Wolvin’s name men-
tioned or assoclated with the matter?

A.—Yes.

Q—Where did you hear any such
rumours as that, Mr. Meaney?

A—Oh, in various places. ‘Around
the City here.

Q. —Outside of the City?

A~—Yes, I heard it in Montreal too.

Q.—From whom did you hear it in
Montreal?

A.—It went around lmongst our as-
sociates there.

Q.—Can you name one of them?

A~—Yes, Mr. Miller ‘would beone of
them, :

Q.—But you heard it here in St
John’s from Mr. Miller, did you not?

A.—T have answered your question
for you as I know it, sir.

Q—Who besides Mr. lﬂllor was
your associate in Montreal?

A.—I don’t think I have to tel? you
who my associates were. If ‘I dls-
cussed it with a man on the street
was it of any importance?

Q~—If you discussed the situstion
with Wy in Montreal it may be
very importent, and although you
don’t hutotdlm.dll»ﬂnk
you might lke to w me,

{
i
!

A.—The subject of t!u unmn
tlon was the amendment of the ‘Besco
Contract.

Q.—But what was said?

A.—I have already told you that he
was very much interested, 7

Q.—No; you are telling me some-
thing which you goncluded was the”
result of the conversatlon.

A~Yes.

Q.—I think you 'should tell me “I
said this to him” and “he said this
to me.” /

A.—I don't recollect anythln‘ he,
sald to me any more than I have: told
you.

Q.—That was his wish; to have
the Contract masculated and the meat
(which would be of course those two
clauses) taken out? 3

A.—Oh, no.

COMMISSIONER—Was
William Reid’s expression?

MR. LEWIS—No.. I asked him if
that was Sir Willlam Reid’s wish to
have the contract amended and the
meat taken out.

COMMISSIONER—I gather then that
is the discussion between you and
Meaney—as to whether it is the meat.

MR. LEWIS—Mr. Meaney may have
one view and the Newfoundland pub-
lic may have an entirely different
view.

COMMISSIONER—I don’t care what
they think. I want to see ‘whether
or not he has anything to do with it.
I think Mr. Meaney told you  can-
didly what he had to do with it.

MR. LEWIS—(To Witness): When
did that conversation take place?

A.—In 1921.

Q.—How many times were you in
Montreal? In 1921, 1922 and 19237

A.—No. I went there in Decem-
ber, 1921, came. back in January,
1922, and went there in January, 1923
and came back in February.

Q.—Have you been there since?

A.—No.

Q.—But you have been .on other
trips?

A.—Yes. I went to New York.

Q.—What brought you to New York?

A.—The labor trouble prlnclpally

Q.—Naturally they were not all.

A.—No. I also went to New York |
to negotiate for the contribution from
the Commercial Cable Company for
Sir Richard. I was going to get $15,-
000.00 contribution from Mr. Ward.

Q.—Who was he?

A.—A member of the Commercial
Cable Company. I should not . like
to go into  particulars as both men

that Sir

{
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MR. LEWIS—Does your Hdnar in-
tend to proceed any further beym'e
lunch?

COMMISSIONER — Shall you be
much longer with this wﬂ:ness Mr.
Lewis?

MB. LEWIS—I have several other
subjects to take up with the witness,
and they will probably take part of
the afternoon.

COMMISSIONER—Then we shall
adiourn until 3 o’clock.

Mr. Meanev eross-examined, by Mr.
Lewis. (Contined).

MR. LEWIS—Mr, Meaney. on. your
return from Sydney to Newftoundland
I think you said you found Mr. Mil-
ler here?

A.—I do not remember making that
statement.

COMMISSIONER—What . he
was, he went back to Montreal after
being ¢ . Sydney.

MR. LEWIS—Well on your return
from Montreal you found Miller here?

A.—That is not correct. What hap-
pened was, after my return to Mon-
teal myself and Miller later on went
to New York and we both contracted
New York “flu,” it You wish to ecall
it such . We were both ill when we
arrived home.

Q—And Miller was seriously ill,
I understand?

A.—He was.

Q.—And there was some expectation
that he might not recover, was there
not?

A—TI do not think s0. T know ke
was under the treatment of Dr. Bur-
den for quite a while.

Q—Did you see him while he ‘was

111" at his home?

A—T did at his request at first:
later T visited him on my own actount

Q—Miller showed you a letter he
had recefved from Mr. Gillis about
this forty-six thousand dolars, did
he not?

A —He did.

Q.—Did he ask you to take the mat-
ter up with Sir Richard Squires?

A.—Yes. :

Q—Did you do as he requested?

A.—I did.

Q~—And you took it up by writing
8ir Richard a letter?

A~Yes.

Q.—You did not go and
personally?

A.—No. ’

Q.—Did you have, any particular
reason for writing him?

A—I had no particular reason at
all for writing him, except to place
the matter fully before him.

Q—But you could have 1laid the
matter hefore him personally?

A.—Perhaps; but I thought the way
I did it was the best way.

Q.—Do you think if you wanted to
see him that you would have much
difficulty to see him?

COHMISSIONER . Everybody else
had.

WITNESS—He was always a busy
man and one would experience some
dlll'.Iculty in trying to ueo him per-
sonally.

MR. LEWIS—Was it not your real
purpose in writing that letter to put
to him in written form, as a seif-
serving declaration, a statement that
would be available to you in the
event of inharmonious relations be-
tween Sir R!ellnd Squnires and m?

A.-—'I'hot was not my intention. It
was a tHeMlyvm done by me to Sir
Richard §du .

Q—You say that you “were dotn;

see him

i | him & triendly act?

- A—Absolutely.
'Q—And’ m'u;, thouht ‘ot
m’ Pty 4

N WS R T N

said |’

‘had in mind, do you know? = |

 you M it to him?

o VRS, ¢ don't hcveto.k; llnn di ¢
'hnvo no hostile or unfriendly feeling

‘towards him; Imqnmemdﬁq'ut'

utowhntthemmu~'~-

Q.—Were you indifferent n the |

Summer of 1923 after you woro sus-
pended?
A.—After May, 1923 “when I fml

he was double-crossing me about my:

appointment to full controller I did

s | not conceal my resentment of it.

Q—What do you mean by double—
crossing?

A,—T thought that was' a tefm that
you, coming from America, -could
easily understand.

Q.—How did ho double-crosu you?

A—His Executive had given me the
appointment to full comtrol and al-
though the appointment -had been
‘sanctioned by the Executive and with

¥

- the consent of Sir Richard, yet it was

held over by him and pigeon-holed.

Q.—It was true, was it not, that you
‘and Sir Richard’s c¢lerk had been en-
changing I. O, U.'s and that she had
been exchanging T, O. U’s in his name
and her own tor your cash at that
time?

A.—He had long preceding that had
knowledge of these tranmsactions.

Q.—But he had knowledge of it in
May, 1923, at the time he refused to
permit yan getting the appointment
to full control?

A.—He had knowledge long before

that,

Q.-—And he must have asked for
your suspension long before that?

A—He was’at liberty to do any-
thing he liked for all T cared.

Q—You mean at the time his Ex-
ecutive proposed to make you full
controller?

A —He proposed it‘hlmselt

Q.—You said a moment ago that
your appointment was made by the

]
|
| Executive and with his consent? f

A.—Yes, I said his Executive made |
the appointment and he nnctioned
it. !

Q.—Well, then, his Executive voted to
make you full controller and he xave
it his consent?

A.—Yes_

Q.—Do you think he gave'the ap- |
pointment his sanction with the idea
of placing you until after he was
entrenched in power?

A.—Certainly I do,

Q.—But did he not have reason to
believe that you had mot been faith-
ful in the performance of your pub-
lic duties?

A.—That had nothing:to do with it.
Sir Richard Squires knew all  about
my public duties and how I carried
them out long before, “

Q.—And later you conterred with
Mr. Higginsg?

A.—Yes, I conferred with Mr. Hig-
gins, who is my persomnal counsel?

Q.—When was that?

A.—About two weeks preceding the
resignation of Sir Richard Squires.

Q.—His resignation took place on
what date? .

A.—He suspended me on the 23rd
of June, 1923, and he resigned on the
23rd of July, 1923. He had a month’s
grace,

X TO,T

Q.—Well, then, you had company | .

going out of office, didn’t you?

A.—No, I was out of office a month |

before him. .

Q—When you called on Mr. Hig-
gins did you give him all the facts
In your possession at that time?

A.—I did not._

Q~Just what facts did you give
him?

A.—T stated my case briefly, Imt did
not tell particulars of it. I gave him

an outline of the.situation that I may |’

be confronted with,
Q—To what extent?
A.—I asked him, in the event of

something happening that would |

bring me in clash with Sir- Richard
Squires, where would I stand in |
bringing this thing on in my own de-
fence.

Q—Did you tell him all that you |

A.—Id!dncttollhlmthﬁptrh
lars,

Q.ﬁmdmmohlnnymﬂm-
lars?

A—None, Imtutloeueuu'!t»

were impenqnl, y
. Q—Will you M ﬂnmnw.
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Q.—Is that the first time you con- 4

ferred with Mr. Higgins on the sub-
ject?

A.—Yes.

Q.—Was there a subsequent call
by you on Mr. Higgins?

A.—There was.

Q.—When did that take place?

A—I am not sure; but I think it
was ten days later.

‘Q—What was the occasion of that
call?

A.—I told him that I had ascer-
ta'.lned from a source which I consid-"
ered as reliable information that Sir
I-iichard Squires was manipulating
for my arrest.

Q.—Had he resigned then?

A.—No, he had suspended me to in-
vestigate the burglary at the control
department, but which investigation
he did not carry out.

might carry out that plan?
"A.—I naturally had some concern |
about it.

Q~—And did you tell that to Mr. |

Higgins?

A.~—I took Mr. Higgins into. my con- |

‘fidence the same as I would any law- |
yer I would be consulting.
. Q—Did you at any time give to :
Mr. Higgins any further information b
a8 regards Sir Richard’s conduct?
A—I laid the whole subject be-
fore him verbally, including the LO.U,
trl.nueuonu, but did not show him
the documents. ’

COMMISSIONER—DId you tell him |

"anything about BESCO matters at|
thlt time?

- A~T believe I did; I think I dis—
cnuol things generally. {
... Q—What did you tell about BES-;
Co? -

A—I told him I knew that Sﬂ-
mclnrd Squires had obtained rorty«,
lﬁw dollars from the BESCQ
‘people, through Jim Miller, -

‘MR. LEWIS—Is that all you-

‘him about BESCO matters?

A.-—Vory likely I also told him

DRESS C
1%, 2 and 2

BLACK DRE
Stud, Wire or Ba

WHITE DRE
Stud, Wire or Ba

BLACK BATS)
WHITE BATS)

WALKING

' Get Our Prices Before Placing

Q—And you were fearful that he |

rgins.

Full Dress Shirts

With Soft Pleated Fronts.
Soft Tucked Fronts.
Linen Cuffs.

WHITE DRESS VESTS
Y BL/CK FANCY TUXEDO
VESTS

GREY and WHITE SILK
GLOVES

WHITE KID GLOVES
GREY SUEDE GLOVES

BLACK SILK SOCKS
Plain or with Clocks.

DRESS SHOES
HANDKERCHIEFS
MUFFLERS.

SRR

?

Your Order.

Scottish Tube Co., Ltd,
Glasgow.
WM. HEAP & Co., Ltd.

AGENTS,

I do not think anybody
8 present. Mr, Higigns was
by me to be present, because
ot going to have a conference

al was the chief law officer of
Crown and you had taken his advi¢
on that matter?

A.—Yes,

Q.—Did you realize that it was?$
part of his duty to enforce the I¥
in: eriminal as well as in civil st
ters?

you think the conference
pen Mr. Higgins of the one
the Attorney General and
Coaker on the other part.
‘anybody else present out-
> tive?
. Jim Miller was present.
!!lm u(ur I had arrived
mo the conference
“of us left at the same

duties than I was.

Q.—Yet it did not bother you &
all?

A~—Not a bit, further than lo s
I was going along on lines with t#
approval of my solicitor.
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