Q.—Have you asked
hny official of the com
A.—1 have .not.. ™ ; % e

Q.—Do you know whelhu h
have passed through®:" th. fands

A.—I do not. % b

Q.—Have you asked of”u;y officia)
the company if such’ ym 2 ﬁdet of

g A.—I have not.

Q—-Have you ever been

pany’s New York office? ,t _the i
A~ haVe not. s

Q —Do you know if the cogﬁpm

a New York office? ﬂhh

A.—1 do not know.

Q.—Have you asked any oﬂeer of the

l company if that were the
I A —I bave nok y

Q.—Do you know anythh‘ about the
company ?

A.—1 do not know mnd: about the
company.

Q—Well, anyhow, you hve assumed
responsibilities. whatever they my be of
‘director.

A.—Without any liability. i
Q-—You may have thought #0;3 others
may have a different o] ?
A —Yes.
¢ 'Q—Are you willing to assume the
liability or responsibility of ‘having the
i books brought from New' York to New
¥ Brunswick?
Mr. Teed objected, but the witness
| answered: I would be willing to do
everything in my power to bring them
 here.

Q—If so xnstmcted by this commis-
sion are you willing to hold a meeting
and send to bring the books here?
¢ A——Sofa,raslsmabletadnso
Q.~—That is fair. ~Were you sub-
{ ' poenaed to produce the books. Ime
Witness explained i

knew he was subpoenaed  to tpyear in
| the court, but did not read the sub-
poena further. .

That was the whole of his evidence,
and it was stated by Mr, that
1there was no further need for Mcssrs

& !’ﬂd&m of

Chestnut and Edgecombo to in
1§ St. John. 403

{John Scott Backonsm i,

1 John Scott was then xeullod snd was
examined by Mr. Carvell.

| Q. —Did you make or loge money by
this contract?

| A.—Lose.

| Q—Are you able to pay your debts
1in full?

The question was objected fo by Mr.
Teed;, who thought it was not necessary
[{to go into the personal affairs of the
I witness. A long argument ensued in
lwhich Mr. Carvell contended that any
| guestion of money owing_ to the sub-
| contractors or debts to. the. men who
Iwere on the job eame within the act
| passed in the last session of the legis-
i 3ature providing for the ummpﬁon of
| those debts by ‘the- governmnt the
L province. G
1" Com. Fisher—Are tl’n ,-u’\x unounts

held back from 'your account on the

57 . Under some of the

- was 10 per cent.

[1held over and I went to kmow 'if the -

Arailway -company are indehted to him
| for the amount, ’

Witness then staheﬂ in : lcngthy
E | answer that he had not made the charge
 which had hu»pdened. to by Mr. Car-:
vell in the morning ‘andihe- -that

‘mcnmuw: ‘t.ba
| Leod hed told |

then gave an
1912; wher the’ﬂgum .

that matter before the -

. | others of the party and pe

he had pot been properly fr .

Bt protested that he had never mde the
|alleged statement about Mr. McLeod. On
| Aug.-16, 1918, Mr. Mel

| |note for $500 umtil the

month, and then

‘I ther. Witness then got th

his brother. “But we

$50,000 out of $112,000,

. cent. has been held back

; engineers

Thompson. Then it was
not pay our bills
get the money. I want'it
that I made no charge about
F. McLeod at all Yethemthat'
§ wasacurnndallthd‘,ﬁuitﬂlﬂlki“ﬂ
not right.”

Com, Fisher—How muieh do you figure
out that the railway people owe you
apart from the ten per cent. withheld?

A.—1 think that will be satisfactorily
€ | arranged by the.engineer.

b Mx?' Carvell—How much io you say
$lit is

A~—About $7,000 or W It would
have been enough to pay our |

Com, Fisher—If you got this m
the $8,()Y})0, it would have paid. your bills?

A.—Yes

Mr. Teed remarked mm‘vltnes"
made it very, plain that if the amounts
due to him were paid ev ng would
be all right. There co then be no
question of the division of funds.

Mr. Carvell (to: witness)—I want to
come back to Aug. 167 when you 8sW
him what did you ask him?

McLeod’s Endorsement.

AT asked Hon. H. F. Meleod to
“lendorse the $500 bill = T coum not. et
the Hibbard paper threugh the ‘banks.
I tried several. On.a previons éccasion
I had to ' go to Mr. MeLeodﬁﬁhee"'
dorsed for $2,000 and seved the situa-
tion for us, and I took the bill fo the
Bank of Montreal and ¥ pq!gl I
count myself. In August 13
an endorsement for $500: nna :
lutely refused:.to do
could not do i It laid th&c
. imight as I dare not go baek to' t
as the men might strike, 'ﬂlt
I said to him: “I have do
now do yours™ "Then 1]
money from my ~bro
Scott, and went back an

Answering T.-J.. Carter
said that he was forty-four
and had been connected
businesses in his time,
road matters he said that
Hon. H. F. McLeod rathi
contractors ttlo secure - his
was frequently in converSatiol I
H. F. McLeod, but: he did not knos
the other contractors did: He
details of the repsym
ments of interests on
ranged in sums of 'from

These amounts: were
Mr. McLeod and ‘witness ’

Cuntmued from pi@c&iing page

a1l differencess in th&\mounts he*

ded as for legal al work Hon,
F. McLeod had endotsed two bills !or,
him and one OF EWOS Seatt and
Kelly—the last after the

the one mentioneds ‘He added that h(‘f

to believe that they woul

had Tre€é ason

1ot have got the worlk I he had Mt'lghe ‘

jt through Hon. Mr. MeclLeod.
c10ss examination produeed one interest:
4 rlude.
Ir. Were you not co
1 to leave’ the Seott Lumber Com-
because the Bank of Nova Scotia

pm ed you of' misrepresentation? <

_False as hell. Your statement is
mh as. helk
n R(m, that- won’t help you.

I don’t want it to.

Q. ,,\\ hy did you leave the company® |-

\ —In the financial €risis of 1907 we

were not able to raise the moncy ftom‘

the Bank of Nova Scotia.
Q—Why did you Jeave?

A —Fot the protection of my brothers. -

1f you wish me to explain 1 will explain

it from A to Z. 1 didn’t step into thig 4

chair to state what 1 didn’t know-

Q.—But didn’t the pank accuse you of i

representation?
7 -EI simply state it is as false ashell

Q —Did the bank msmt on your going
out? .

A.—No.

Q.—Did the bank take over yoﬁr ﬁm
per lands and sell to Fraser?
the bank or your brother? °

A —It was on Aungust 16, 1007, that T
went out of the Seott Lumber Company
and they  transfertéd certain

propetty
sor me and I paid the money to the Bank ‘

of Nova Scotia, and their xecorda could
show it.
The chairmans
far enough in’ this direction.
Witness: And I think so, too.
Later Mr. Carter asked:
1ot suing the Hibbard people?
A.—1 suppose 80.

Q—Who are the other parties fo thc i

contract?

A—The St. John & Quebec Railwur :

Company. We are reying on 'theirven-
ineers.
4 Q—Is mnot your contm(:t aokly wiﬂf
the Hibbard Company#
A.—No, with the St. John & anber
Railway Comipanys )
Q—Is not 'your contmt with
Hibbard Company? :
A—If they had an ensineer e
Q—Did you not do your work unt'lzt'
the contract with - the  Hibbard Com-
any?
A—We did the work but we reiie&tm
the St. John & Quebec Raiiway.
Q—Did yop have a contract ‘with the

St. John ‘and Quebee Railway Company? |-

A.—It was verbal ane. 1 can have thﬁ

letter here acknow!odsing, in the momm+} *

ing if you want it."
Q—Will you swear rou had?
A—1 will swear.
Q—Separate " froi the other’
any?
A —With Mr.‘ 4 :
Q-—When was it made?
A —Inthe ‘spring of 1912

Q—-’I’hc same time that. you were un- .e',

der contraet * with the Hibbard Com-
pany? Y'

PO b A8 e contmt with|

both for the same work? /...
A—Neo, I did notv'uy th&t
Q—What was. your contract
St. John ‘& Quebec'cmm oy?
A —Detivery-of ‘concrete piping: Gi-
Q~You- were friendly enough’ with:
Hon. H: F. McLeod %" go on ‘with the
work? -~
A—Why was T pot# o i

On McLeod’s Side:
Q~—You went on nnhl the hme of the |

by-election?

A—No, sir. It an on fnendly terms

with him now only it is he’ who cnlled

me a cur. and what not.. .
The chairman~—Do.you think it mieces-
sary to go into this?

M:. Carter said it was 1o test ‘the

veracity of the witness and ‘went on to

ask whether the witness. had not snp— ;

ported his brother ‘at the election while
Mr. McLeod favored -the ‘opponent, Mr.
Guthrie?

Witness . denied thaf. thene was ny
feeling and said that he had met. Mr.
Flemming and said. that the estimates
had been tampered with and an arran
ment was made for him to see A. R.
Gould at the Victoria hotel, ‘St. John,

“In the morning when 1 Wwas in the
city,” went on the witness, “A. R, Gould
paid his‘hotel bill and went away ‘with-
out seeing me, T went to see My, Flom-
ming in his bedroom. He was
and 1I said to hlm ‘It looks l(iib
insult to injury’ He 'sat down
wrote a telegram to A. R. Goufa it
Fredericton. - I. went on later and 'sent!ir
my card to Mr, Gould. He sent word|
that he would see nie in .a few minutes,
but it was 11 oclock at night ‘before he
:nmel (liown I ‘met him across
he hall and said: ‘I was disappointed
not to have seen you in St Joﬁ this
morning about that matter of the rail-

way when Mr. Flexaming and you could |

have talked it oyer?: He said, ‘What
has Flemming got to do with it? . And
I replied, ‘Well, he is premier of the
province,’ and I said ‘My. Gould we were
not satisfied, witht the estimate for the
bast months signed by the resident and
other engineers, and feel that it hias been

monkeyed with,” and he said *“Tut, t\lt. :

Then he said, ‘It has not been with my

conscnt * And I said, “T'hat is just Vhat oy

I am getting to. " After that I told three
members of the legislature about it and
it is like the story of the three black
crows, it grew and grew. That is how
the charge began.

Mr, Carvell—On Aug. 22, Hon. H. F.
McLeod: did you service, you say?
JVitness - (reading ' from a = disrg)—]

Aug. 22, H. F, McLeod, three months
and help.

. Q-—He did you service and you paid

Im?

,\‘~Yes, that is the entry.

Q.—He endorséd another note for
Seott and Kelly,« Did you pay him then
for assistance?

AvaNo, sir.

. “— The note you have given us the
listory of for $500-—some of the $5 you
Paid back and for interest would be for

Service?
A.—Yes. .
A\t the conclusion of this witness’

:‘ dence the Royal Commission adjomed

ntil 10 o’clock this morning.

MORNING SESSION.
Thursday, July 23,
. Kelly was the first witness
e nmmmg Examined by Mr. Car-
e said he was a partner with
' S .Scott on a contract under the
ird Company on the Valley Rail-}

FErnest

r. Scott and 1 looked over the part
e work we wanted to take. It was

1 in the. papers that we had

tract, but later I heard that it

cen given to some one else. I
et to Mr, Mcleod’s office. with Mz

Was it}

the St. John & Qnéhec Rlﬂwny Com~ A

1 thmk we have gonc_ . ‘

Mr McLeod’s consent,
without Mr. Mc

Scott employed.

th Mr. Carvcu before oomins

John.! He-had not, bntkgto!d Mr.. Cirvell'
the whole story’ afte in St
John. The same’ appﬁai to conw:tu—
tions” with Mr. Scott.

. Mr. Mcleod intervened to ask the wit—

Mr. Ce ughed.’
”Mr./McImd-e-What are you’ loughms

Mr. Carvell-~You know the old uying

:lb‘:ut a lawyer who has himaelf for a
{2 :

Mr. Mcuod—l just want to get at

what this witness said.

Chairman-—Naturally Mr. McLeod is
interested in this matter.

The witness went on to ‘say that Mr.
Scott had said that the extra cent would
‘amount to $8,000, and that Mr. McLeod
said this amount should be split.

This condndod his evidenee.

Aaountut'_

put by Mr. Carvell.
Carvell la

1

Ralph D. Hong;, aeconntmt for the
'Quebec and St. Johin Construetion Com-
w was next called.. He said he had

with t cdmpmy .gince the work
started. He did not know of any books
of the railway comm as booh
from the start had been kgpt
name of the construction oompuny
witness said  the. h‘eﬁm
For B bad en ¥, 3. Lis
or € had seen ¥, J.
‘company’s office in Fﬁednﬂéton. K did
not know that ¢ an and Lism:
were partners but bel!éve& they' /
associated int some way in.a brokerage
business and occupied the same offices.

Ross Thompson' was' ‘the ‘managing di- |
rector of the ion ‘company,
drawing a salry of $5,000° with actual
‘éxpenses. He did not  know of -Mr.

.| Thompson receiving a salary !‘l‘om the

raflway ‘company.

The only books. of ‘the . rollwuy oom-

pany the witness had seen were
.minute books and the stockre@bter
i Anthecﬁeckiofthecoupwy;.med
throu hié hands and
by him, except a

wns on’ his holidays. -

The minute book of the nﬂwlx
pany was produced and identified by the |
witness, who said that it had not been
in the office all the time since it w'ns
started.

Mr. Carvell—While we were in Fred-
ericton we were told that this book was
not there and we have not had a - cha.l!ca
to examine it. I would like an
nity ‘to do so, referably. ‘with oge
resentative of t company, n the hext

wi:en he

} room.

*

H ny: opi the OS” | hegs
sibility . of securing a contract without.
A—I thought we.could mot get it :

i Q—Do you know what lowyers Kz. :

ness what was his answer to 8 quemon

bookl
" it appears in hh books as
e cost of conshuctibn!»l ;

; Q-——Who is- this Mr. ?ucos!
L

ttorney. - ¥

A—1 underszand ‘he is Mr. - Lisman’s |
Q—Under whose instruchons did you
enter- up . this -account? :
A.+~Mr. Ross Thompson,

J. B. M, Baxter

Voucher No. 2657, dated Feb. 7, 1914,
was  produced, showing--a payment. of
$500 to J. B. M. 'Baxter as a retainer. |
The ‘witness said he was Instructed to
make this payment by Ross Thompson,
without further oxplmohon. The vouch-
e S:?‘;:otoﬂgind voucher m‘&
a v w

g rned ‘to Mr. Baxter on April

w&n&g 3aid he gave the original
to Mr. Thompson, who told him that
Mr. Baxter requested it. The
gone through the bank ‘and was pdd to
Mz, Baxter on Feb. 11, 1914

» dM&eB‘%r,otmyonefor
hinAt—l:t “was retumed I don’t know
v | by_whom.
e el

A~Tt was. &posited in the bank; I
don’t know. by whom,.

Q—-—l-low did yom lea.m of it?

The bank Was prodaceﬂ and: the
enh:y of the returmd was shown

on_ . March' 26.

mﬁrﬁ T;:t;___nmdn Mm Apzﬂ 802 -
"'m.mn—-;l'f }Bme:
(nouey on Feb. 11, and paid it
mw

it nat pus through your

el “

«%’( *Baxter was a member of the|
W*“ that m’peg,_; S8 A
QZY: hmw- of & ¢ mmi;tae of the
lggm.tﬁu investi sa;ﬁnc thc books? %
g.ﬁ—Yu

~Was Mr. Baxter there
A—1 did not sece him, 1
, bt de

call - ‘mﬁeel!e. IknewM

Mr. Cnur. llr. Jonu ‘and Ttllex.

mwunottheﬂ

gdt the m

umh
149 titles at $15.

Mr. |the account, I
& | thority that it was all right.

‘amounts, giving i
Vouchers for paymmb»
acter were produm& to show

otharpoymen ¢ whics hrough
£ _’bookswithdntaecmb ;hth:gd’e-

A.-——-Nat that 1 know of;’ nothing of |
‘amount, anyway. -
Q~—Do you know -of any other Lills.
for advertising which did not contain
reasonable . details? Ay
A~—No..

get the money for that check did he tel)
you what the money was for?

A.—~No.
" Q—How did you know to charge this
amount to advertising.

gave me the voucher. . -

' QDo you know where the money
went?

A—~—Yes. -

Q. —~Whent Mr. Blanchette andited the
books: did he guestion this amount?

A —Yes:

Q-—-Whom did he ask?
 A—~He asked me:

Q—What did youbell him?
Nothing. .

fw“ it possibie for him to see
other ﬂm wxﬂaout yont

A~ ""Yu. 5
Qw—DO you fhink Mr. Tilley or any~
X and get an

Mhenwon‘lym “Tilley: and when
‘came the hooks were taken ‘into the

-| private - office and Mr. Thompson

 the explanations. The other members

-} might have been there in the evenings

when he was not there but he never
saw them.

ntstement for  the committee. All he
did was to produce some vouchers for

tal whjch “Mr. Thompeon asked,

Mr. Carvell asked that the; voucher

{and. the eancelléd check should be en-

‘tered upon' the records. -
Voucher 2592 was produced It ‘read
ng follows:—
LSt J‘ohm Nov.! 19, 1918,

al The St John & Quebcc Railway Co.

lﬁiﬁ .
Mly»21—-T0 cnnsultatitm with ‘A,
.- P. Barnhill in'the ‘matter
deed for se-
bR gxwiggthebondsmueds ¢
i+ -~ by the company, .. 10‘00
428 Further  consulta
* with Mr. ACP. B and
_:Mr. W. A. Ewing ‘on"
‘subject, (1.0 llo0 20

B ‘M. Ba.xte‘r, Dr

: A BN e
# 31——CoAnsuItation gvith = W.
wing, ...

Flrigwien vy

'June 7—Consultation . re . Seely

~with W. A, Ewing, ...
g \22——me xltution with. Mr,

» M B

z—Cawﬂtano;i ";vit’h"'vbi :
N m;, R e ,10.0:0

-, 8181.00

Professional Services in ’t'he Matter of
" the O’Dell Expmprlaﬂon

ec 11—-To attendmg at Freder-

"~ icton in consultation

. with Mr, Guthrie and
witness all evening,..

12—To attending« hearlng

arbitration, engaged all

i day, T ‘

1500

b AR

The" witness said this - amount wu
paid to Mr. Baxter by check No. 3889,
issued on January 15, 1914 and paid to
' Mr. Baxter on February 7, 1814, It
covered all of.Mr. Baxter’s services, that
he knew of, up to date;-Nov. 19, 1913

.| He did not know :of any other services

rendered by Mr. Baxter,

The auditor’s stamp was shown: on
account and check and the witness said
it was shown in Myr. Blanchett’s audit
aspartotthecostofthemoﬂdtm
the check was not issued -until
a month after the audit. The witness
explained ‘that this probably’ occurred
because the amount had:been-.charged
up in the books. He would not attempt
'to 8ay why until he had ‘another ehsnee
to look over the books.

Voucher 198 was next taken ups’l‘hia

i was in favor of H. F. McLeod for right

of way, lot No. 98, Michael Kelly, $125;
A. King, '$50; J. -H. Carsen, $5, and D.
B .Griffon, 85, The witness said these
- were
the: mnpany took Mr. McLeod’s receipt
for them. Mr. McLeod was engaged as-
the solicitor for the construction com-
pany in . ‘with-these ‘of
way. cases. Tl‘;money"wu for right of
way and only passed through Mr. “Mc-
Leod’s. hands.’
Voucher 505, next: roduoud, ahowed a
men!'. of $500 on Aus 19, 1912, to
Hon. F. Mcleod, for services obtain-
ing ;nd gearching right of way

whme dntyitwu tooettlethqe mat-
Yes, C.K Howard. -

i Rk S v
'ﬁimpsontnldmcihatumm

deedu for

Q—Who ma
A1 did, there were 1o
‘had Mr.:

—One hundred for?y—v htles
st%mwouﬁ'm "‘d M

%

ment of - $500.

; services.'re 97 titles

> | with check dated May 20.

H
191 smm was produced: and read.
The court adjourned for lunch.

. AFTERNOON  SESSION.
The afternoon session’ epened
company, the
mr. again on

the nilwoy and they-
erﬁnstothehstv

produced.

Hon, H. F. McLeod for legal
to the right of

bﬂm about “0’
account.

A-—-Bnt there was the previous pny- -
| .- Voucher 1427, ‘April 80, 1913, to Hon.
“LH. F. McLeod
1 15, $1,805 was next shown in evidence,

Voucher 2665, Feb. 16 1914, to Hon.
. McLeod, for servlcas to Dec. 18,

with Mr.
Hoben, accountant for the oonstrueuon

elluhodforthenroﬁlenol

discussed
be!ore luneh. one for $430.67, ‘paid to

serviees, |
witneusudthotantohtwaschnmed
account and  the

general expernse
‘Witness could not say why.

A b
Q—Did he ask anyone else?

A —¥es, Mr. Thompson.
Q~—What did he tell him?
oy A1 don’t know.

Q.—Did he tell him it was blood mon-
ey?

A.—~I don’t know

Q——Do you know where the money

weut?
A —Yes, ten shares of Gleaner stock

were attached to that voucher.

Q—That is a newspaper publishcd in
Fredericton?.

A;——Yu.
 Q~—They were removed before Mr.
Blanchette made his audit or he 'would
have had a chnnce to see the vouchers?

A~—~Yes.

Q.~—By whom?

A~—By Mr. Howard, I believe,
Q. —~Why. did he remove them?

A~1 cannot say. .

‘Q—1Is the Gleoner stock considered a
good Investment?

Q~—When : Mr. Gould asked you tol

A ~When I gave him the money he|

The witness did no't Pprepare any|”

the latter item was so charger instead of |
account.

attention to two
items in the bill, one for consultation
with: Mr. Thompson re Anderson expro-'
priation and letter from Mr. Carvell and
also ‘consultation regarding obstruction
of construction of railway by Mr. Na-
pier and instructing Mr. Hill regndin;

A.~—T cannot say. ¢
~—Has the compa.ny Teceived s,ny

Q
dividends én this stock?

" A~—Not that I know of.
" Q~Whose name  appeared  on the

Gleaner stock? ¢

A.—1 don’t know. I did not notice.
Q.—Yan did not consider the stock of

 enough value to pay any attention to it?

A 1 cannot say:.

: mg’aw“m. aatmd

issued to Mr. McLeod and|

Q.——Dld ou not have lnotiher ofﬁeial

worﬂ's au-|

same,

‘audit as that

{ fhete

during Pecember?:

by “progress -estimates, pay rolls;

otl\ernwerenmmtoltﬁltobepciﬂ
Com. Fisher ' asked how the -

0)could be distinguished and witneu sa.ié

on%’:yr:fereneetotheushbook

ete., during Decem

“have to co! t the vouchers.

figures up
drew ottention that
audit purported to show the cost up
Dec. 81
this;

in the audit.
miotG!um

2016, Sept. 17 1918, for “advertising,”
signed by A. R

ceived any bill giving details:

advertising,
usual course of business .théy hnad

Witness eould not explain ‘these

items. The entry for this account ap-
peared on Jan. 81, but the ¢heck was not |
issued until Feb, 16.. :
Voucher No, 2606 was ptodneed. Thil :
was dated Dec. 81,.1018, and was for a
payment to Hon.
services in.

comﬂmwx
duds,“ﬂghbofmh
by “Me

F. MeLeod for legal
e

P“‘,l “Au account for spedd services” It

A~Not that T know ofy not lmlela
| they were. for November: work.

Witness ~explained that ‘the ledger
totals ‘did not represent the amount paid
out but the cost of the work, as shown
ete.,
up- to the. date ' shown. Some of the
entries represented - amounts paid but

total shown for work on district

e ;

04122, and for : Dec. 81, al,ssz,mol.
leaving $117,950.59 as the cost of work, | w
December.. Mr. Carvell ask-
ed what proportion of this was paid in
December, and witness said he would

Witness said that Mr. Blanchette only
checked the entries " amd included the
to Nov. 80, but Mr. Rowell
'Mr. Blanchette’s

Witness was unable to explain

At the time the audit was made, the
witness said, there was a large amound
held in the suspense aceount, bnt it was
included

"M¥. Carvell drew attention to voucher

. Gould, for $1,000. - The ;
check, payable to A. R. Gould, for this
amotmt was also\produced. It was en-
dorsed by Mr, Gould and R¢ D. Hoben.
‘Witness said that Mr. Gould handed the
cheek to him, he cashed it and handed
the cash to Mr. Gouid. He never re-

In reply to questions about ordihary
witness said ‘that in the

advertise notices of right of way, ete,

-The books showed that the $1,000 was
charged proportionately to districts B, C}

D&k‘t A. did not receive any part of
the distribution. Mr, Carvell stggested
it was because the Gleaner did not
circulate in District. A. - (Laughter):

Mr. Carvell then asked about a check

to. A. R. Gould, February 18, 1913, for
u,ooo\whfchmttommlctn It was

o, was not for salary and witness. made

connt because it was

{er t0 do s0. No explanations were given

to him when the eheck was made dut by

mmmwn him.  The endorsements were by J. N.

W,

check wgs made ot to him, Mr. Wins-
low is postmaster at Woodstock and Mr.
Carvell added that he had formerly been
a_solicitor.

Q15 not that a payment to “Mr.
Winslow and charged up to Mr. Gould?

A.~It looks that way. .

Q-~Do you know of any 'draft for
that amotnt that Mr. Winslow had wlth
the .company?

A—Not that I know

Wltneas then ‘explained the system by
which items were put into the nspenae
account.’ Phe handwriting in the en-
‘dorsement “Pay to the order of J. N

W. Winslow” was, he thought, by M
Gould. The words “His account” vm
erased from the back and witness said
it was difficult to remember all the de-
tails of instructions.

The Best Witness.

Mr. Carvell—I don’t think it would be
amiss to say here that you are the best
to | witness we have had for a month. You
are, 1 think, honestly trying to answer|
all the questions you can.. I wish we
had 'a whole lot like you. «(Laughter.)

The next item was a check for $1,000
tc J. N. W. Winslow “on. account of ser-
vices rendered in connection with the
buying of rights of way, etc”
was a draft attached accepted by the St.
John & Quebec Construction Company
per A. R. Gould.
The chairman’ asked if there was no
jtemised account for the amount,  *

Mpr. Carvell said there was another|
ftemised . account for $1,000 with Mr.
Winslow but that that transaction stood
by itself. -

The chairman—-—ls there an itemised
account accompanying this?

A ~—No, not that T have seen?

The draft was endorsed by J. N. W.
to| Winslow, Kennedy & Macdona.]d and
D. A. Maedonald.

My, Carvell—This is all charged up to

—»Thqt it wad in payment for ‘thel
pmmﬁm of t_h

right of way? -

A~—Yes.

Q.—Did you receive instructions from
Mr. Ross Thompson about that check?

A~No, sir.”

Q. —How did you happen to issue that
check? .

A1 knew the draft was due and I
mn‘le out the check for the amount and
went to the bonk.,

Q.—The draft was made upon the St.
John & Quebec Railway Company and
not mpon the construction company.

A—Yes.

.} Q—And paid' by the

Company?

A—Yes.

Q—How can you account for that?

A1 don’t know how to account for
it.

Q.—Do-you thmk you would pay the
railway = compeany’s drafts with con-
struction company’s funds without in-
structions?

A~ certainly had instructions.

Q.-—~Have you a recollection of the in-
structions?

A —The only instructions I would
have would be from. Mr. Thompson
that the note was due and he would in-
struct me to pay it.

QDo you keep a mdold of the lia-
bilities of the railway and conatmcﬂon

companies?

A1 do,
| Q@—And you would pay them without

regard to which concern incurred the’
liability ?

A —Exactly.

Q-—And you charged them all up to
the construction company?

Ar—YCS.

Q.—And you have no further explana-
tion to give of this transaction other
. than you have given? . ‘¢

construction

L the check out.. Itwuﬁtosupensen‘cithiz - 0
00 ber, but was not fndnded in Hr. Bla.n— 4 P, B i
M mclndedwork over the whole line. Itwdmuchhmd

R. Gould did not endorse though the

There

A F -l
; 'I‘he “éhlirmm—-h there no itemizea
account o&nring that tranapction?
¥ - may account
byt xtmume&nbomy hands.
Y Iundle, all the -ccounts?

- Mr. mmﬂ-—ma Mr. Ross T
»dgu th; él,;eek 'hid! pdd the ¢
es.

Q—Did on keep any booh between
the ra.ilwsyy y and the“ construne-
tion company? For instance, you paid
the $1,000 for the railway compeny, did
‘you charge that ‘agsinst the railway
company 7.

A ~No, sir.

~—You have no ‘account in yow
books between ‘the two companies?

A —I have not except that the money
received from the St. John & Quebec
Railway Company . would be credited,
but I'think no other record.

Q~—None whatever? :

A ~—None whatever.’ 5

Witness then ‘went on to give details
of a check to J. N. W. Winsiow, Wood-~
stock, for services in connection with
titles between ‘Woodstock and Meductic
for $800.

Mr. Guthrie pointed out  that the
amount was not excessive as there was
a lot of work to be done, and Mr. Car-
vell stated that Mr. Winslow engaged o
man 1o do ‘the work for - him:and re-
ceived the money from the company.

Answering Com. Fisher, : the witness
said that the check was ehnrged to right
of way in dictriet C.

There was another check drawn in fa-
vor of :Mr. Winslow for $8,504.40, Nov,
12, ‘1912, on account of agricultural land
in the town. of Woodstock. That was
accompanied by a draft payable to the
order of J. C. Hartley ‘and charged to -

the account of J.. N.-W. Winslow.

Q—Who was Hnrtley’

As—1 understand he is 'a lawyer of

Q—And he was your lawyer at that

timef
—-Ithhkhewuoollcitortothe
St. John & ‘Quebec Railway.

Q.—I understand tha.t this is a pay-
ment on accomnt of agricultural land in
the town of Woodstock?

A —~Part payment.

Q.-Hw was it charged up in the

ATt clnrged tation
A w
S as on. 8 grounds

Q—Do you know whether any por-

‘{tion "of that was set aside for station

gmund
A.—1 do not know.

Q~—Do you know in whose name the
title now ' stands?

A~—No.

Q.—Do you know whether the railway
}Itn?s .obtained .the title to any portion of

A—Y do not.

Q.—Have ‘you ever seen the deed?

A ~F:have not.

Not in' Company’s Name,
Then ybuﬂo not know that the title
ig in the name of J. Norman W. Wins-
bwandMnRouThompcon?
A~—I do
Q—. know is that some one of
€0! onoompanypaid&i,&ﬂ'

5

Q~—Do you know ' how' ‘much they
agmdtopoyforthewholoomountof
thkpolmd?

Carvell next took the witness to a
kto Léwis & Smillie, Ottawa, Sept.
2, 1918, for $1,285. It was accompanied
by a letter from A. R. Gould from
Presque-Isle .to Mr. Ross Thompson,
|asking that the amount of the check be
forwarded as soon as the subsidy fund
was available.
Q-~—Who are Lewis & Smillie?
A.—They are the lawyers who look
after the subsidy payments at Ottawa
fm' the railway company.
Q.—Have you had to pay solicitors to
look after the payment of the subsidy?
think you have a subsidy agreement
with the government, hn.ve you not?
A—Yes
Q—You say that they pay this firm
;:x ldnwyers $1,285 for getting the subsidy
A.—1I suppose it would be for services
in connection with the subsidy.

mean what you suggest?

Mr. Carvell—What could there be in
it except getting. the subsidy. Every
word of the agreement is drawn up by
the department and sent down for the
we|company to accept. The  subsidy for

.| this ‘company was granted by statute

and the terms were set out by statute.
Mr, Teed—You know Lewis & Smillie
and you know they would not put in a
bill for getting the subsidy.
 Judge Wells' remarked that informa-
tion might be got on the subject and Mr.

‘| Carvell said that he had been to Fred-

ericton and had been given no ussut-
ance,

.My, Teed—You are throwing out a
hint that I don’t like.

Mr. Carvell-I do not appreciate that
remark from Mr. Teed. I have been
wuctmg this investigation like a gent-

At this juncture, -the chairman. an-
nounced. that the Royal Commission

would adjourn until 10 o’clock this
morning.

STORM CAUSES
AAVOC AT COLLIA

‘Several Bulldings Struck by
Lightning, Bridges Carried

Away and Roads Gullied
Out:

b

Collina, Kings Co,, N. B, July 18—

The worst thunder storm in the history
of this section of the county did a greal
amount of damage last night, The
gtorm lasted from 1 o’clock until 8
o’clock this lnoming Lightning struck
the h of C dous - Chamberlain,
Eara Lony, William Mabee and Horton
V. Keirstead’s store, doing considerable
damage in each place,

Several bridges have been swept away
and the roads are badly washed out, The
crops are badly damaged,

‘With a Castle In Spain,
“Kitty’s father was a self-made man.”
“And her husband?”

“He turned out  to be a self-made
count.”—Boston Transeript.

To remove the unpleasant odor from
the hands after peeling onions, rub them
with salt and wash in cold water.

Mr, Teed—I . don’t suppose that you

T




