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TRUCKS PROBE

class of business in the public in- f ;
terest ? | -,F}-%Qﬁ
Mr. Curry—T rule that quaatlog to e
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s T i d be improper. |
| & Mr. McCrea—1I1 appeal to the i
' Prime Minister, if he is here |
Mr. Curry—The Prime Minister is |

——

not here, and if he were, he is not
Chairman of this committee. 1f you

Hoy Reyn'O'ds SUb]ected tOf ' don’'t like the ruling you may ap-

peal it.
' | ot ¢ d.
Long and Searchmg ! Chair is Not Sustaine
. o The ruling was appealed, and the
Examlnatlon C‘hair was not sustained. The ques-

tion then being put a second time,
Mr. MecLean replied at length, stat-

i hat wh th rder was placed
TALK OF iiBONUS,!__! iiGlFT” t?:’fﬂ:ﬂmrrﬁwl?tt;nn: E:n.'ere abnormal,
prices were rising, an1d urgent action

was imperative; so much 80 that, in
Roy Reynolds of Dundas, upon his opinion, it was in the public in-

whose evidence last week before the terest to qu_rnhs;sﬂ tpﬁﬁe,!:ft prices,
Public Accounts Committee of the without calling for :

Mr. Currv—That is not an answer
Legislature rested allegations of ir- to the question.

regularities in Governmental pur- Mr. Mr-l.r-unr (ﬁnilnwinﬁ F;nn'gi:l"l:r-
o " . presentation of the question)—IXes,

chases of motor trucks, ﬂmwa,rn:ﬁrl in the public interest.

again yvesterday before the commit- When Reynolds took the stand,

tee. An attempt by R. L. Brackin AMr MeCrea made his reference to

to introduce matter reflecting upon| “two 'lf‘t“;‘t"»'*‘-‘ﬁ*‘:“ﬂ&““jﬂ 311,*}3:(1;;‘03:&

. : | man's order Messrs, .

the credibility of the witness reanmlt-I and Mathews. two witnesses awalit-

ed in prolonged legal debate, Chair-| ing call by Mr. Brackin, left the

man J. W. Curry deeming it his duty room.

to enforce the strict rules of evi- For the better part of an hour Mr.

. .~ Brackin examined the witness in an
FREER:  AUPRETIN: SOREE  FUTIEENG. V0 effort to secure from him an admis-

portions of the disputed evidence as sjon as to discrepancy between his
a ‘“frame-up’’ against him and with- evidence in the Reyvnolds-Parkins|

: case and his eveidence, on the same

r F L - &
drew none of his.fmrnm tatements boint, before the committee. 1In|
before the committee. effeoct the evidence of Reynolds in

A dramatic turn was given to the the former instance was that, on the
morning's proceedings when Chas. day of his final conversation with
Parking as to his share of commis-

McCrea, representing the Opposi-

sions on sales of trucks., from the
Parkins garage, no mention had
been made as to the specific nature

tion in examination, charged that
“two detectives who have been

irailing Reynolds”’ were in the of an alleged “gift"” to the Minister
room. The member for Sudburyv de-

. of Public Works, whereas, a week
manded their withdrawal, upon ago, Reynolds gave details regard-
which the Chairman asked two of ing discussion on the date referred
the witnesses summoned by  Mr. to as to a McLaughlin car and a
Brackin to retire to the corridors. cash bonus.

WU TNy Wra——. Witness Holds to Statement.

("lose questioning failed to shake
the witness, who explained the
seeming discrepancy by declaring
that, in the trial at Hamilton, he
had refrained from reference to any
understanding between himself and

other parties,

Making specific reference to Rey-
nolds’ indirect imputations against
the Minister of Public Works, as
contained in evidence at his former
appearance, Mr. Brackin produced
a copy of testimony given by the
eame witness on the occasion of his

suit against Parkins, his former “1 was the one who Kkept my
employver. This, Mr. Brackin held, mouth shout!” he exclaimed warme-
was to the effect that on Saturday, lv. “If T had been asked, I might
March, 6, 1920, Reynolds and Park- | have told, 1 wasn't asked that ques-
ins had not discussed the speciflc tion. I kept my mouth shut.”
nature “of an alleged gift” or com- Mr. Brackin produced a docu-|
IFIL%SHHL whereas in his evidence ment purporting to prove, by the
efore the Publiec Accounts Com- ‘ |
mittee the witness had told of defi- Eiatement:ﬂ of Ene Gi’mlh?h;'«ﬂt::;fi
nite discussion with Parkins on that ejectes from - edrﬁﬁmh l})érjurling
date regarding the relative merits olds h?d_ ﬂﬂc?a:qsit tn which Par-
of a Sﬂ,ﬂ'ﬁ!} “bonus” and the “gift” Ei;nqsellla{ill ﬁi;'_uredl_ on the ground
of a Mclaughlin automobile, that ‘‘Parkins would swear my life
W. A. McLean explained his con- I:ﬂ r and n,rﬁv shouldn’t I swear his|
nection, as Deputy Minister of H“,HE’,'“E or in :p,-.:;.rd: to that effect. |
Highways, with the $117,000 pur- ;T‘l?} ’]'Tti'nﬂldﬁ de{;lareﬂ. was a I
chase of Sterling trucks. Replving " - EE" v and absolutely untrue.
10 a question by Mr. McCreca as to Idfnev*lijg:t art of a dEEﬁ plan 1o
whether the methods pursued by zlti “asdg hin? he said. The Chair-|
the department in this purchase had -‘.ﬂreni'ected' to sdmission of cer-
heen *“in the public interest,” Mr. ;mim d j-?ﬁmentq submitted by Mr.
Mcl.ean stated that, in his opinion. 1?," kit:: “‘itllﬂ{ll complete proof of
they were so, under the circum- » l-[a]]cen[iuil‘t' Originals, or sworn
stances that prevailed. This reply e jes 'ﬂr" BI:HI‘II{iH assured him,
was given following the action of i :1'1;9 fnrtht*mninﬁ‘:.
the committee in overruling the “nr;-lhe investigation of this item in
‘hair'man_ who had held the ques- Public &l'l;'iﬂl:l:]lts will be continued
:;? to0 be improper and inadmis- at thgr ﬂ.t‘!'-':t! <itting of the committee,
(] e —————————————————
Thought Parkins Would Tender.,
The Deputy Minister said that he

could recall no exact date upon
which a conclusion to use Sterling
trucks had been reached by the de- |
partment. He had expected a ten- ' - |
der from Parkins, he thought,
though he could not say definitely | I
as to this.

Mr. McCrea—Where did you get
information that led you to think
Parkins would make a tender?-

+Mr. McLean—As T recall it, Mr.
Biggs had asked me if the trucks
could be bought as satisfactorily
outside the city of Toronto as in
thuf1 city, and I said that, under then
existing circumstances, I believed
they could. Something was said as
to a local dealer, who, I think, prob-
ably was Parkins.

The Minister, Mr. McLean said,
was in no way responsible, that no
writien renort had been made in
connection with this purchase: as
s Deputy, he had recommended the

purchase on the advice of Chief




