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NEWSPAPER CHARGED
REGARDING DISMISSAL
DISAVOWED BY BRIEN

Published Interview *“All Mix-
ed Up,” He Says—*‘Con-
fidence Abused”

NEVER MET K. K. HOMUTH

EBeIieves His Discharge War-
ranted by Dealings With
Bootlegger

Public Accounts Committee’s investi-
gation of R. B. Brien’s mnewspaper
tuhargvs that he was dismissed {from the
'Provincial Police force last summer
‘through political interference with his
' duties and because of his zeal In cn-
forcing the Liquor Control Act took
an abrupt turn at yesterday's continu-
ation of the Legislature inquiry.

Under a stiff examination from Hon.

debts
w2s the reply.

thie bootiegger, had “Iinsisted”
ing the interest on th
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Delit to Boollegzer.

When Mr, Finlayson resumed his
cross-cxamination of Brien, he at once
pressed—as he pressed on Wednesday
lasl—for a definite answer as to how |
much the former Provincial officer owed |
Brown, the Kitchener bootlegger. |

"What was the first note you gave
Erown for?” he asked.

::I:Eumty doliars,” was Brien's reply.

"Come on, you're only guessing again. !
Ié was $97. How lonz was the noto !
ory”

:;llin‘{-f‘r months,”

“1 Oure wrong again: it was 60 days.” |

“Well, I don't know” said Brien = |

Don't You pay any atiention to your |

at all?” asked Mr. Finlayson,

r¢s, when I can afford L0 pay them,” |
2t

Brien told the committee that Brown |
on pay- |
€ Note when it!

1ad fallen due at the bank the first !

vime. Later, when the bank had “kielk- |
ed " 1or payment, he had paid anothes |
$10 instalment, But Brown had not
ix_'lms‘i',eu” on paying the interest this
Lime. .
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layson,
that

S0, In any event,” declared Mr. Fin- |

_ "m:; now have your admissimf
you still owe Brown $80, when vou

swore before that it was only $50. You

J

mow that you were wrong, now, when

cu said $50.”

“Yes,” said Brien. “I may have been

mistaken.” |

It% not a question of mistake at .
8ll,” said Mr. Finlayson. “You were '
wrone,

you with perjury.”

I don't want to have to charge |
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When Bills Changed Hznds.

Relerring to

e transaction whicl
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0Ny of the bank, when 2 roll of bills

wWas passed (o the former from the
igtter, Mr, Finlayson asked:

L‘;Dn JCUu mean to say that a con
'.';t.xed bootlegger, 25 Brown Was, was
aking your note out of the hank .u'n“r.—
out gettine some consideration ﬂ'—:::::i]ﬂ
value—for it?” / i
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| . vhe witness's reply.
m telling the truth” o>

RQ—Brown is a Jew-—a nre

. prevty shirewd
dsiness man? A —I doa't know
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over his hcad tha

Q.—Do ycu want this

ST ¥ commiitee 10
ieve that with a con

mviction hanging |
vial migat get him two!

months or six nonths vo el '
William Finlayson, Government fep- frem him without luim‘f;'iu:j ??{1;1‘{ Eg‘?
resentative on the committee, Brien consideration? A.—Absolutely. %
admitted that in taking a roll r'.-.Q'TDf} yeu .':-'f.iIl tell the committee!
of bills from Brewn, a Kitch- '}i-ﬂ'&‘.fﬂhfc'u:tt RNOwW how much money
ener bootlegger, to pay a note in the WeOWR gave you? A.—Yes,
latter's favor, he had done enough to " Q*-*“-f“ _Lnglf. when you deal wiih
warrant his dismissal; that he had no Lf*“i“:?%ﬁ“" in this way-—- A.—I don't
complaint to make about the official d-?_; “{i’.,l”b[}{ft,‘?é:‘_”“*
disposal of the Conesloga rmd—ﬂpen": bo;'.'ﬁ_;:r'i“ '_TL}L'EL LU0 monev {1om a
ing incident except that he had been| o B o R |
' “eensured” from Toronto headquarters; | ”ﬂmu:a _1_3a1f:‘11 expiaincd that he had
:thﬂt the Toronto Star reporier 'Uf'hﬂl HB’E:_"-:P{EG [Tr_' 'lTu..‘ .“I bills {:‘li_lh' becaiise
‘quoted him, in an interview, as saymgi ‘__-D_- n l‘l"ﬁi}_jpﬂic‘l 4im that his, Browns'
‘the beer seized at the Blair Street; 'l':‘f"-li'{; Would have been “injured” at
' dance belonged to a Conservative mem- e bank if he, Brown, had had
‘ber of Parliament had got “all mixed DHL‘ e it |
up” and had “abused his confidence — ,m"‘ﬁ-:—t‘ 25 the money marked? A.—I
and that at no time during his Wal- | ieard Djd vard. 1
erioo County WOEE het hEtlev?‘! lg’ml’{l- A Qf_dt:;i- 1..‘;\11‘ have the numbers?
g , 4 1, ok vk @ ke b SLIIUNY,
VINIRR I RS S — Q—Well, he had you foul. A.—He
Ample Warnings Given. ' Aldn’t have me foul
From Inspector Edward Rae, _nil‘lcer - Q~—Do you mean to say he didi
in charge of the Kitchener post, the aave you foul when you {ock mone
committee had evidence of the ample Jom him? A.—Absclutely,
warnings Brien had been given 10 pay | . Conneclion.
his debts: of the incident _in Com- Q.—The fact that v
missioner Williams's office wien Brien Q.—The fact that ycu got the momney
n be{! and Brown got the minimum penally
'was allowed to resign, rather tha e . Y TR X - penail]
| dismissed, in order that he might more naa nothing to do with each othzr?

| easily secure new
'man from being “fired”

| force.

itical
|  Rae swore that there was no pol l miznv occasicns previous to tl
interference behind his return of the p many occasicns previous to the
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employment; and of

‘ on his part that saved the
intercession conna- g e

| than he actually was struck off the

| Schneider liquor permit in the Cones- |
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A.—NO, not a thing

Q.--Now, I'i

eli, ao vou think ans
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Provincial officer shculd take meng)
rom a booilegger? A —I wouldn't say
nat,
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toga affair; that the case was

chance he may have

incident: and that

names,
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Weichel, M.P.P,, _'ﬁ'huse

&lleged, nave bhecn panaea aboul Lne

ecuntry as "pulling him off the case.”
Ividence on the DIxehanze Hotel
Incident, at Wellesley, was also ifur-
nished by the Inspector, and took a
similar trend.
Flare-ups befween examiners, which

50 pure& :
' te
v “local” that he never even reporte
i{ to Toronto; that Bnen,idlg 1;101; I::g}-’
w provides,
ure to act as the law p e g gy Ao

ecution in the Blair
evidence for a pros T e b | 2acce,

not even know Mr. Homuth or “gt fi:j

Browvn? A.—No.
Q—Why did you take Brown's
then?  A—1 didn't take his
meney {or noihing.
Q.—I quite balieve that vou didn’t

tako

Describing Brown’

the !

wtness
“brought up a bunch of notes for the

$80."

“Do you remember
as~ed Mr. Finlavson, “that you hadn’

He denied
.ne Ma
to b2 dcne with Birown

@Q.—Did you put in a good word from

11
-
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h;ld_ discussed with
aquestion of what was

A o ey

gisiraie

Iiis money for nothing.

visit to his house
the bank meeting,
he, Brown., had

3

1ught following
said that

nim telling you.”

characterized the cpening of the in-:

quiry last Wednesday, were conspicuous-
ly absent yesterday. The committee will
it again next Tuesdsy morning. Brien
was permitted to go to his home, sub-
jeet to recall for the purpcse of re-
examination by Liberal Leadcr Sin-
clair if the occasion arises.

playved fair with him-—that vyou had
reported him to Toronto?”

“TI never told him any

such thing”

was witness's reniv.

Q.—Did you ever have any of your

nther creditors give you a roll of bills
fo pay off your indebtedness? A.—No.




