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Extracts from testimony of witnesses before the committee on Rules 

in the investigation of the charge of bribery recently made against 
members of the House of Representatives.

Commomuealtl) of iHassacljusetts,
May  16, 1906.

H enry  W. B ird  — sworn.
Q. (by Attorney-General M a lo n e). Will }"ou give your 

full name? A. 1 Ienry W. Bird.
Q. You are a reporter for what paper? A. The “ Adver

tiser” and “ Record.”
Q- And you have been at the State House during the ses

sion of this Legislature? A. I have.
Q. You know of the order that has been adopted by the 

Legislature with reference to charges against members? A. 
I do.

Q. What information have you, if any, relative to such 
charges, that is, “ charges of bribery recently made against 
members of the House of Representatives ”? A. I heard the 
rumors which were floating around the corridors concerning 
the alleged use of money on the anti-bucket shop bill. I heard 
no direct charges, and heard of none in an}" way until I read 
the statement in the “ Traveler,” in which Representative 
Swig was alleged to have made certain statements. I imme
diately went to Mr. Swig and showed him or spoke to 
him about the charges which had been printed in the 
“ Traveler.” That was the same day that the charges were 
printed, and within an hour, I should think, of the time that 
they had been printed. lie said that the statements were 
in the main untrue; that he had not been approached by a 
member of the House, that he had never said so, that he had 
not been offered money by a member of the House. And
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his direct, positive statements were so vague and general in 
their nature that I immediately telephoned down to our office 
and said that we had better not use the flimsy tissue statement 
which had been given out by the Copeland Press Bureau, 
because I had interviewed Mr. Swig and he denied the state
ment. I saw Mr. Copeland of the Press Bureau, also, at the 
same time, and I believe, if my memory serves me, he then 
got out a corrected statement, in which the statement of Mr. 
Swig was made much more generic in its character, and related 
more to having been approached by some lobbyist whom he 
hadn’t seen before or didn't know. Subsequently to this 
particular time I have had interviews with Mr. Swig and with 
various other members of the House, but in no case have I 
heard or discovered any evidence or any information leading 
me to believe that any money had been offered to any member 
of the House or by any member of the House.

Q. Have you evidence of money being offered'by others 
than members of the House? A. I have not.

Q. Or have you any information, that has come to 3'ou 
directly or indirectly, with reference to the matter? A. I 
have no information except the rumors which have been 
floating around the corridor, and which every year, with the 
reappearance of the lobbyists, always float around whenever 
certain bills come up. Those rumors I never have been able 
to trace as to what the lobbyists have been doing.

Q. Have you seen anything or heard anything to indicate 
that there was any bribery going on? A. Absolutely nothing.

Q. So that you can give this committee no information that 
would help them in this investigation? A. None whatever.

Q. Could you suggest or have you heard any one make 
any statement that would help the committee, if he were 
summoned? A. I don’t think I could suggest anybody.

Q. Then, so far as you personally know, or can inform this 
committee, you know nothing of bribery during this session 
of the Legislature? A. Absolutely not. I might add just a 
word about certain conversations that the newspaper men have 
had up in the gallery, in. which a considerable amount of 
denunciation was spent on Representative Swig because of the 
statements, very differing and varying, which some of the 
newspaper men said he had made; and I said it should be
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taken into account that Mr. Swig was, as I believed, as I had 
been told, a Russian Jew, who had come from a country where 
oppression was the order of things, and a great deal of allow
ance ought to have been made for his ignorance and for his 
lack of education, and perhaps he had heard things which he 
was not able to verify. I reminded them of an occurrence 
similar in nature last year, when certain charges of bribery 
and corruption came up in connection with Representative 
Swig, and in that case also absolutely nothing of a tangible 
nature was made out, and I said it was rather foolish to take 
•up these stories unless you could pin them right down; that 
unless there was a third person present there was no way, no 
opportunity, to discover actual proof of any wrongdoing.

Q. What were the statements made to you by Mr. Swig 
other than those you have given to the committee already? 
A. Well, his statements to me — I saw him several times, and 
every time his statements were practically the same ; but, as I 
have said, in my talk with the other newspaper men, especially 
the “ Traveler” and “ American,” they said that his statements 
to them were definite and special, and didn’t agree with his 
statements to me at all.

Q. He made no definite statement to you? A. I would not 
say that he made no definite statement, but I should say his 
statements were of a generic nature, general, and that they 
did not touch any member of the House.

Q. Did they touch any one? A. He did say he was ap
proached by a man in the corridor, whom he didn’t know, who 
had made a certain significant statement which he interpreted 
as meaning that there would be money in votes for the bill.

Q. Did he tell you who that man was? A. No, he did not.
Q. Did he say he didn’t know who he was? A. I think he 

did. I wouldn’t swear about that, but his description of this 
man was so vague, his characterization of him was so vague, 1 
thought it wasn’t worth while to pay any attention to it.

Q. Did you say votes for or against the bill? A. Against 
the bill, T should have said.

Q. Was that all he said, so far as you remember? A. That 
is all, so far as I remember.

Q. Now, Mr. Bird, so far as these charges are concerned, if 
you have anything you can give that will lead this committee
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to the person who has made them, or to any person who can 
offer evidence, I wish you would do it. A. I should be very 
glad to, if I had any information at all. I am afraid I am un
able to help the committee in any way. District Attorney 
Moran said to me he was very much disappointed that the 
grand jury hadn’t found an indictment against Mr. Gethro. I 
give that for what it is worth. I haven’t any knowledge of 
Mr. Gethro’s connection with the matter, and didn’t speak to 
him about it, except what I got from him; it wasn’t of any 
consequence, I will say that.

Q. From Mr. Gethro? A. From Mr. Gethro.
Q. What did he say? A. His statements were entirely 

negative, that is, that he didn’t know anything about any 
bribery or corruption.

Q. Did Mr. Swig in your interview mention Mr. Gethro’s 
name? A. He did not.

Q. Did any one mention his name, any representative, Mr. 
Leonard, for instance? A. No; nobody mentioned his name 
to me.

Q. Have you anything more you can say to the committee 
that will help them in this investigation? A. I think I have 
exhausted my fund of information.

Q. Did you have conversation with Mr. Leonard? A. I 
can’t remember whether I had any with him or not; if I had 
any it was of so little consequence that I didn’t retain it in my 
memory. I want to correct one statement. I said that Dis
trict Attorney Moran told me directly that he was disappointed 
that Mr. Gethro hadn't been indicted ; he didn’t make that 
direct statement. He said I might infer that.

M ay  16, 1906.
R aymond L. B ridgman — sworn.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) .  Will you give your 
full name? A. Raymond L. Bridgman.

Q. You are the legislative reporter for the “ Springfield 
Republican?” A. Iam.

Q. You know of the order that the committee on Rules be 
directed to investigate the charges of bribery recently made 
against members of the House ot Representatives? A. I do.

Q. The committee would like any information you have on
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the subject. Will you please tell the committee any facts you 
may have relative to charges that have been made? They 
desire to have vou state fully, and without keeping back any- 
thiug, Mr. Bridgman. A. Everything which I have to say is 
hearsay. hen }rou ask me for facts, it is all hearsay. Now, 
do I understand you wish me to say what I have heard?

Q- Have you had any talk, Mr. Bridgman, with Mr. Swig? 
A. I have.

Q- Mill j'ou give the committee that talk, so far as you can, 
or the substance ot it? A. I am perfectly willing to, but will 
you let me make a statement first?

Q. I will; yes, sir. A. Since Mr. Swig has been to the 
grand jury I asked him if he told them a certain thing which 
he told me, and he said no, because the member who made the 
statement to him came to him and told him that it was in joke, 
and he didn’t suppose the grand jury wanted to hear jokes, 
and so he didn’t tell them. Now, do you want me to say what 
that wTas?

Q. I would like you to state everything that Mr. Swig said 
to you, whether it was a joke or not, and the committee, I 
think, would like to hear it. A. Will you allow me to refresh 
my recollection by looking at a memorandum?

Q. I should be very glad to have you do so. A. After Mr. 
Swig made his statement to me, and after Mr. Leonard made a 
statement to me, I made a memorandum, within perhaps an 
hour,— as soon as I had convenient opportunity to do so, — 
of what was said, and I should like to refresh my mind by 
looking at it. Mr. Swig told me that Mr. Dowd of Fall River 
had told him that some time ago he was to have $100 for his 
vote for the midnight liquor bill as soon as that bill was signed. 
Then Mr. Swig went on with his conversation in regard to the 
bucket shop bill and said that in reply to a question from him 
how he stood on the bucket shop bill Mr. Dowd had told him 
that he had got $100 for his vote on the bill. And then Mr. 
Swig went on to speak about how disgraced he felt at the action 
of the House, and at the end of his conversation he said that 
two members had told him about their being offered money ; 
that he had promised one of them that lie wouldn’t mention his 
name, but that he hadn’t made any such promise to the other, 
and was at liberty to give me the name of Mr. Dowd. That was
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the matter in regard to which he said the member came to him 
afterwards and said it was all a joke.

Q. Did he say how long after he came to him and said it was 
all a joke? Was it after his testimony before the grand jury, 
or before? A. It was after his testimony before the grand 
jury that he told me, but I do not know whether it was before 
or after that that Mr. Dowd told him.

Q. What did you ask him if he had testified before the grand 
jury, what part? A. I asked him if he was willing to relieve 
me of the obligation of secrecy under which he put me when 
he told this.

Q. You asked Mr. Swig that? A. Yes. And I said, “ I 
suppose, of course, you told the grand jury everything, and 
you will understand that if I am called I shall have to tell 
everything.” And he says, “ Yes, I suppose so.” So I under
stood he expected that I would sajr what he had told me, and 
the obligation of secrecy was of! so far as the grand jury was 
concerned.

Q. Have you given us all the conversation you had with 
Mr. Swig? A. There was a little more about how disgraced 
he fe lt; how he felt he would be honored to have it said when 
he went away that he was a member of the Massachusetts 
Legislature, but now he would be disgraced. There is another 
thing. Mr. Swig said that Mr. Dowd told him that a lobbyist, 
a black-mustached man, had told him that if he would vote 
against the bill he would get $100.

Q. What bill was that, Mr. Bridgman ? A. That was the 
bucket shop bill.

Q. Anything more? xV That is all. There is a little state
ment here in regard to the time, that Mr. Swig said he had 
talked to this man yesterday, that is the day before he spoke 
to me.

Q. What date was your talk with him? A. The second day 
of May.

Q. What date did he tell you it was a joke ? A. That was 
after he had been to the grand jury. I made no memorandum 
of that date.

Q. Was that all the talk you had with him which would be 
of interest here, Mr. Bridgman? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did you talk with Mr. Leonard of Springfield? A. I 

did.
Q. Will you give the committee your talk with him? A. 

If you will allow me to refer to a memorandum I made at the 
same time?

Q. Surely. A. Mr. Leonard said that a Boston member 
told him that he had a bucket shop friend who wanted the bill 
killed, and that he was willing to give $50 apiece for votes, if 
he could get them, against the bill. That is what I have 
recorded on my memorandum, but I also recall that Mr. 
Leonard did say that this man would give that for ten votes, 
would give $50 apiece, was willing to give $50 apiece, for ten 
votes. Mr. Leonard told this man not to come near him 
again with any such proposition, that he was going to vote 
against the bill, any way, and that he wouldn’t listen to any 
such talk.

Q. Vote against the bill, did he say? A. Mr. Leonard 
said he was going to vote against the bucket shop bill any 
way, and he wouldn’t listen to any such talk.

Q. (by Mr. Turtle). That is what Mr. Leonard told you? 
A. Y es; and that this was the first time anything like that had 
been said to him during the session.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) . You are sure it was 
against and not for the bill, Mr. Bridgman? A. I understood 
Mr. Leonard that he was to vote against the bucket shop bill.

Q. Was there any other talk with Mr. Leonard that you 
can give? A. Nothing; that is, any additional facts.

Q. Did you know that he afterwards voted for the bill? 
A. I haven’t looked it up to see.

Q. (by  the Sp e a k e r ) . Mr. Bridgman, did Mr. Leonard 
tell you who the black-mustached man was? A. That was in 
the conversation with Mr. Swig.

Q. Did Mr. Swig tell you who he was? A. No, sir.
Q . (b y  Attorney-General M a lone) . Did he describe him 

so you knew who he was from the description ? A. I under
stood him to mean the man who is known as Mr. Fleming, or 
Mr. Condon ; I don’t know what his real name is. I have no 
doubt that is the man he meant.

Q. He described him. A. His discription was such that I
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understood that that was the man mentioned, but the name was 
not mentioned.

Q. Did Mr. Swig tell you he did’nt know who that man 
was? A. No, sir. I have no recollection of his making any 
such remark.

Q. But he described him in such a way that you were sure 
it was Fleming? A. The description fitted exactly.

Q. Will you give the discription as near as you can. A. 
A black-mustached man, and I think he used the word “ tall,” 
also, a tall, black-mustached man.

Q. (by Mr. T u r t l e ). Is that all the discription he gave, 
Mr. Bridgman? A. I think so ; but I understood him to mean 
Air. Fleming, because there is no other man in the lobby who 
answers that description, so far as I am acquainted with the 
lobbyists.

Q . (by  Attorney-General M alone) .  Was there any other 
fact that he gave jmu, or anything else which would be of 
benefit to this committee in finding out the truth of these 
charges ? A. Nothing.

Q. Have you any other evidence, hearsay or otherwise, as 
to these charges? A. I have not.

Q. Can you give us any information in any way that will 
help the committee in finding out the truth of this matter? 
A. I have told everything that I know of. I do not think now 
of any way in which I could serve the committee any further.

Q. And you have described Mr. Fleming, or the man who 
was supposed to be Mr. Fleming, as closely as you can from 
the description given? A. From Mr. Swig’s words, yes.

Q. Did any other member or any other person describe Mr. 
Fleming to you as having offered money? A. No, sir.

Q. Did Mr. Leonard say anything to you about it? A. Mr. 
Leonard gave me no name of any person whatever.

Q. He gave you no name? A. No name.
Q. He didn’t give you the name of a member of the House? 

A. He did not.
Q. Did he describe a member of the House? A. He did 

not.
Q. Or give you any information which would lead you to 

suspect a member of the House? A. He did not.
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Q. Or a lobbyist? A. He did not.
Q. Then you have given all the conversation you can that 

Mr. Leonard had with you? A. As far as I can recall it.
Q. You have then no other information from him which 

would help the committee ? A. I have not.
Q. And you have no other information from Mr. Swig 

which would help the committee in any way? A. I have not.
Q. Did you talk with Mr. Dowd in reference to the matter? 

A. I haven’t had a word with him at all.
Q. It has been said that Mr. Dowd opposed the twelve 

o’clock bill, was on the committee and dissented, and voted 
against it on each stage; did you know that, Mr. Bridgman? 
A. I did not. I haven’t looked it up at all.

Q. One of the members wanted me to ask that question, if 
you did know? A. No; I haven’t looked it up.

Q. Did you have an}- talk with Mr. Gethro relative to this 
matter? A. Not a word.

Q. Did Mr. Leonard indicate to you in any manner that 
Mr. Gethro was the person who spoke to him? A. Not 
at all.

Q. Now, have you anything to suggest, Mr. Bridgman, that 
will aid the committee in finding out the truth of this matter? 
A. I have not.

Q. Have you anything else that will aid the committee in 
coming to a conclusion here, any other facts or information? 
If you have, we would like to have you state it fully.

Mr. W h e e l e r . Whether hearsay or not.
A. Nothing I am aware of. In refreshing my memory from 

this memorandum I have given all that I have here. When I 
made the memorandum I was sitting in the telephone booth 
waiting for my call to be answered, and it was a hurried 
memorandum. It is my impression that Air. Leonard added 
to his statement something to this effect, that he could have 
that money, that he could have the money, that he could have 
that if he wanted it, something like that, a little bit stronger 
than I have made it here. That is my recollection, but there 
is nothing in addition to that I can recall.

Q. (by the S pe a k e r ) .  Have you heard anything this year, 
or have you seen any evidence of any kind whatever, which
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would lead you to believe that members were being bribed, 
either by other members of the Legislature, or by anybody, in 
favor of or against any legislation? A. Nothing at all.

Q. (by Mr. A m es) . Mr. Bridgman, did you understand 
Mr. Leonard to state that he was to vote against the bucket 
shop bill without price, notwithstanding that money had been 
offered to him to vote against it? A. I did.

Q . (by Mr. T u r t l e ) . I understood, perhaps I might have 
understood wrongly, that you said you had this talk with Mr. 
Leonard, and Mr. Leonard said a member had a friend who 
was interested in a bucket shop, and that he stood readjr to 
give money for votes; now I was wondering whether that 
‘ ‘ he ” applied to the member; that the member was willing to 
give mone}r, or whether the friend was willing to give money ? 
A. The friend, as I understood it.

May  16, 1906.
Charles F. W. A rch er  — sworn.

Q. (by  Attorney-General Ma lo n e). Give your full name, 
please. A. Charles F. W. Archer.

Q. You are a reporter for what newspaper? A. “ Boston 
Herald.”

Q. You know about the order which has been adopted by 
the Legislature with reference to investigating charges of 
bribery? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Will you give the committee such information as you 
have relative thereto? A. Well, I am afraid I can’t give you 
much light on the subject. The first information that I had 
in regard to it was receiving from Mr. Copeland a statement, 
upon the usual State House ‘ ‘ flimsy ” we get from the syndi
cate, that Representative Simon Swig had made a statement 
that he had been approached through a member who said — 
this is as near as I recollect it — if he would do what was 
right that there was a tall, dark-complexioned man with a 
black mustache in the corridor who would see that he was 
taken care of. I think that is nearly as the “ flimsy” read. 
In consequence of that I went to Mr. Copeland and I told him 
I didn’t think that was sufficient for the gravity of the offence; 
I thought we should have more than that mere statement. Of
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coarse, this is hearsay testimony from another party, but Mr. 
Copeland informed me that Mr. Swig had, in the presence of 
several reporters, reiterated the statement, with the excep
tion that he used the term two members instead of one mem
ber. Then I wrote a little addition to what I had in the 
“ flimsy” in relation to what Copeland had said further; 
and after that I went down in the corridor and I there 
found Mr. Swig surrounded by quite a large number of repre
sentatives, members of the General Court and newspapermen, 
and they were all questioning him pretty sharp, and Mr. Swig 
was telling an entirely different story. I put the question to 
him; asked him if it was a fact that he had been approached 
by a member, and he said no, it was not, that he had not been 
approached by any member. I asked him if he had been 
offered any money ; he said distinctly that he had not. I 
asked him if he knew anything about any tall, dark man in the 
corridor, and then he evaded the question, and said, “ Oh, you 
newspaper men, you have too much of a story,” something of 
that kind, — put me off, that is about the size of it. That is 
all I know in relation to Mr. Swig. As for Mr. Leonard, I 
learned from two different sources that Mr. Leonard was tell
ing a different story to the committee on Rules than that which 
he had told to the grand jury, as reported through the press. 
So I went to Mr. Leonard, and Mr. Leonard informed me that 
he had told the committee on Rules exactly what he had told 
the grand jury.

Q. Mr. Leonard or Mr. Swig? A. Mr. Leonard. All I 
know about Mr. Swig is what I have told you. Mr. Leonard 
said that if we could get at the minutes of the grand jury he 
hadn’t any doubt he could satisfy me that what he had said to 
the committee on Rules was what he said to them; but he 
said the newspapers had misquoted the thing entirely. That 
is about all I know of the matter.

Q. Have you any evidence that money has been used on 
measures in the Legislature this year, or that any one has been 
bribed, or that any one has tried to bribe members, other than 
what you have already given to the committee? A. No, 
sir, I have not.^ I don’t know anything except the usual 
rumors that on that bill there was considerable amount of
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money up here, but I never have found anything tangible to 
base them on.

Q. It is merely the rumors you have heard about the State 
House? A. Simply rumors around the corridor; yes, sir.

Q. Have you anything to give the committee that will help 
them in this investigation other than that? A. I don’t know 
that I have anything; I don’t think I could give you anything 
further than that.

Q. Hid you have any other talk with Mr. Swig? A. No, 
sir ; that was the only conversation I had with him.

Q. Or with Mr. Leonard? A. No, sir.
Q. You have told it all? A. I have told everything I 

know about it.
Q. Hid cither of those men mention names? A. No, sir.
Q. Or describe persons? A. No, sir.
Q. So you wouldn’t know from anything they said who 

approached them? A. No, sir, I shouldn't. I didn’t get this 
first hand ; I got it through others.

May  16, 1906.
C harles I I . Copeland  —  sworn.

Q. (b y  Attorney-General M a lo n e). Will you give y o u r 
full name? A. Charles H. Copeland.

Q. You are what, please; what is your occupation? A. 
Manager of the State House news service.

Q. You know about the order that has been passed with 
reference to investigating charges of bribery? A. Yes, sir.

Q. The committee desire you to give them any evidence 
that you may have, any knowledge that you may have, with 
reference to those charges, as fully as you can. A. I think 
the only evidence which I have is in regard to conversations 
which I had with Representative Swig on the date when 
those charges were first published; those statements from him, 
were first published; I don’t remember the exact date. On 
that day Mr. Covington of the 41 Traveler” told me he had a 
statement from Representative Swig in effect that he had been 
told by a member of the House that if he voted against the 
bucket shop bill he would be paid, or that it would be worth 
$100 to him, and I published that statement. I put it out in 
our news service on Mr. Covington’s statement and without
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seeing Mr. Swig. Some half hour later Mr. Swig came to our 
room and denied that he had made that statement. He said, 
however, that he had been told by some one connected with a 
bucket shop, and not a member of the House, that he would 
be taken care of if he voted against the bill. I should say 
about two hours later I saw Mr. Swig in the corridor on the 
third floor. He was talking with Mr. Bird of the “ Adver- 
tiser,” and he told Mr. Bird and I that he hadn’t made any 
statement to the effect that he had been offered money by any 
one. And I said at that time, after he had made that state
ment, “ But, as a matter of fact, Mr. Swig, when you came to 
our office you made this statement ? ” repeating to him then the 
statement which he had made; and he said yes, he had made 
that statement. I saw Mr. Swig again, when we were leaving 
the State House about ten minutes of five in the evening, and 
he then said that he had been told by some one, he wouldn’t 
say that he was connected with a bucket shop, he didn’t know 
as to that, that he would be taken care of if he voted against 
the bill. That I think is the only thing I know about the 
charges of bribery.

Q. Did Mr. Swig indicate to you who had talked with him 
in reference to it in any way so you would know that person? 
A. Hot beyond the statement that I have said that he said it 
was some one connected with a bucket shop.

Q. He didn’t give you a description of that person ? A. Ho, 
sir.

Q. Did he mention any member of the House in any way ? 
A. Hot to me; no, sir.

Q. Or in your hearing? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Did he give you any other information that would be of 

help to this committee ? A. lie did not. I think those are 
the only conversations I had with him.

Q. Did you talk with Mr. Leonard? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Had no talk with him? A. Ho, sir.
Q. And you didn’t overhear any talk? A. 1 didn’t over

hear any talk in which he was concerned ; no, sir.
Q. Have you any knowledge, Mr. Copeland, of money being 

used for or against any bills in the Legislature this year? A. 
Ho, sir.
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Q. Or anything which would help the committee in refer

ence to these charges? A. No, sir.
Q . (by M r. T u r t l e ) . Did you ask Mr. Swig who it was 

that said these things to him? A. When he came to correct 
his first statement I asked him then if a member of the House 
had made the suggestion to him, and he said a member of the 
House hadn’t ; that it was some one connected with a bucket 
shop. I asked him if he knew who that was, and he said no, 
he didn’t know that man.

Q. (by Mr. W a lk er ) . Did he describe any man who spoke 
to him at all, in any way, to you? A. Not to me ; no, sir.

May  16, 1906.
L oraine P .  Covington —  sworn.

Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) .  Give your full name. A. Loraine 
P. Covington.

Q. You are a reporter for the “ Boston Traveler ? ” A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. You cover the State House for the “ Boston Traveler?” 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have }rou written the articles in the “ Boston Traveler ’ 
since the first day of May in reference to the bucket shop bill ? 
A. Well, a good many of them.

Q. Did you write this article in the paper of May 2, “ The 
Legislature startled by a bribery charge?” A. Yes, sir; 1 
did.

Q. Did you write the one of May 3, “ Swig admits he 
was offered $100 for his vote?” A. That is the Thompson 
article ?

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the one of May 4, “ House member offered $50 for 

his vote?” A. Yes, sir.
Q. And this one of May 5, “ Grand Jury to probe charges 

of bribery?” A. If you.will allow me to look at that. I 
remember distinctly the other articles, but there have been 
some where I might have telephoned the facts and the stories 
were written in the office.

Q. Did you write that one, “ House at last wants to find 
bribe takers. Belated order calling for investigation of charges
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is offered by Representative Hayes of Lowell ? ” A. I think 
I telephoned that story in.

Q. You think you were the author of it? A. To that ex
tent, that I furnished the information on which it was written.

Q. “ Indictment for bribery ? ” A. No, sir; that is a court 
house story, I believe.

Q. These cartoons, who suggested those? A. I couldn’t 
toll you, 1 am sure.

Q. They were done down at the office? A. Yes; that is 
done at the office without any knowledge of mine, and with
out any consultation with me.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) . Have you had any 
talk with Representative Swig with reference to these charges, 
Mr. Covington? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Will you tell the committee what it was, the substance 
of it? A. Well, the substance of it is stated in that first 
article.

Q. Of what date? A. I think that was May 2 ; it was on 
Wednesday, if that is the right elate.

Q. Can you tell as matter of memory what he said ? A. Well, 
substantially so; I don’t know as I could quote the conversa
tion correctly.

Q. As near as you can. A. He made the statement in the 
presence of two or three House members out in the corridor.

Q. Who were they, please? A. I couldn’t tell you. There 
are quite a number of members of the Legislature I don’t know 
by name.

Q. Did you know any of the members before whom he made 
this statement? A. No. I remember Representative Mellen 
came along just at the close of this conversation.

Q. James H. Mellen of Worcester? A. Yes, sir. They 
were talking about the bucket shop bill, and I came up while 
they were talking, and Mr. Swig made a statement something 
to the effect that he knew what he was offered, and then he 
added a statement that he could prove it. I called him off one 
side and asked him about it. I asked him what he was offered, 
and he said he was offered $100. I asked him where the offer 
came from, and he said it came through House members and he 
could prove it. The nthe rest of the conversation was rather
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immaterial. lie told me when he first came to the Legislature 
he thought it was very honest, and that he had changed his 
mind.

Q. Did he give you the names of the members of the Legis
lature or the member who had offered him money? A. Ho, 
sir. I asked him for them and he declined to give them to me.

Q. Did he give you a description? A. No, sir.
Q. Did he give you a description or anything which would 

lead you to know or suspect who it was? A. No, sir; I didn’t 
press the point. When I asked him if he would give me the 
names he declined to do so, and I thought it was no use to 
press the matter.

Q. Did you have any other talk with him? A. I had two 
or three talks with him later in the day.

Q. Will you give the substance of them to the committee? 
A. Well, one talk I remember in particular was Mr. Swan of 
the Associated Press was talking with him, that was also out 
in the corridor later in the afternoon, and Mr. Swig was then 
denying that he had told me this. He said he didn’t say it 
was a House member, but that it was a representative of the 
bucket shop interests, and that I asked him if he would name 
the man and he said he would not.

Q. Have you finished all your talk with him, so far as you 
can remember? A. Those are the only talks I remember the 
substance of.

Q. Did you have any talk with Representative Leonard in 
reference to this matter? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Will you tell the committee what that talk was? A. 
That was on Friday I believe. I understood that Representa
tive Leonard had made a statement to the effect that he had 
been offered money by a House member. I went down to the 
House, that was in the forenoon, I think, and sent a note in 
to Mr. Leonard with my name and paper signed to it, so he 
would thoroughly understand that he was talking for publica
tion, asking him to come out, and he came out into the cor- 
ridor of the House, out into the doorway there. I told him 
what T had heard and asked him if it was true, and he said he 
didn’t care to talk about the matter. I said, “ Is it true }rou 
have made this statement?” Then he started in and told me.
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He said he had been offered $50 by a House member, and he 
said this House member was speaking for a friend of his who 
was interested in a bucket shop and that he was authorized to 
pay $50 each for ten votes. I asked him if he would name 
the member, and he said he would not.

Q. Did he describe the member to you? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you have any other talk with him? A. With Mr. 

Leonard ?
Q. Yes. A. I don’t think T did.
Q. Or with any other member of the House in reference to 

this matter? A. With Mr. Thompson.
Q. Will you give Mr. Thompson’s name, please? A. Rep

resentative Jabez P., I think it is.
Q. Will you give that talk, please? A. That was on the 

day following the day I had the talk with Mr. Swig, and be
fore I had the talk with Mr. Leonard. I had heard that Mr. 
Swig had made a statement to Mr. Thompson similar to the 
statement he had made to me, and I desired to verify my story 
as much as possible, so I looked Mr. Thompson up and found 
him. And he said it was true, that Mr. Swig had told him that; 
that they were going out of the House on Tuesday evening, 
after the bucket shop bill had been rejected, and Mr. Thompson 
said he made the remark, “ All these fellows haven’t changed 
their minds for nothing,” and Mr. Swig replied he guessed not, 
that he had been offered $100 for his vote against the bill by a 
House member.

Q. Is that all the talk? A. That is substantially all of it. 
I may have asked him a few more questions.

Q. (by the S pe a k e r ) . Y ou are very sure that Mr. Thomp
son said that Mr. Swig said he had been offered $100 by a 
House member? A. Yes, sir.

Q. (by Attorney-General M a lo n e) . Any other talk you 
remember? A. No; that is all I recall that any stories were 
based on or that I got any information.

Q. Was anything said about a tall, dark man, a black- 
mustached man? A. Nothing was said to me by any of these 
parties. The only talk I have heard of that is among the boys 
in the gallery.

Q. Did either Mr. Thompson, Mr. Leonard or Mr. Swig
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describe a member of the House so you would know? A. No, 
sir ; none of them made an attempt to describe a member.

Q. In any way? A. No, sir. Mr. Thompson, as I  under
stood his statement, didn’t know the member himself; he was 
only quoting the statement that Mr. Swig had made to him.

Q. Have you any evidence, Mr. Covington, as to any money 
being used for or against any bill at this session of the Legisla
ture? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any knowledge other than that you have given 
to the committee with reference to the charges of bribery? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any information that you can give this com
mittee that will help them in finding out the truth of these 
charges, other than that you have already given? A. Nothing 
more than I have given, I believe.

Q. (by Mr. T u r t l e ) . I would like to ask — I am afraid I 
didn’t get just what Mr. Swig said about a member, about this 
offer coming from a member. A. He didn’t say, as I understood 
him, through a member; he said the offer came through mem
bers of the House; I think he used the word in the plural; 
that the offer came to him through members of the House.

Q. Did you ask him who they were ? A. I did.
Q. Who is connected with the “ Traveler; ” who publishes 

it? A. So far as my knowledge goes, Mr. Fahey and Mr. Coe.
Q. Anybody else connected in the ownership of the paper? 

A. Not to my knowledge. I have no knowledge of the owner 
ship of the paper.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . They were very much interested in 
this bucket shop bill? A. It appeared to me that they were.

Q. What were their particular orders to you in treating the 
subject at the State House? A. I had no orders in the matter, 
because I didn’t handle the bucket shop matter before it came 
to a vote in the House. Occasionally, if any information came 
my way, I would write it out.

Q. Who did handle it? A. Mr. Noble and Mr. McQuade 
did most of the work up here.

Q. Are they the regular men on the paper? A. Yes, sir.
Q. There was another man came in to see me about i t ; 

what was his name? A. That I presume was Mr. Lewis.
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Q. No ; another one. A. What kind of a looking fellow 

was he?
Q. A smooth face, round full face; possibly it may have 

been one of those two. A. I don’t know of anybody else.
Q. This man was rather stout. A. Mr. McQuade is rather 

stout, with a red face.
Q. He is a regular man? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And is Mr. Lewis? A. Mr. Lewis came here from 

New York, as I understand it, to help along with this bucket 
shop crusade; that was last winter some time.

Q. He came on as a special writer, or what? A. He was 
employed on that matter only.

Q. By the paper? A. Yes, sir, so I understand. It is 
something I never inquired into.

Q. You had no particular special orders to treat this sub
ject in any different way from what you had to treat any 
other subject at the State House? A. No, sir; no orders 
whatever.

Q. The matter of heading up the articles and making the 
cartoons, and that sort of work, was carried on down in the 
office? A. That is all cared for down there; yes, sir.

Q. (by Mr. T u r t le) .  Who is the manager of the paper, 
one of these owners? A. Mr. Coe, I believe, is the business 
manager of the paper; Mr. Fahey looks after the editorial 
department.

Q. When did the ‘ ‘ Traveler ” first become interested in the 
bucket shop bill, so called? A. Well, I think from what I 
have heard down in the office — I wouldn’t speak definitely 
about it — they had been looking for information for several 
months, and they had considerable information in regard to 
bucket shops before they started what might be termed their 
crusade.

Q. Who gave them the information? A. I think they got 
it through their reporters.

Q. Where did the reporters seek it, do you know? A. I 
presume they went around to the different bucket shops, or 
got it from "whatever sources they could.

Q. Who induced them to do that? A. I couldn’t tell you, 
sir.
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Q. What was the first you heard of it from any men con

nected with the newspaper? A. What was the first what?
Q. That you heard in reference to the fact that the paper 

was or was to be interested in the bucket shop bill up here? 
A. I think the first I took any special notice of it was along 
last January some time, when they commenced to print articles 
about bucket shops.

Q. Do you know whether that work, or the newspapers’ 
efforts, or the publications have been paid for by anybody? 
A. I do not.

Q. Who edits the articles which come in, who is the editor 
of the paper? A. There are several, three or four, who are 
called copy-readers, — the managing editor, city editor, and 
one or two copy-readers.

Q. Will you give their names, please? A. W. E. Mac
Donald is the managing editor; H. P. Nye is city editor. 
There have been several changes in the copy-readers there ; I 
think the present assistant is a man named Ryan, I couldn’t 
tell you his first name.

May  16, 1906.
C harles O. P ower —  sworn.

Q . (b y  Attorney-General M alone) .  Charles O. Power? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. You are a reporter for the “ Boston American?” A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. You know about this order, Mr. Power, as being pre
sented and passed by the House of Representatives in reference 
to the investigation of bribery charges? A. I do.

Q. Can you give the committee anj  ̂ information that would 
help them in this investigation ? A. Well, I interviewed three 
members of the House relative to statements as to bribery.

Q. Will you take one of them and give us in substance what 
he said as far as you remember, giving his name? A. Simon 
Swig. I think it was on May 2d, Wednesday, I met him in 
the lobby of the House directly in front of the reading room, 
and I had in my hand a piece of ‘ ‘ flimsy ” copy saying that he 
had made a statement that a member of the House had offered 
him 8100 to vote against the bucket shop bill. I asked him
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if that was true, and he asked me if that was going to be pub
lished. I said I thought it would be. He said he had nothing 
to saj. I said we would have to say something about it, and 
that I would like to get his story. He said it was true some 
influence had been brought to bear to try to have him vote 
against the bill. I asked him if he was offered any money. 
He said he was. I asked him if it was. §100. He said it was 
not. I asked him if it was more than $100, and he said he 
guessed he had better not say anything as to the amount. 
I said, “ You are sure it was money?” He said, “ Yes, I am 
sure it was.” I said, “ Was it a member of the House? ” He 
said, “ No, it was not.” I asked him if he would tell me who 
offered him the money; he said it was a man connected with a 
bucket shop. Then he asked me several times if I was going 
to print that, and I said I thought I would.

Q. Did you have any other talk with him, Mr. Power? 
A. Yes, I had several talks with him.

Q. Please give us the substance of what he said? A. Well, 
two or three times subsequent to that he met me and told me 
he thought it was a mean thing to do to print any such story 
as that about him. I asked if it was not so, if he had not told 
me this. He said that made no difference, that I should not 
have printed the story. That is the substance of what his talk 
to me was about that.

Q. Did he say that he did not say so? A. No, he did not.
Q. Did he indicate to you in any way who the person was 

who offered him the money? A. Except to say it was a man 
connected with a bucket shop.

Q. Did he describe him? A. He did not.
Q. Did he mention a tall, dark man? A. Not to me.
Q. Did he say anything about a member of the House? A. 

He said it was not a member of the House. In reference to 
Mr. Swig I might say that another member of our paper had a 
talk with him after my talk with him, on the same afternoon.

Q. Did you hear that talk? A. I did not.
Q. What was the name of that member? A. J. Frank 

Davis.
Q. You do not know except from what he has told you what 

Swig said? A. That is all.
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Q. Did you have any talk with Mr. Leonard of the House? 

A. I did.
Q. Will you give the committee that talk as far as you can? 

A. I think it was on Friday following the day I had the talk 
with Mr. Swig; he was in his seat in the House, and as he 
turned around I beckoned him to the side aisle, and he came 
over. I said, “ I have heard, Mr. Leonard,” — this is sub
stantially it, I do not remember just the words I used — I 
said, “ I have heard that you have told people that a member 
of the House offered you $50 to vote against the bucket shop 
bill.” He said, “ Yes, that is substantially so; a member of 
the House told me I could have $50 if I would vote against i t ; 
more than that, he said he had been authorized to spend $500 
to obtain ten votes against the bill.” I asked him if he wrould 
tell me the name of that member of the House. He said, 
“ No, I don’t think I had better do that, because, you see, it 
would be just his word against mine ; it would be a question 
of veracity, and as no one was present when this conversation 
took place between him and me, why, I do not think I had 
better say anything about it, as I have no corroborative testi
mony to support my testimony.”

Q. Did you talk with him after that, Mr. Power? A. I 
talked with him last Saturday, not in conversation, but over 
the telephone.

Q. Will you give us that talk? A. Well, in answer to a 
question as to who the member of the House was, he said he 
did not care to make a statement at all for publication or other
wise ; he did not care to say anything more about it at all.

Q. Have you learned from him who the representative u7as ? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Now, did you talk with some one else? A. Yes, I 
talked with Mr. Thompson.

Q. Representative Thompson of the House? A. Yes.
Q. Will you tell the committee what that talk was? A. 

Substantially, yes. I said to him: “ I have been told that 
you heard Mr. Swig say that he had been offered money to 
vote against the bucket shop bill.” He said, “ Yes.” I said, 
“ You know that Mr. Swig denies that.” He said, “ Yes, I 
know he does, but I do not know why he should.” He said,
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“ Mr. Swig said he knew there was graft in this measure, and 
that he himself had been offered $100 to vote against it.” I 
said, “ You heard Mr. Swi°' say that?” He said, “ Yes, I 
did.”

Q. Any other talk? A. That is the only talk I had with 
Mr. Thompson.

Q. Now, have you talked with any one else with reference 
to it, any other representative or member of the House? 
A. Why, I have talked with various members of the House, 
but no one of them knew anything about any bribery in regard 
to the measure at all.

Q. Have you any knowledge of any money being used for or 
against any measure or bribery in any form during the year? 
A. I have no personal knowledge.

Q. Have you by information other than as you have already 
answered, Mr. Power? A. Why, I have heard the usual talk 
that there is in the lobby that certain men up here were in
terested in bills and were trying to influence legislation with 
reference to certain measures before the Legislature.

Q. Any other special measures? A. I heard there was 
money on the assignment of wages bill being used.

Q. A ere any names given? A. I heard the name of a man 
who is in the lobby here as being the man in charge of the 
work of trying to defeat the bill.

Q. A lobbyist? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you give the name, please? A. Fleming.
Q. John Fleming? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Any other names? A. Not in relation to that.
Q. Or in relation to any bill? Wc would be glad to have 

you give anything that may help the committee in any way, 
freely. A. I do not think I can recall at this time anything 
more than I have already said.

Q. Can you give nothing more that will help the committee 
in any way in reference to the matter? A. I do not think of 
anything now.

Q. Whom did this information come through with reference 
to Mr. Fleming. A . I do not know that I could state that now; 
I do not recall.

Q. Is that something that you heard about the State House?
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A. That is some of the usual talk 1 have heard around the 
State House.

Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) .  I s there any evidence to backup 
such a suggestion? A. I do not know about evidence. I 
know he was over there at the time the bill was before the 
Senate.

Q. We are not speaking about that, we do not care anything 
about what was done in the Senate. A. No, I did not say 
anything to him.

Q. Do you make the same statement that you made a minute 
ago, that there has been money used here in carrying legisla
tion through the House? A. Yes.

Q. Do you say you heard of Mr. Fleming being in charge 
of the work of trying to defeat the assignment of wages bill in 
the House? A. No.

Q. What does that apply to? A. I heard money had been 
used in trying to promote the Springfield water bill.

Q. By whom? A. Well, I heard the story very indirectly; 
I heard there was money being spent to promote the Spring- 
field water bill in the House.

Q. Have you any evidence or proof of that? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know who was spending it ? Can you say who 

was spending it? A. No, I cannot say I know the person who 
was spending it, but I have heard the name of a certain party 
mentioned as being the one.

Q. A lobbyist? A. No, sir.
Q. A member of the House? A. No, sir.
Q. Neither a lobbyist nor a member of the House? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Well, you do not want to say who the party was? A. I 

do not, no, sir.
Q. Well, who was it?
Q . (by Attorney-General M a lo n e) . Was that hearsay, 

Mr. Power? A. Yes, sir.
Q. (by Mr. D ea n ) . Was it in connection with the House? 

A. It was while the bill was pending in the House.
Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . D o you decline to answer who the 

party was? A. Well, I would rather not answer. I have no 
knowledge that the man did spend any money; I only heard
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from hearsay that the man was particularly interested in the 
passage of the bill, that there was money being spent to pro
mote the bill.

Q. Can you say who rumor said it was? This rumor must 
have mentioned some particular individual.

Attorney-General M alone. Of course the rules of evidence 
would not require an answer to that question ; it is a mere 
generalization if he has got no personal knowledge.

Q. Have you any specific evidence regarding the misuse of 
money here in the House this year? A. I have no personal 
knowledge myself of any use of money in the House this year.

Q- (by Mr. W a l k e r ) . Can you tell us from your infor
mation or knowledge, so that we can call him here, can you 
give us the name of any person whom you think could possibly 
throw any light on this question? A. Which question?

Q. Can you give us the name of any one who has direct 
knowledge of money being spent improperly in the House, or 
of any one who would be likely to have knowledge on that 
question ?

Attorney-General M alone . The person who told you, M r. 
Power, perhaps. A. 1 do not know of anybody who has any 
knowledge.

Q. (by Mr. T u r t l e ) .  Just what were you told about it? 
A. Just as I have said ; I heard there was money being spent 
to promote the Springfield water bill.

Q. Was anything said about the method of spending it? 
A. Well, I do not know that I know; I do not know that I 
did hear that directly, as to the method of it.
. Q. Or indirectly? A. No.

Q. (by Attorney-General Malone). Suppose you state all 
that you are willing to state about i t ; perhaps that will be the 
best way. A. Well, it was while the measure was being worked 
through; I talked with people interested in the bill and with 
those against the bill. I heard them say, in a sort of knowing 
way, that money was being used to promote the Springfield 
water bill; I heard a certain man's name mentioned, and it was 
said that he was taking a pretty active interest in this thing. 
The persons I have heard talk about it I do not think had any 
direct knowledge themselves, or knew absolutely or positively 
that money was being spent.
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Q. (by the S pe a k e r ) .  Is there any other piece of legisla

tion that you would make the same statements about? A. I 
do not recall any now.

Q. You do not recall any? A. No.
Q. And I understand you to say that this was not a member 

of the House nor a member of the lobby, so called? A. That 
is right.

Q . (b y  Mr. T u r t l e ) . Was it a m em ber o f the House that 
told you? A. No, sir.

Q. (by  the S pe a k e r ) . [Referring to a copy of the Boston 
American, dated May 2, 8 p .m . edition.] Did you write this 
story here? A. May I see that? [Referring to the printed 
copy.] I wrote that part where it begins — or I telephoned 
that part— “ Admits bribe attempt,” down to where it says, 
“ unless pressure can be brought to bear upon Representative 
Swig; ” the rest of it I did not write.

Q. Who wrote the introduction ? A. I do not know. That 
was written down in the office.

Q. Your stories are usually rewritten in the office, are they? 
A. They are, yes, sir.

Q. You do not know who wrote that? A. I do not.
Q. Would you say that this was the truth, so far as you 

have observed things here this year, “ At last the Massachu
setts Legislature of 1905-06, which has been concerned in 
more scandalous operations than any General Court in the 
Commonwealth?” A. I should not say that; no, sir.

Q. Would you say there was any truth in that statement? 
A. I should not say any such thing as that, that it was con
cerned in more scandalous things.

Q. Can you personally, from your observation here, recall 
any scandalous things, until the bucket shop bill, that the 
Legislature has been concerned in? A. That depends upon 
what point of view you take.

Q. From your point of view? A. I cannot offhand, no, 
sir. I know some things have happened up there which do 
not look just right.

Q. What? A. I say I do not recall any now.
Q. The Springfield water bill would be one of them? A. I 

think so.
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Q. In which the vote was four or five to one in favor of it? 

A. Yes.
Q. Has it been your observation up here during the time 

you have been here that they buy votes that way if they have 
to buy them at all ? Does it look quite reasonable ? How
ever, I do not care to press that. You did not write this in
troduction, and you do not know who did write it. A. I clo 
not.

Q. And the introduction, such statements as that, this big 
type stuff, is all written in the office, is it? A. That was, 
yes, sir.

Q. Did you write any other of these stories? A. I don’t 
know.

Q. I might ask you a question in regard to that. You 
yourself would not make a statement such as is written there 
at the opening of the article? A. I would not, no, sir.

Q. Have you any other reporters here regularly at the State 
House? A. No, they send up reporters specially assigned 
quite often.

Q. Was one of them specially assigned on this matter? A. 
I think so.

Q. Can you tell who? A. Mr. Davis.
Q. J. Frank Davis? A. Yes.
Q. Do you think he wrote that? A. No, I think he was up 

here at the State House. When I say “ specially assigned,” I 
think he has been specially assigned for the session to come up 
here to report anything that they might consider important for 
a special story.

Q. (by Attorney-General Malone). Mr. Power, who is the 
man that seemed so specially interested in the Springfield 
water bill, and who said he was furnishing money or passing 
out money? A. I said money was being spent on both sides 
of the bill, and one man was said to be particularly interested, 
was present a good deal, was particularly interested in passing 
the bill.

Q. Will you say who that was? A. With this understand
ing, that I do not say that he is the man who passed out any 
money or anything of that kind.

Q. Yes. A. That is Mr. Stone, a water commissioner of 
Springfield.
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Q. That is E. B. Stone, an ex-mayor? A. Yes.
Q. (b y  the Sp e a k e r ). He told you that money was being 

used? A. No, no. I say I make that statement with the 
understanding that I do not know that Mr. Stone passed any 
money, that it was not said that he had passed any money.

Q. (by Mr. Turtle). Was it said that any person named 
was passing any money? A. I do not think anybody who 
was named was passing any money. I said I heard the general 
statement that money was being used to promote the Spring- 
field water bill.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) . Can you give the com
mittee any further information in reference to matters which 
would be of use in calling witnesses in this investigation ? A. 
Only that I heard Senator Logan say that fifty-four members 
of the House had been bought to vote against the bucket shop 
bill.

Q. Senator Logan? A. Yes. That was the day that re
consideration did not prevail in the House. I said to him, 
“ It looks as if some people had a spite against the ‘ Traveler.’ ” 
That was before the “ American ” had any interest in the bucket 
shop bill. He said, “ It was not that; whjr, fifty-four mem
bers of this House were bought right outside the door to vote 
against this bill.”

Q. (by Mr. P eabody). Did he say that to you personally? 
Did Senator Logan say that to you personally? A. Yes.

Q. (by Mr. A m es) . What further conversation did you 
have with Senator Logan ? A. Not any.

Q . (by Attorney-General M alone) .  Can you state any
thing further that would help the committee in any way? A. 
Not that I know of.

Q. Who was present, Mr. Turtle asks, when that statement 
was made by Senator Logan ? A. I do not think anybody was 
present just at that time, but immediately afterward Mr. 
Phelan, who had made a speech in favor of reconsideration, 
stepped up and. spoke to Mr. Logan ; I do not think he was 
there at the time the statement was made, but he was a second 
or two afterward.

Q. Did he make any statement in his presence? A. I 
walked away when Mr. Phelan came up.
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Q. Anything more that you think of about any matter? 

A. Not that I think of now.
May  16, 1906.

C harles S. Groves — sworn.
Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) .  Charles S. Groves? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. You are the legislative reporter of the “ Globe”? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Groves, will you tell the committee anything that 

you know about charges of bribery in this Legislature as fully 
as you can ? A. The first information that I had relative to 
charges of bribery was in reference to the anti-bucket shop 
bill, so called, and I got my first information from a paragraph 
which was sent out by the .State House news service, in effect 
that Representative Swig of Taunton had said that he had been 
approached by a member of the Legislature and offered $100 to 
vote against the bucket shop bill, and I think this paragraph 
concluded by stating that Representative Swig would stand by 
that statement. I was in the restaurant, and immediately 
went downstairs to Mr. Copeland’s room, the news service 
room, and found Mr. Swig there. In the presence of several 
other newspaper reporters I asked him some questions. In 
substance he denied that he had said he had been offered any 
monejr by any member of the Legislature; and he was asked 
by one of us — whether I asked him or somebody else I do not 
know, — oh, he said he had been approached, and he was 
asked by one of us if he had been approached improperly, 
money was mentioned, — and he said, “ No.” I said to him, 
“ What do you mean?” “ Well,” he said, “ this man came 
to me and said if I would vote against the bucket shop bill that 
I would be all right, or he would make it all right with me, or 
something of that sort.” I think that is all I know about the 
matters before the committee.

Q. Did you talk with Mr. Leonard with reference to it? 
A. I did not.

Q. Or with Mr. Thompson? A. I have not spoken with 
Mr. Thompson.

Q. Or with any other member of the Legislature that you 
got any information from? A. No, no, no.
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Q. Is there anything that you can tell the committee with 

reference to bribery charges that would be of use in this inves
tigation? A. No, I do not think there is, Mr. Attorney- 
General.

Q. Do you know of any money being used for or against 
any measure of legislation this year? A. No, sir.

Q. Or any evidence which you could give the committee 
with reference to it? A. No, sir; no, sir.

Q. (by Mr. W a l k e r ) . Mr. Attorney-General, I would 
like to ask whether Mr. Groves knows of any one who he thinks 
would be likely to assist the committee. Can you give any 
names of any people, either through your own knowledge or 
through hearsay, who you think would be able to throw any 
light on this subject, if we should call them here? A. On the 
bucket shop bill?

Q. On any bill. A. The bucket shop bill is the only one I 
have heard of.

Q. In other words, have you heard of anybody who has any 
knowledge, or who claimed to have any knowledge, in regard 
to briben^ in the Legislature? A. No, I have not.

Q. Is there any one who you think could throw any light 
on this matter that we ought to have before us? A. No, I 
cannot think of anybody.

Q. You do not know of anybody? A. No, 1 do not know 
of any.

Q. (by Attorney-General M a lo n e) . Have you anything to 
offer to the committee other than what you have said? A, 
No, I have nothing to offer.

May  17, 1906.
W illiam  A. M urphy  — sworn.

Q. (by Attorney-General M a lo n e) . William A. Murphy, 
I believe? A. Yes.

Q. You are the reporter for the “ Boston Globe”? A. The 
“ Boston Globe.”

Q. You know the purpose of this investigation? A. I do.
Q. Can you give to the committee any information relative 

to charges of bribery ? A. Absolutely none.
Q. You wrote a story for the “ Boston Globe ” in which you 

said that some $20,000 had been used on the Springfield
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water bill, — can you tell the committee in reference to that? 
A. I wrote a story, yes, I think one Sunday, to the effect 
that about $20,000 would be necessary to cover the expense 
of attorneys, engineers and other assistants in relation to that 
bill, by both sides.

Q. Hid you have any reference to work of the lobby in any 
way ? A. Absolutely none. I got all my information from 
Mr. Bearden of the Springfield papers ; he talked to me of the 
amount of counsel fees and witness fees, and suggested it was 
a very expensive hearing. But the fees I referred to and ex
penses were all legitimate, as I understood it.

Q. Have you any other information relative to that Spring- 
field water bill ? A. None at all.

Q. And you say that your information was made up entirely 
from your talk with Mr. Bearden? A. I think so. I met him 
in the gallery and heard his story about the expense; the hear
ing had dragged out several days, and the witnesses were be
ing detained, and the suggestion was that they were being paid 
through those days of waiting.

Q. Have you any knowledge of any monej ,̂ or improper 
influences, being used for or against measures in the Legisla
ture this year? A. I have none.

Q. Have you had any talk with Bepresentative Swig in 
reference to charges made by him? A. I did.

Q. When? A. The day when he was alleged to make the 
statement as to $100 being offered.

Q. Will you give the committee that talk? A. I found on 
my desk the statement sent out by the syndicate to the effect 
that Mr. Swig had said $100 had been offered him to vote 
against the bucket shop bill. I immediately took that to Mr. 
Swig; I met two other members of the press, and we brought 
him up to Mr. Copeland’s room. We showed him the state
ment, and said, “ Bid you make such a statement?” He said, 
“ I did not.” 1 said, “ Mr. Copeland has sent this out.” He 
said, “ I do not know Mr. Copeland.” I said, “ You made 
some statement about this thing.” As I recall, he answered, 
“ In the talk of the corridor I did say something about being 
improperly approached.” I asked him who approached him, 
and he said, “ A man connected with the bucket shops from
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down town.” I think I asked him, “ Was it a regular lobby
ist ? ” He said, “ No, he didn’t think so.” I asked him if money 
had been offered him; he said, “ No.” Some other member 
present asked him if any one said anything about $100; he 
said, “ No, there was no suggestion of money.” Then I think 
it was myself who asked him, 4 4 What do you mean by 4 being 
improperly appproached ? ’ ” and he said, “ Well, the fellow 
told me that if I voted against the bill I would be all right, or 
I would be fixed.” Then I asked him, “ Then you didn’t 
make this statement, and you won’t stand for it?” He said, 
“ No, absolutely not.” Mr. Groves and myself left at that 
time, and rewrote out that evening the question and answer as 
we recalled it.

Q. Did he describe the man who approached him? A. He 
did not.

Q. In no way? A. In no way at all while I was there.
Q. Was that all the talk you had with him? A. That was 

all the talk I had with him.
Q. Who were present when this talk took place? A. I 

think Mr. Power of the 44 American ” was there, Mr. Groves 
and Mr. Daniels. There was one other — I don’t recall his 
name.

Q. Did you have any talk with him after that? A. None, 
except that he met me in the corridor the next day and wanted 
to thank me for the fair way in which the 4 4 Globe ” had used 
him.

Q. Was that all that was said? A. That was all.
Q. Have you talked with him since then in reference to the 

matter? A. I met him once after that, after he had been to 
the grand jury, the Suffolk grand ju ry ,— met him on Wash
ington Street, and he came up and asked me if I didn’t think 
it outrageous the way he had been treated, and I don’t remem
ber making any reply.

Q. Was that the last time you saw him? A. That was the 
last time.

Q. Did you have any talk with Mr. Leonard in reference to 
these matters? A. No, none.

Q. Or any other member of the Legislature? A. No other 
member of the Legislature.
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Q. Mr. Gefhro, — any talk with him? A. No.
Q. Do you know anything of the use of money this year in 

the Legislature, of your own knowledge? A. I do not, sir. 
I have been here ten years and do not know anything of i t ; I 
have not seen it.

' Q. Can you give the committee any information relating to 
this inquiry ? A. Absolutely none.

Q. Can you suggest any person who can? A. No.
Q. Other than the men whom we know about? A. Except 

that the members of the press have made the statements, — 
you have had those.

Q- (by Mr. Turtle). You say that either you alone or you 
and some other person, the evening of Mr. Swig’s first state
ment, wrote out the questions and answers of that conversa
tion? A. Immediately, and as we recalled them; that is, we 
didn't take them down stenographically.

Q- (by Attorney-General Malone). You put that in the 
“ Globe ”? A. Yes, sir. I will get a copy and give it to the 
committee, if you wish.

Q. (by Mr. Turtle). What was in the ‘‘ Globe ” ? A. What 
was in the “ Globe.”

Q- (by Attorney-General Malone). Will you do that, Mr. 
Murphy? A. I will.

May  17, 1906.J ames C. White — sworn.
Q- (by Attorney-General Malone). Give me your full 

name, please. A. James C. White.
Q. You are the reporter for ivhat newspaper? A. The 

“ Boston Journal.”
Q. Do you know the subject of this inquiry ? A. I have 

heard it, sir.
Q. J  ou know the order, you have read the order? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Can you give this committee any information relative to 

bribery in the Legislature at this session? A. None.
Q. Did you talk with Representative Swig in reference to 

charges made by him? A. I did, sir.
Q. When ? A. The day before he began to give out denials.
Q. Will you give the committee what he said, in substance?
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A. I went down and saw Mr. Swig down at the House reading 
room, he was sitting down there; I asked him about the story 
that he had been approached by a member of the House and 
offered money to vote against the bucket shop bill. He said 
that wasn’t so. I then asked him to give me some details on 
the thing, and he said, “ It wasn’t a member of the House ; it 
was a man outside.” I said, “ What did he say to you?” 
“ Well,” he said, “ this man outside came to me and said that 
he would take care of me if I voted against the bucket shop 
bill.” And so I said, “ Well, what did you understand by his 
saying he would ‘ take care ’ of you ; did you think he meant 
he was o-oing to give you a silk hat?” He said, “ No, not a 
silk hat, or an umbrella, either ; I understood he meant money.” 
I said, “ Who was this man?” He said, “ A man I have not 
seen around here before.” I said, “ Was he one of the regular 
legislative agents? ” He said, no, he was not; he said he was 
a man either working for, or connected with, some bucket 
shop, I understood.

Q. Was that all? A. That was all, yes.
Q. Did you see him afterwards? A. Yes, I saw him after

wards.
Q. Did you talk with him? A. Yes.
Q. What was said? A. Why, I simply joked him about 

the number of his denials, — that was all.
Q. Just tell the committee what you said, merely in sub

stance. A. Why, I said, “ Well, Simon, I see you have got 
your twenty-third denial out now.” I said, “ Are you going 
to keep this thing up?” He said he had been very much 
abused.; I told him I agreed with him ; I didn't know whether 
he had. been abused by himself or others. And I simply joked 
with him, and let it go at that.

Q. Did,Mr. Swig describe the man? A. I didn't get that 
famous “ tall, dark man with the bundle ” from him ; he didn't 
describe him at all, except to the effect that he was not a 
regular lobbyist Avho was around the State House, and that he 
was not a member.

Q. (by the Speaker). He made that statement directly to 
you ,— that, he wasn’t a regular lobbyist? A. Tes, I asked 
him especially on that, while I was trying to establish the 
identity of this mysterious person who had tempted Simon.
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Q. (by Attorney-General Malone) . Did you have any other 

talk with him? A. Why, I have talked with him almost 
from day to day on the thing, but perhaps I didn’t take it just 
as seriously as I should have.

Q. Were there any other statements that he made relative 
to the matter? A. Why, he has been making statements almost 
continually on the matter, one way or the other.

Q. What was the substance of those statements? A. Why, 
the general substance was, “ What was the use of putting 
some good fellow in a hole,” or something of that sort.

Q. Well, meaning Mr. Swig in the hole, or some other 
fellow — in your understanding of it? A. Why, I imagined 
that his general desire was to get away from the whole thing 
as quick as possible.

Q. His own desire? A. His own desire. He would rather 
hush the thing up, and dispose of it that way.

Q. From any talk with him did you make up your mind 
who the person was who spoke to him (if any one did) in 
reference to the bill? A. Why, I couldn’t say I made up my 
mind.

Q. I beg your pardon. A. I couldn’t say I had made up 
my mind.

Q. Well, did you get a description like any one whom you 
knew, from what he said? A. Why, that description might 
fit almost any number of men.

Q. Give us the description. A. Well, I have simply — I 
have no personal knowledge of the description; he didn’t de
scribe the man to me, so all I would have would be newspaper 
descriptions,-—-just the “ tall, dark man.”

Q. So he did not personally describe the man to you? A. 
He did not personally describe the man to me. All I was 
anxious about was to try to establish the identity, — whether 
he was a Hopse member, or a general House lobbyist.

Q. And you found he was neither, according to his own 
statement? A. According to Ms own statement he was neither 
a House member nor a member of the general lobby staff 
around here.

Q. Have you talked with Mr. Leonard in reference to it? 
A. Not at all, sir.

Q. Or any other member? A. No, except in general con-
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versation, that is a ll; that is probably the only topic we have 
had for the last —

Q. Have you spoken to Mr. Thompson about it? A. I do 
not know Mr. Thompson.

Q. Or Mr. Gethro? A. Yes, talked with Gethro.
Q. What conversation did you have with him? A. He told 

me he was all to the good on it.
Q. Let us hear what he said, — were those the words he 

used? A. He told me that in this matter— I said, “ Frank, 
are you up against this thing?” That may seem rather a 
peculiar question, but he said, “ No, I am perfectly clear in 
this thing; I voted for the bucket shop bill.” And he says, 
“ I stood by i t ; ” and he says, “ Now I see the construction 
that has been placed upon it by people, I am very glad indeed 
that my votes are on record in that way in this matter.” He 
said, “ I have had nothing to do with this matter in any way, 
but I think it will come through all right.” He then told me 
afterwards that he had retained Dan Coakley on the matter.

Q. Any other talk with him? A. No other that I remember.
Q. Did you have any talk with any member who mentioned 

Gethro’s name in connection with the bucket shop bill? A. 
No ; the mention of Gethro’s name came, as far as my per
sonal opinion goes, a complete surprise to me.

Q. Where did you first learn his name in connection with it? 
A. If my memory serves right I didn’t know anything about it 
till my City Hall man told me that a man very close to the 
grand jury had called him up at his house at half-past 12 the 
first day of the session and told him that the grand jury had 
voted to indict Gethro. He called me up at once and told me 
about it. I told him we had better go slow on the thing; I 
didn’t want to monkey with the grand jury. So next morning 
we merely hinted that an indictment had been found against a 
legislator, without giving any name.

Q. Is there any other member of the Legislature that you 
know about that might give information in this matter. A. I 
couldn’t attempt to suggest.

Q. Do you know, of your own knowledge, of money having- 
been used for or against — A'. The bucket shop bill ?

Q. Yes, the bucket shop bill, — this year? A. Of my own 
knowledge, no.
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Q. On information and belief? A. Why, I have nothing 

to sustain any thought I might have on that matter.
Q. You can give no evidence to this committee? A. No, 

I couldn't.
Q. Then all you have is rumors? A. Yes, which I have 

not printed, by the way.
Q. Can you suggest the name of any person who might be 

able to give evidence? A. I can’t, sir.
Q. Do you know of money, or any improper influence, 

having been used for or against any measure in the House this 
year? A. No, sir; not specifically.

Q. Nothing specific? A. No. The House is always full 
of rumors that money is being used here or money is being- 
used there.

Q. Does that come from House members, or from the out
side? A. The House members are generally the gentlemen 
who spread the stories about themselves.

Q. And they say so to newspaper men? A. Yes.
Q. And do they ask not to be quoted, as a rule ? A. Why, 

we generally protect them; if a man comes up and confesses 
that he has been taking money he does not expect that we are 
going to print his name.

Q. Has there been any such case this year, — where a man 
has confessed that he has been taking money? A. I haven’t 
heard any such cases. The greater part of it comes from the 
joking of the members themselves, who thinks it is a good 
thing to take some country member, or up-State member, and 
pull a roll of money out of their pocket, and say, “ I have got 
this on such a measure, you had better get next.” We had a 
case last year which came up on the floor of the House, where 
a member was said to have paid off a mortgage.

Q. Do you know of any such case this year, Mr. White ? 
A. No, sir.
’ Q. The information you get from members in relation to 

that is confidential, as a rule? A. Always.
Q. And it’s usually about some other member, or members, 

who have got money? A. In past years there have been 
members who have told about themselves.

Q. But none this year, — so far as you can remember? 
A. None.
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Q. Can you give the committee any other information 

relating to this inquiry? A. Not in the slightest.
Q. Or the sources of any information? A. Hot in the 

slightest.
Q. I)o you know anything about the Springfield water 

bill, — money having been used on that? A. I was told that 
they had a large number of very legitimate expenses in that 
matter; I was told that the expense of getting that bill 
through the Legislature was very heavy, because among other 
plans they had made was having blue prints made, and 
engineers’ plans, and everything else: I was told that the 
legitimate expense which was planned for, in order to show 
both sides of the case to the members, was very heavy indeed. 
There was occasionally bujfing a man a drink, or something of 
that sort, but I imagine it ended there.

Q. l rou heard nothing of money? A. Of money, no.
Q. The assignment of wages bill, — did you hear of money 

being spent on that in the House? A. Ho; I heard they 
were busy in the House, but I didn’t hear anything especially 
about the House.

Q. From whom did you hear that, Mr. White? A. Why, 
generally when a whole lot of new people begin to flock up 
around here there is generally some member who is willing to 
give an explanation of their presence, if you inquire. But 
that’s only rumor, absolutely.

Q. How, did you hear anything of the improper use, or the 
use, of money on the twelve o’clock liquor bill in the House? 
A. [Laughing.] Ho, I didn’t.

Q. Either way? A. Neither way.
Q. Did you hear of any money being offered to a member 

for a vote on that? A. Ho, I didn’t. I heard somebody, the 
authority I don’t remember, but it struck me so funny, charg
ing a man with getting 8400 on it?

Q. What do you mean by that — getting |400 for it? A. 
Why, for his vote in committee on it. I don’t think any one 
took the charge seriously.

Q. Was the man named? A. Yes, but it made so little 
impression on me that I don’t remember the man’s name.

Q. Do you remember the committee man’s name? A. Ho, 
I don’t remember the committee man’s name.
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Q. Or the man who told you? A. I don’t remember the 

man who told me.
Q. Well, do you refer to something that happened before 

the grand jury, Mr. White? A. Why, I don't remember. 
Why I smiled when you asked me the question, was because I 
remembered this thing all of a sudden, but I don’t remember 
where I heard it. I had heard it mentioned that as far as the 
twelve o’clock bill was concerned it was a matter of pure 
reasoning and nothing else.o oQ. Can you give any other information? A. Absolutely 
nothing.

Q. (by Representative W a lk er ) . Did any member of the 
House say to you that he had received any money during this 
session of the Legislature, for any bill? A. Not a single 
member.

Q. Did any member of the House say to you that he was 
offered any money, or other valuable thing? A. I don’t think 
so, I wouldn’t —

Q. Don’t you know whether he did.or not? A. Why, no, 
I couldn’t say off-hand.

Q. Stop and think, and say whether they did or not. A. 
[After a pause.] Why, it would be useless to go back be
cause, Mr. Walker, I might again say that we get this constant 
flood of rumors.

Q. I am not talking about rumor ; I want to know whether 
any member of the present House said to you at any time that 
he had received any money or other valuable thing? A. I 
don’t think so, this year.

Q. Don’t you know whether he did or not ? A. 1 couldn’t 
positively say.

Q. Why do you have any doubt as to whether they said it 
or not? A. Simply the doubt of my memory, that is all.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ). Mr. White, you are quite in the 
habit of joking members about such things, are you not? A. 
I do now and then.

Q. Have been for a number of years? A. Well, perhaps.
Q. Would I be proper in saying that one of my first 

recollections of you was in seeing you out in the smoking 
room there, talking with a group of men along that very 
line? A. I think so.
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Q. You have been quite in the habit, I guess, as you might 

say, of “ jollying ” the members regarding such things, have 
you not? A. Oh, yes, quite often.

Q . (by Representative W a l k e r ). I would like to know 
whether you can remember any instance where any member of 
the House, either in fun or in earnest, said to you that he had 
received any money for any bill this year? A. This year I 
have heard that, but undoubtedly I have heard it in fun.

Q. I would like to know who the men were who made that 
remark? A. I presume it was in fun.

Q. I want to know their names. A. I could not tell you.
Q. Don’t you remember ? A. I don’t remember.
Q. Don’t }'ou remember any particular man? A. I don’t 

remember any particular man.
Q. Either in fun or in earnest? A. Neither in fun nor in 

earnest.
Q. I would not object to your saying that a man said so and 

so to you, and you assumed at the time that it was in fun. I 
want to know whether the}' said it, either in fun or in earnest? 
A. Why, I presume they said it in fun.

Q. Who said it? A. I couldn’t remember that.
Q. You don’t remember a single instance during the session ? 

A. No; in the first place, that would not be a very common 
affair.

Q. I want to get an answer to my question. A. I don’t 
remember. I am saying that in all sincerity.

Q. You could not give the name of a single one? A. I 
could not give the name of a single one.

Q. Who said — either in fun or in earnest — that they had 
received any money? A. No.

Q. Do you remember any man in the House saying that he 
had been told that someone else received money? A. .1 have 
heard that.

Q. Did he mention any names? A. Why, they generally 
do, — to carry out the joke.

Q. Either in joke or in earnest — do you remember any 
case ? A. I couldn’t remember any name there, sir. I would 
explain again that we get such a constant stream of these things 
that perhaps we don’t take them just as seriously as we other
wise should.
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Q. (by the S pe a k e r ). As a matter of fact, Mr. White, you 
are in the habit of looking upon them as jokes? A. Why, 
either as jokes or something that cannot be proved.

Q. (by Representative Ames). Mr. White, in anything that 
has been said in the corridors that you have heard, either about 
seeing a roll of money shown with the statement, “ I received 
this for such a vote, you had better get in,” or words similar, 
— have you ever had occasion to believe that this was said 
other than in a joking way; in other words, have you ever 
placed any credence in such statements that you have heard ? 
A. Why, jres, I have.

Q. You have placed credence in them? A. Yes.
Q. Now, there, could jw>u tell us? A. I couldn’t, sir.
Q. lo u  believed that they were said other than in a joking 

way? A. Yes ; I believe money has been used in the House.
Q. (by the S pe a k e r ) . This 3-ear? A. I believe it is used, 

Mr. Speaker, every year.
Q. You can’t put 3rour finger on anything this year? A. 

Absolutely none. I couldn’t attempt to give names; I think 
every man in the galley has a certain list of men practically 
under suspicion all the time; I don't think there is a^^ doubt 
of that. We never catch them; whatever we get we get as 
rumors, and we can’t do anything with them.

Q. (by Representative Ames). In the stories that Mr. 
Swig has told you, when you have seen him from time to time 
subsequent to the time that this story was first published 
that he received $100, has his story been a consistent one, or 
has he made one statement to-day and another to-morrow? 
A. Oh, yes, he has denied them, and so on, all through; I 
guess he knows I have not taken his denials very seriously; it 
has always been insincere, — his denial, — as I think. My 
personal impression is that Simon got into it, and then got 
scared, and got out again.

Q. (by Representative W a l k e r ). You say,.Mr. White, 
that you believe there has been money spent during this ses
sion of the Legislature, and by that you mean that certain 
members of the House have received money to influence their 
votes,— you express that belief? A. I think it takes place 
every session.
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Q. Well, you expressed that belief in regard to this session ? 

A. I did.
Q. And you also said that certain members of the House 

during this session have said to you — either in fun or in 
earnest — that they had received money ? A. Yes.

Q. And now you mean to say that under oath you can’t 
remember a single instance? A. I say absolutely, under my 
oath, I can't remember a single man who has made that state
ment to me.

Q. And you don’t remember? A. I don’t remember.
Q. Now, I would like to ask you on what, other than mere 

corridor talk, do you base your belief that there has been 
money spent to influence votes in the Legislature this year, — 
you say you believe th a t; on what do you base your belief? 
A. Why, generally by watching 'the man, and watching the 
man at odd times.

Q. What do you mean by ‘ ‘ watching ” him, — watching the 
way he votes? A. Watching the way he votes; watching his 
talk out in the corridor.

Q. Hearing him talk, — conversations that you have over
heard,— do you mean, or entered into? A. Why, generally 
from his attitude, and so on, his bearing, and things of that 
sort.

Q. Did you ever hear a member of the House say to another 
member of the House, or to anyone else, that he received any 
money,— this year? A. This year?

Q. Yes. A. Why, I think I have sat in when something 
of that sort has been said.

Q. By one member to another, or to somebody else? A. 
Why, yes.

Q. Do you remember who the member was? A. No.
Q. You don’t remember a single case? A. No.
Q. You can’t recall a single name of a man whom you heard 

say that? A.. No.
Q. Have you heard a lobbyist say that he was employed by 

any one to influence legislation by giving money or valuable 
things? A. Oh, no; I never heard a statement of that sort.
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Ma t  17, 1906.

W illiam  H. D earden  — sworn.
Q. (by Attorney-General Malone) . • William H. Dearden ? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. You are the reporter of the “ Springfield Union” for 

the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You have heard the order on which this committee is 

sitting? A. Yes.
Q. Can you give this committee any information relative to 

bribery, or charges of bribery, relating to this inquiry? A. 
Nothing further than the story Mr. Leonard told me.

Q. Will you give that to the committee, please? A. As 
I recollect it, two days before it was published, I heard that he 
had such a story, and asked him about it, and he told me sub
stantially as it was published in all the papers.

Q. Will you give it here, please, so that it may go on the 
record? A. As I remember it, he said that in the course of 
that bill in the House — I don’t remember just what day, 
whether it was the day that the amendments were tacked on it, 
or the next day, that they refused to reconsider — a member of 
the House came to him at his seat and asked him to step out
side, and once outside told him that a friend of his interested 
in bucket shops had $500 that he was willing to put out to get 
ten votes with, and he wanted him to be one of the ten to take 
$50 ; and he told me how he expressed his indignation that 
such an offer should be made to him. I asked.him if he cared 
to tell me the name of the man — not for publication ; he 
didn’t, and I asked him if he was one of the Democrats of the 
House, ■—- kind of intimating the Boston Democrats, — and he 
said it was. I didn’t look it up any further because I had 
no desire to publish i t ; I had a desire to see him keep out of 
all mixing up in the thing, so I took no notice of it till it came 
out in the paper.

Q. Did you have any other talk with him in reference to it? 
A. No, I don’t believe I have, I don’t think I have mentioned 
the story-—except casually — with him since then.

Q. Have you talked with Mr. Swig in reference to these 
charges? A. No, I have not.

Q. Or any member of the House, in reference to ^these 
chai'ges? A. No.
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Q. Have you any knowledge of money being used for or 

against any bill at this session of the Legislature? A. Ho 
knowledge.

Q. Any information that you can give this committee rela
tive to it? A. No ; I have heard corridor rumors.

Q. What ? A. Why, corridor rumors on the bucket shop 
bill, and on other matters, but nothing definite enough so that 
I have even recollected where the rumors came from.

Q. What other matters ? A. The Springfield water bill, for 
instance; there were a few rumors on that, but not definite 
enough.

Q. Will you tell the committee what? A. Why, rumors 
that money was used on both sides.

Q. Did you write such a story for the ‘ ‘ Springfield Union ? ” 
A. I didn’t have anywhere near foundation for it, and didn’t.

Q. Didn’t you write for your paper that money had been 
used on both sides in that bill? A. Ho.

Q. Or anything to that effect, in substance? A. Ho. I 
believe I intimated in one story that there had been lobbyists 
employed on both sides, but nothing stronger than that.

Q. What do you know about lobbyists having been em
ployed on that? A. That is simply gossip ; I didn’t attempt 
to put it on my own authority; simply reported the fact that 
there were these stories going around.

Q. And do you know what lobbyists were employed, as a 
matter of fact?. A. Why, as I understood, Bob Southworth 
and Jack Fleming were working for the bill, and it was 
generally believed that Bullock was working against the bill, 
— owing, presumably, to his old friendship with Mr. Crane of 
Westfield, I believe a fellow member in the House with him 
years ago.

Q. Anything else? A. Hothing that I think of.
Q. Do you know of any money or other improper influence 

having been used for or against anj  ̂bill this session? A. I 
have no knowledge at all.

Q. Any information that you can give the committee? A. I 
am afraid not.

Q. (by Representative W a lk er ) .  Have you during this 
session heard any member say that he had received money? 
A. Ho.
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Q. Either in joke or in earnest? A. Why, I have a faint 

impression that some one made some such a remark, purely 
joking, one night down at the Western Massachusetts Club, — 
absolutely in joking, — some one absolutely above suspicion.

Q. You don’t remember his name? A. No. I positively 
haven’t heard any member in seriousness — any member whose 
statement to that effect would be given credence ■—• intimate 
anything of that sort.

Q. Have you heard any member say that he knew of any 
one who had received money, -—any member of the House or 
any other person who said that he knew of a member of the 
House who had received money ? A. Well, I can’t give names, 
but I have heard those corridor gossip stories, of course, but I 
have paid no attention to them.

Q. What stories have you heard? A. Why, simply stories 
of the bucket shop bill and stories of the water bill, — no names 
mentioned.

Q. What did they say? A. Why, corridor gossip to the 
effect that certain members— not even certain members, but 
that members are getting money to vote for this bill.

Q. Did you hear any one name any member of the House 
who had received money? A. No, I haven’t. The only 
definite story that I have heard is the story that Mr. Leonard 
told me.

May  17, 1906.
W illiam  U. S w an— sworn.

Q. (by Attorney-General M a lone) . Will you give yo ur 
full name? A. William U. Swan.

Q. And you are a reporter in the House? A. Yes, sir; I 
represent the Associated Press.

Q. Do you know of the improper use of money, or other 
influence, in the Legislature this year? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know of any money having been offered a mem
ber, or anything having been offered a member, other than 
what you have seen in the newspapers? A. I had an interview 
with Mr. Swig on May 2—

Q. Will you give that to the committee, please, in sub
stance? A. Just before the afternoon session of the House, 
in which he said that he had been approached by a representa
tive of a bucket shop and asked to vote against the bill and
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offered inducement for doing so ; he also denied that he had 
been offered $100 by a member of the Legislature to vote 
against the bill.

Q. Did jrou have any other talk with him at any other time? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Have you talked with any other member of the House in 
reference to bribery charges? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any information that you can give to the com
mittee? A. I have not anything; no, sir.

Q. Has any other member told you that he has been ap
proached, directly or indirectly, other than Mr. Swig? A. 
No, sir; other than Mr. Swig.

Q. And of your own knowledge and belief you have no 
other evidence that you can give the committee? A. I have 
absolutely nothing.

Q. Were you alone when the talk was had with Mr. Swis;? 
A. I think that Mr. Covington was present.

Q. Was any one else present? A. No, sir.
Q. Where was it? A. It was just inside the doorway of 

the House corridor.
Q. He made a positive statement? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you have given that in substance? A. I have given 

that, yes, sir; just as I remember it.
Q. Did you take a memorandum of it at the time? A. 

After the controversy that afternoon as to what Mr. Swig 
said, in order to keep a memorandum, or keep it in mind, I 
wrote out a little slip of exactly what Mr. Swig told me.

Q. Were there House members there, do you remember, 
Mr. Swan? A. I don’t remember of any House member.

Q. Do you remember seeing Representative Mellen there ? 
A. I don’t remember, no, sir.

Q. Did you hear Mr. Swig say that he could prove that he 
had been offered money? A. No, sir ; I only heard him say, 
as I said, that he had been approached by a representative of 
a bucket shop and asked to vote against the bill and offered an 
inducement for doing so.

Q. Did he say that he had been offered S100? A. No, sir.
Q. You were therewith Mr. Covington at the time? A. 

I was there with Mr. Covington.
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Q. Did he say anything about the Legislature in any way? 

A. No, sir.
Q. Is that all you remember? A. That is all I remember, 

yes, sir.
Q. Did he say anything about a House member in connec

tion with this charge? A. Only what I have just said, that 
he denied that any House member had offered him $100 to vote 
against the bill.

Q. lo u  have had no conversation with Mr. Leonard? A. 
No, sir.

Q. (by Representative D ean) . Was this before anything 
was printed on the matter? A. This was at 2 o’clock that 
afternoon, and I can’t  say whether that first interview with Mr. 
Swig in the “ Traveler” had appeared in print or not; I sup
pose it did,, but I hadn’t seen it.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Was anything said to 
indicate to you the identity of the person who had approached 
Mr.'Swig? A. No, sir.

M ay 17, 1906.
E dward W entw orth  P rescott —  sworn.

Q. (b y  Attorney-General M alone). Will you give your 
full name? A. Edward Wentworth Prescott.

Q. You represent what newspapers in the House? A. 
The Boston News Bureau, the “ Lynn Evening News,” the 
“ Gloucester Times,” — and do you want my New York 
papers ?

Q. No. Did you have any talk with Mr. Swig in reference 
to charges of bribery, at any time? A. I did.

Q. A ill you tell the committee what was said? A. After 
receiving from Mr. Copeland the “ flimsy” which was the re
sult of his inquiries, and learning of Mr. Swig’s original state
ment, I immediately went to the House corridor to find Mr. 
Swig, to verify it. I couldn’t find him. I saw another news
paper man who had seen him, and I asked him if it was so 
(that gentleman was Mr. Covington) ; he said it was so. I 
went upstairs and telephoned to the Boston News Bureau; 
they suggested I had better see him and verify it before they 
would use it. Half an hour afterwards I went to see Mr. 
Swig, and it took me fifteen minutes beyond that time to find
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him ; he was surrounded by a number of men. I got up to 
his elbow, and got his attention for a moment. I said, “ Mr. 
Swig, is your statement authentic ? ” or, “ Is your statement 
correct?” He said, “ Yes.” Well, in way of explanation, I 
think 1 ought to say this, — I learned subsequently that another 
statement had been given out by him, contradicting his first 
one, so that in my own mind I am not the least bit positive, 
or in any way convinced, which statement he referred to when 
he said, “ Yes,” whether he referred to his denial or his first 
statement. I was not aware of his denial at the time I went 
to him.

Q. Have you had any other talk with him? A. I have not 
spoken to him regarding that matter since.

Q. Have you had any talk with Mr. Leonard in reference to 
it?' A. No, sir.

Q. Or any other member of the House? A. Except in gen
eral conversation, discussing Mr. Swig’s somersault, so to 
speak.

Q. Have you any knowledge of money, or other improper 
methods, being used for or against any measure in the Legis
lature this sitting,— in the House especially? A. I have no 
knowledge of money being spent or offered.

Q. Or any improper influence being used ? A. I don t know 
what would be “ improper influence,” — if I could ask the 
question ?

Q. Well, if you will make your statement, please, Mr. 
Prescott, and then the committee may judge? A. It's common 
practice with members, my overhearing them agreeing with 
each other to favor bills providing that the other one will recip
rocate by favoring a measure of theirs. I shouldn’t call that 
“ improper,” but perhaps the measure isn’t considered on its 
merits.

Q. Anything else, Mr. Prescott, in any way? A. No, not 
in answer to your first question.

Q. You know of no money having been spent? A. Abso
lutely none.Q. And do you know of any member having said that money 
had been spent or used in any way, other than Mr. Swig? A. 
I do.
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Q. Will you state to the committee what? -V. I remember 

that after the passage of, — or, at least, if I could correct 
myself, after the rejection of the overtime bill in the Senate, —

Q- The Senate matter is not concerned here; we are investi
gating the members of the House. I understood that you said 
that it was in the Senate, was it? A. It was a senator who 
made a remark.

Q. And of the Senate, or of the House ? A. Of the Senate; 
no reference to the House.

Q. Have you any information that will aid this committee 
in any way in this inquiry? A. Not that would be in any way 
specific.

Q. General? A. General.
Q. Gan you give any names in any way that will help? A. 

I shouldn t care to, because I think I should be doin<j an in- 
justice both to myself and to the persons I should name, 
because it is my own opinion — helped, perhaps, by a consensus 
of opinion among the newspaper men ; with no actual knowl
edge, but a general feeling which we have from observation of men.

Q. ^  eT, your feeling is that there is something wrong, 
some improper influence being used on certain men, — is that 
it? A. Yes, sir, I should say so; that’s my opinion.

Q. Can you give the committee anything that will help them 
in reference to legislative matters at this sitting, — names or 
othervise? A. Not that I would feel justified in doing; not 
that I would care to withhold the name of any person, but I 
don t think my own opinion is of sufficient consequence to in
jure any person by mentioning names.

Q- Have you any evidence? A. None whatever.
Q. So that any information that you might give the com

mittee would lie simply a feeling about the House and corri
dors ? A. 1 es, and from conversations with members of the 
General Court, members of the press, and the general run of 
citizens about the building.

Q- Would you give us the names of any member of the 
House who has said to you that there was something going on 
that was not right, or anything of that nature? A. I couldn’t 
— in this year’s Legislature.
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Q. And the press — do you care to give any names of any 

members of the press? A. Why, I fear that I should have to 
give the names of almost all, because it is in conversation with 
them at various times.

Q. And is that in a general way, Mr. Prescott, or specific? 
A. More often it's specific.

Q. You refer to the list of the House members of the press? 
A. The press represented at the State House, yes, sir.

Q. Can you give us any information relative to these charges 
coming from the press gallery, or elsewhere, that would help 
the committee in this inquiry? A. No, sir. I should be only 
too glad, and consider it a duty, to help and to give the names 
if I could, but I feel, as I stated before, that my information, 
or my opinion, — and even, perhaps, my belief, — is formed 
by conversation, and in a way observation or circumstantial 
evidence.

Q. And that is all you know ? A. Well, that would extend 
over any quantity of ways of judging; for instance, the quick 
change of a vote by a member, and a repeated quick change, 
or his conduct, perhaps, about the building with persons not 
connected with the Legislature.

Q. And you would be no more specific than that? A. No, 
sir.

Q. You could not be? A. No, sir.
Q. And did you notice anything of that kind in connection 

with the bucket shop bill, Mr. Prescott? A. It was very ap
parent to me that the same powers which defeat all legislation 
antagonistic to certain interests, or to interests, — to certain 
interests, must have been at work, — I will withdraw the word 
“ must,” — were at work in the corridors previous to the last 
discussion of the matter.

Q. Influences in what way, Mr. Prescott? A. Why, in 
many instances they were personal influences, friends of the 
members, doubtless, who perhaps would be injured or bene
fited bjr the legislation, appealing to them, and others who I 
well knew were not interested — except from a pecuniary stand
point of being perhaps retained.

Q. Could you give the names of those persons whom you 
saw in the corridors interviewing members, who were not
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friends of the members in your opinion ? A. I couldn’t desig
nate those who were not friends; I think, in the majority of 
cases the names which I would give were on friendly terms, 
in fact.

Q. Well, will you give the names of those persons? A. I 
should have to think a minute and think of the day that they 
were standing about there. [After a pause.] Well, there was 
a Mr. Ivelliher, who I understand is a telegraph operator or 
connected with one of the so-called “ bucket shops.”

Q. Where was he when you saw him? A. In the corridor 
in front of the House.

Q. Interviewing a member? A. Interviewing, yes, mem
bers.

Q. Can you give the names of the members ? A. I couldn’t 
recall them ; he was introduced to a member.

Q. By whom was he introduced? A. By some one I didn’t 
know, but a person who I have seen here, but I didn’t know 
his name.

Q. Anything else? A. There was a Mr. —
Q. What bucket shop is Mr. Ivelliher in? A. I am not 

aware.
Q. Ho you know his full name? A. No, sir; I am not ac

quainted with him.
Q. Hive the other? A. And a friend of my own, a resi

dent of Lynn, Mr. Carbin, 1 think (may be Carben), Bernard 
Car bin.

Q. What did you see him doing? A. He was conversing 
with members.

Q. And is he interested in a bucket shop ? A. I am inclined 
to think he is employed in the Metropolitan Exchange, I think, 
— if that’s the proper name, — as a telegrapher.

Q. Did you know of his offering any money, or improperly 
trying to influence any member? A. I did not; no, sir.

Q. Any other names that you can give the committee? A. 
Only the names of the regular legislative agents who were 
about the building ; but I couldn’t say that they were convers
ing with members on that particular subject.

Q. Will you give those names? A. Well, I am not certain 
as £o the exact number, but I am inclined to think that Mr.
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Fleming, who was in the building at the time, Mr. Female!, 
Mr. Barter, — I can't remember now of seeing other than those, 
and possibly Mr. Ladd, but that would be with the word 
“ possibly,” because I am not certain.

Q. Do you know that these men were working on the bucket 
shop bill? A. I do not.

Q. They are in the building every day, are they not? A. 
Every day; I see them most every day.

Q. Have you any reason for attaching them to,this special 
legislation. A. Not “ them,” using the word “ them” as ap
plying to them all.

Q. Or any one of them? A. It was said in the gallery, the 
reporters’ gallery, after the bill had been rejected, that Mr. 
Fleming had been instrumental in killing the bill, by some 
member of the gallery, and that’s the only knowledge I have 
— it’s hardly knowledge.

Q. Have you anything else that you can give the committee, 
Mr. Prescott, in any way? A. It would be as indefinite as 
anything I have given them, I am afraid.

Q. Anything that you think would aid the committee we 
would be glad to hear. A. I don’t think of anything.

Q. (b}̂  Representative Sew ard) .  H ow do you know that 
the two men who you said were operators in bucket shops were 
here on that specific matter ; have you overheard any conver
sation between them and any member of the flouse that gives 
you reason to believe that they were here in opposition to, or 
for, that bill? A. Well, with the knowledge that both were 
telegraph operators, and —

Q. Oh, it is your supposition? A. One I know was em
ployed in one of those bucket shops, so called, and it was my 
assumption that he was interested in one way or another.

Q . (by  Representative D e a n ) . Did he belong to the or
ganization that is reputed to have sent out a circular in regard 
to the bill? A. One of the gentlemen which I have named 
did belong.

Q. (by Representative W a lk er ) .  Did you hear any mem
ber of the House say that he received money, or anything else, 
to influence his vote? A. No, sir. (

Q. Did you overhear any conversation between one member



1906.1 HOUSE — No. 1367. 53
and another that would lead you to suppose that anj  ̂member 
received any money or other valuable thing? A. Not when 
they were speaking seriously.

Q. Merely in jest? A. Merely in jest.
Q. Did you ever hear any one say — whether a member of 

the House or not — that he knew that any member had re
ceived money? A. No, sir.

May  17, 1906.Feed A. Beaese — sworn.
Q. (by Mr. H a l e ). Mr. Bearse, w hat is your full name? 

A. Fred Alfred Bearse.
Q. You are a member of the present House ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you heard from any person at any time during the 

session anything that would cause you to believe that money or 
other improper influence had been used to affect pending legis
lation ? A. Well, I  should — at this time I  might make a state
ment. Another member has spoken to me in relation to another 
member’s speaking to him. That is as far as I  could say.

Q. That is the only statement which has been made to you 
by anybody in the House or out which would give you any 
reason to believe that money or other improper influence had 
been used? A. Ye ,̂ sir.

Q. What was the name of that member ? A. Mr. Leonard.
Q. Mr. Leonard is a member from Springfield ? A. Spring- 

field.
Q. Y ou had a talk with him ? A. Mr. Leonard came to me 

and made a statement.
Q. When? A. The Saturday prior to the date of the bucket 

shop bill; the bucket shop bill was coming up on Monday, if I 
am not mistaken.

Q. Was the talk that you had with Representative Leonard 
confined to his statement, or did you also engage in it? A. No, 
I  didn’t engage in it. He just made the statement to me and I 
told him I  hadn’t heard of any such thing.

Q. What was the statement that he made to you? A. That 
a certain member had told him that there' was a friend of his 
willing to pay $50 for ten votes against the bucket shop bill.

Q. Who was present at this statement by Mr. Leonard to 
you? A. No one was present.
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Q. Where was it made ? A. In the Masonic Club at Spring- 

field.
Q. You come from Springfield? A. I  come from Spring- 

field.
Q. And are friendly with Mr. Leonard? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was the name of the member that Mr. Leonard 

gave you ? A. Representative Gethro.
Q. And what was the name of the man that Mr. Leonard 

said Representative Gethro had named to him ?• A. ILe didn’t 
tell me any name.

Q. Was that the whole of the statement? A. That was the 
whole of the statement.

Q. How, what, if anything, did you say during the conversa
tion? A. I  just made the statement that I  hadn’t heard of any 
such thing, that is, he hadn’t approached me.

Q. When did you for the first time repeat Representative 
Leonard’s statement to you ? A. I haven’t repeated it to any 
one except to Leonard himself.

Q. You have talked with Leonard since, you mean ? A. Yes.
Q. And no one else ? A. To no one else.
Q. So you now tell it for the first time to this committee ? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever had any talk regarding the subject-matter 

of Leonard’s statement with Representative Gethro ? A. Ho, I 
haven’t said a word.

Q. Or he to you ? A. Ho.
Q. You have had no interview with any newspaper reporter? 

'A. Ho, sir.
Q. Have you any other information whatsoever for the com

mittee about the so-called bucket shop legislation ? A. Ho, 
sir.

Q. State to the committee as fully as you can all the informa
tion that.you have relative to the passage of the Springfield 
water bill. A. Well, as far as the bill is concerned it is quite 
a long story, of course. This original bill was here for the first 
time this year.

Q. I  am covering this present Legislature. A. I  don’t know 
of any money being \ised. I  know the lawyers — Mr. William
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H. Brooks, I  suppose, get a fee for his part of the handling of 
the case. I  know nothing further in the matter.

Q. Did you ever make any statement to anybody as to the 
possible or estimated cost of the expenses, whether legitimate or 
otherwise, of putting the Springfield water hill through the 
Legislature ? A. No. I  think I  have conversed with a num
ber of different people who have brought the matter up, and 
have seen published statements of its costing $16,000 to carry 
it through.

Q. Did you ever make any statement as to the estimated cost 
of it to anybody ? A. I  saw a published account a short time 
ago that it had cost Springfield, and practically that it cost West- 
field, in the neighborhood of $6,000 each.

Q. I  don’t think you get my question. Did you ever make 
any statement to anybody about the estimated or possible cost 
of putting the bill through the Legislature ? A. No.

Q. To nobody ? A. No.
Q. Who made any statement to you about it? A. I  think 

one of the reporters. I  think I  had a talk with Mr. Powers of 
the “ Boston American ” about it.

Q. Did Mr. Powers make a statement to you that it cost a 
certain amount of money to put it through ? A. Yes, he made 
the statement that Jake Wardwell was interested in it, and I  told 
him I  didn’t believe it and never thought he had anything to 
do with it.

Q. What were your grounds for not believing it ? A. Well, 
that William H. Brooks, a lawyer in Holyoke, had charge of the 
case, and I  thought he had a fair chance for the bill without 
spending any money. That is what I  said if any one asked me 
anything about it.

Q. What information did you give Mr. Powers about the 
Springfield water bill? A. I don’t think I  gave him any. 
He intimated at the outset he thought there had been money 
used. I  told him I  didn’t believe it, and he asked me about 
Wardwell, and I  told him I  didn’t believe Wardwell had any
thing to do with it, and then he left me.

Q. Was the interview Mr. Powers had with you a reporter’s 
interview ? A. I  presume so. I  was born and brought up
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with Mr. Powers in Springfield, and have known him for 
years.

Q. Didn’t he ask you a single question at the interview? 
A. Not that I recall. I had almost forgotten about that. I 
don’t recall having any, I just recollect the Wardwell matter.

Q. So you think that interview was entirely confined to his 
statements to you ? A. Yes, sir. lie was trying to draw me 
out, perhaps. I  couldn’t tell him anything.

Q. What can you tell this committee relative to the use of 
any money to put through the Springfield "water bill ? A. I 
don’t think there was any used to put the bill through. I  think 
the bill was put through on its merits, from start to finish.

Q. Have you any reason to know what the legitimate ex
penses of putting through the bill were? A., No, I  have not, 
only I  imagine — Mr. Brooks is a very able lawyer — that he 
gets a good sized fee, and he has been on the case for a number 
of years. Springfield has been investigating a water supply for 
six or eight years, and Mr. Brooks has .had charge of it.

Q. Do you know the name of any other person than Mr. 
Brooks who was employed in any capacity on the Springfield 
water bill, either for or against its passage? A. Other than 
Mr. Brooks ?

Q. Yes. A. Our water commissioners and the mayor and 
city solicitor were interested in the passage.

Q. Do you know of any others who were employed ? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Have you heard of any others who were employed? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Have you heard the name of any person connected with 
the State Blouse lobby who was employed? A. No, sir.

Q. You never heard anybody’s name mentioned further than 
you have stated ? A. No, sir, on the Springfield side. I know 
the Westfield people had their water commissioner down and 
other parties; that is all I  recall.

Q. Did you say to Mr. Powers, either in words or in effect, at 
any time, that in your opinion money had been used to promote 
the Springfield water bill? A. Not that I recall.

Q. Or to oppose it? A. I  might have stated, perhaps, that 
the chairman of the water hoard of Westfield was down here a



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 57
good deal of the time and spent considerable money undoubtedly.

Q. And how do you know that ? A. By seeing him down at 
the Adams House.

Q. About his spending money? A. I  don’t know anything,
I  don’t know as he did spend any money only for his expenses.

Q. If you did say to Mr. Powers you thought he did spend 
money, what was the basis for your belief ? A. I  don’t think I 
made any such statement.

Q. Do you know the name of any person who would assist 
this committee by any information relative to the subject-matter 
of the inquiry ? A. The Springfield water bill, or the —

Q. The whole subject of the inquiry as to the bribery 
charges? A. No, I  don’t.

Q. Is there any further statement you desire to make ? A. 
No, sir.

The Spe a k er . Any member of the committee desire to ask 
Mr. Bearse any question ?

Q. (By Mr. W a l k e r ). I  should like to ask, Mr. Bearse, 
whether this conversation with Mr. Leonard took place before 
the matter was made public, before the public got hold of the 
matter? A. Yes, I  think so.

Q. It was simply private information he gave you before 
the thing became public, was it ? A. Yes.

Q- (by the S pe a k e r ). I  should like to ask you if  I under
stood rightly that it was the Saturday before the vote ? A. The 
Saturday before the vote, yes.

Q. And you are sure of that time, are you? A. Monday 
was the date that the bill came up, if I am not mistaken.

Q. I guess it was voted on Tuesday. A. I  think it was set 
over one day, but it was supposed to come up; and I  was just 
getting ready to play pool with Mr. Leonard, and he called me 
one side and made that statement.

Q. Do you remember when Mr. Leonard published his state
ment? A. It was the next Thursday or Eriday, I  think, the 
“ Republican ” had it. I think Mr. Swig had made his state
ment.

Q. (by Mr. W h e e l e r ). .Tust a possible correction. I think
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you stated that $50 was offered for ten votes; do you mean $50 
apiece? A. Yes, as near as I  can recall the conversation.

Q. (by  Mr. H a l l ). Yon said you had had subsequent con
versations with Representative Leonard, after the one at Spring- 
field. A. After the one at Springfield ?

Q. Yes. A. That I  talked with Mr. Leonard on the sub
ject ?

Q. After he made the statement at Springfield. A. Yes, 
after he was called before the grand jury here. I  hadn’t had 
any talk with him between the time he made the statement to 
me and the time he was summoned.

Q. That is what I  am inquiring about. Yon did say, as I 
understood you, that you had had talks with Mr. Leonard since 
you had the talk at Springfield? A. Yes; I  sit right side of 
him and see him every day.

Q. And you have had talks with him since that time about 
the statement that he made to you at Springfield? A. Yes, 
inasmuch as he made the statement.

Q. Has he ever changed that statement in form or substance 
as made to you at Springfield, in any of the subsequent inter
views ? A. Ho, sir. The only statement he has made was that 
his word probably was as good as the other man’s, and that is 
all there is to it.

Q. That his word was as good as the other man’s ? A. Yes.
Q. Meaning Gethro? A. Yes, I  suppose so.

Ma y  17, 1906.
George F . B irch  —  sworn.

Q. (by Mr. H a l l ). What is your full name, Mr. Birch? 
A. George Frederick Birch.

Q. You are a member of the present House? A. I  am.
Q. What can you tell this committee, if anything, about any 

improper influences brought to bear upon you, or any other 
member of the Legislature, during the present session? A. 
Hot a thing to my personal knowledge.

Q. Lias any person in the House or out in your presence 
made any statement relative to the use of money or other im
proper influence to affect legislation? A. To me?

Q. Yes. A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or in your presence ? A. Ho, sir.
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Q. Have you ever made that statement to anybody ? A. 

That anybody ever made it to me?
Q. Yes. A. Personally, no, sir.
Q. Has it ever been made in your presence? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Have you ever heard any such statement? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing, in the House or 

out of it, which would lead you to believe that money or other 
improper inducement had been used to affect pending legisla
tion? A. No, sir. On the contrary, I believe nothing of the 
kind ever occurred, and always have.

Q. Do you know the name of any person you can give to 
this committee that will assist them in this inquiry? A. Yes.

Q. Who? A. Mock of Boston.
Q. A representative ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is the basis of your belief that his information will 

assist the committee? A. What he told me after the vote on 
the bucket shop bill was cast.

Q. What did he tell you? A. I should prefer him to tell 
you rather than me. It is third-handed, and I don’t know as 
I consider it evidence.

Q. Do you mean you decline for any reason to state? A. 
I do. I don’t believe it is policy for me to state.

Q. Is there any other reason you offer why you decline to 
state, except policy? A. Other than that I don’t wish to in
criminate anybody else. Let them tell their own story.

Q. That is, the only reason you decline to give the informa
tion is because you don’t think it is politic ; is that true? A. 
I don’t think it is right. Let every man tell his own story. 
Personally I know absolutely, nothing about any graft or any 
offer of money or anything at any time since I have been a 
member of this Legislature.

Q. But you have had a conversation with Representative 
Mock of Boston. When was that? A. I had no conversation 
with him other than trying to persuade him to believe as I be
lieved, that this thing was all a farce ; and in order to convince 
me to the contrary he made a statement to me which I say 
I prefer him to make to this committee rather than for me to 
make it.

Q. In whose presence besides yours and his was the state-
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ment? A. Nobody’s; and that is the reason why I refuse to 
make the statement.

Q. W hen was it made? A. Three or four days after the 
bucket shop vote ; I don’t know, I can’t remember exactly the 
date.

Q. Was the bucket shop legislation the subject-matter of 
your discussion ? A. It was.

Q. Where was the statement made? A. I think it was on 
our way to lunch.

Q. And the only reason why you decline to state it is that 
you don’t think it is policy, and not right for you to? A. I 
don’t think it is right and proper. I don’t think it is proper 
for me to tell somebody else what somebod}r else told me that 
somebody else told him. It is getting a little too far away.

Q. Those are your only reasons ? A. Exactly. Therefore 
I should refuse to make any statement, unless it was demanded 
of me that I should. I should prefer the gentleman himself to 
make the statement to this committee that he made to me, and 
if he sees fit to say to the committee what he said to me, I 
should be perfectly willing to corroborate it, whether it was 
the same as he said to me or anything else.

Q. I understand you mean by that you would corroborate 
the statement he made to you? A. I mean simply that if he 
says to the committee what he did say to me, if it is the same 
as he said to me I should agree to i t ; if it was not, I shouldn’t. 
That is what I mean.

Q. Did any other person at any time say anything to you ? 
A. Never in the world since I have been a member of this 
Legislature.

Q. So that your exclusive information comes from Repre
sentative Mock? A. Yes ; and I have no information to give 
you, any way. You asked me the question if anybody had 
said anything to me, and 1 answered the question and tried to 
answer it truthfully.

Q. He is the only person, is he? A. He is the only per
son who has ever said a word to me to try to convince me that 
such a thing as graft existed in the Legislature of Massachu
setts, which I didn’t believe.

Q. Have you the name of any other person except Repre
sentative Mock? A. No, I have not.
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Q. Can you give this committee any further information ? 

A. No, I cannot.
Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ). Y ou are perfectly willing to be re

called before the committee later on ? A. Surely, Mr. Speaker. 
I shouldn’t have made this statement now, only that I con
sidered it in the line of a truthful answer, and I couldn’t see 
any way of avoiding it. I don’t believe in falsifying anything.

Q- (by Mr. H all) .  If the statement made to you by 
Representative Mock was true, does that statement tend to 
convince you that there has been bribery in the present Legis
lature? A. The statement lie made to me didn’t at the time 
convince me even, but he made it in trying to convince me.

Q. If you believed the facts in the statement that he made, 
would you then believe in the existence of bribery ? A. Why, 
I don't know on what ground I could believe the facts.

Q- No: I say if you believed the facts. A. Well, I don’t 
claim I do believe them.

Q. But pray assume, please, if you believed the facts, then 
would you believe the existence of bribery in the Legislature? 
A. I think there would only be one answer to that, wouldn’t 
there?

Q. I am asking you. A. Either that Mr. Mock wasn't 
telling the truth, or I didn’t believe what he said. Either one 
is an answer.

Q. You don’t quite get my proposition. Assuming what he 
said, assuming the facts he stated to you were true, — not 
whether you believed them to be true or not, — but assuming 
the facts he stated to you .were true, then I say those facts 
would compel you to believe, if true, that bribery existed in 
the Legislature? A. It would simply take me back to a ques
tion of veracity between Mr. Mock and the man who told him.

Q. That isn’t what I am asking at all. A. Perhaps I don’t 
quite catch what you mean.

Q. 1 don’t think you do. He stated certain facts to you. 
A. He stated certain things which he claimed were facts.

Q. Now, assuming they were facts, then those facts would 
convince you that bribery existed in the Legislature? A. 
Well, really I can’t hardly say they would do that.

Q- Even if true? A. Well, if they were true that would be 
the end of it, if they were true ; but it is a question whether I
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can believe they were true or not, any more than I did before 
he told me.

The Spe a k e r . We may ask yoju to appear before us again, 
Mr. Birch, to answer the question which has been suggested 
here; in fact, I think we shall, I do not think there is any 
question but what we shall. We are willing to yield to your 
request at this time and not press this particular question.

T he W it n e ss . I had ra th e r you w ould, for the sake of the 
honor of the o ther m an.

Q. (By Mr. Lowell). Mr. Birch did this statement of Mr. 
Mock to you relate to something which happened to him, or 
something which happened to a third party? A. Something 
which happened to him. I was the third party in the affair.

The Sp e a k e r . We would like to be perfectly courteous, 
Mr. Birch, and if we allow you to go without pressing this 
question at this time, we should expect you to be very careful 
not to make any statement to Mr. Mock as to this testimony.

The W itness . As matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, I have not 
expressed to anybody what was said to me, other than to your
selves.

The Spe a k e r . I mean you will have to be very careful not 
to, because if there is information here we want it. We would 
like to yield to you and get it in a way that will please you, 
but we certainly shall get it, and we are willing to excuse you 
from answering the question at this time, warning you to be 
careful about your conversation with Mr. Mock.

The W itn ess . I have been ever since the conversation. 
I never have mentioned anything to him since. The statement 
was of such a nature that it kind of set me to thinking.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . Is he the only man who has made 
any statement to you that would lead you to believe that there 
has been any improper influence used here on any measure this 
session? A. That is all, or the previous session either, Mr. 
Speaker. I never have had a man ever intimate to me in any 
way before, even jokingly, as I might say, and of course you 
can imagine my surprise at that statement.

Q . (bv  Mr. H a l l ) . One single question. This statement 
that he made to you was made during a discussion between you 
and him as to the existence of bribery in the Legislature?
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A. le s ;  along the line to try to convince me of something 
that I didn’t believe existed.

Q- And it wasn’t made by him as a joke? A. Oh, no, 
indeed.

May  17, 1906,
A ndrew  J. B urnett — sworn.

Q. (b y  Air. H all) .  What is your full name, Air. Burnett? 
A. Andrew J. Burnett.

Q. You are a member of the present House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you during the present session of the House, or 

has anybody said to you or in your presence anything relating 
to the use of money, or other improper influence or induce
ment, to affect pending legislation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any information whatsoever upon that subject ? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Has any person, directly or indirectly, approached you 
with any improper offer or inducement to affect your vote? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Ho you know of any such act or thing? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you seen any act or thing, in the House or out, 

that has created in j^our mind any ground of suspicion as to 
the improper use of money or other inducement to affect legis
lation? A. No, sir.

Q. Ho you know the name of any person or persons that 
you can give this committee that will in any way throw any 
light on the subject-matter of this inquiry? A. No, sir.

Q. Ho you care to make any further statement? A. No, sir.
The Sp e a k e r . A n ybody  desire to  ask any  question?

J u n e  8, 1906.
A ndrew  J. B urnett  — recalled.

Q . (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). Mr. Burnett, 
you have been recalled for the purpose of adding anything to 
your testimony relative to some alleged remark of Representa
tive Alock. Now, will you state to the committee all the in
formation you have relative to your being recalled, so that we 
may get everything you desire to say? A. Now, Air. Alock 
is right in there ; wouldn’t it be better for him to come in and 
hear the statement I am going to make ?

The Sp e a k e r . Oh, no.
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The W itness. I am perfectly friendly with Mr. Mock, and 

I don’t wish to say anything but what he would have a chance 
to hear what I said.

The Speaker. But, unfortunately, we cannot have it that 
way.

The W itness. Well, as I understand what I am recalled 
for, after Mr. Leonard had come out, Mr. McDonald and my
self one day were walking out the back part of the hall, — 
my seat is in the last row, you know, — and we were walking 
over to the further end, the further door, and just as we were 
going out of that vestibule Mr. Mock came up and met us.

Q. When you say Leonard was coming out, coming out of 
where.? A. Oh, Mr. Mock, — I meant I met Mr. Mock com
ing out, going right into this vestibule.

Q. I thought you said after Mr. Leonard came out —
Representative Turtle. He said after Mr. Leonard came 

out with the statement.
The W itness. That is what started the conversation be

tween Representative McDonald and myself, and, if 1 remem
ber right, it was about mid-day and I started to go out, and 
McDonald came with me ; and I felt a little alfected about this 
hearing; it was a very serious matter to me, and we were 
talking about it, and I felt as though they were going to send 
me home without any honors, instead of the honors I expected 
to get up here, and I was talking with McDonald about it, and 
as we went into the vestibule, there were a number of people 
there, and we met !Mr. Mock there and I said, “ What do you 
think about this bribery case? ” and he said, “ That is all bosh, 
in my mind ; there is nothing in it.” Then, later, it must 
have been eight or ten days later, I saw this piece in the paper, 
and I said to McDonald, “ Do you remember a conversation 
we had when Mock and you and I were in the vestibule ? ” and 
he stopped and thought a minute and he said “ Yes”, and we 
talked the same matter over, and I said, “ It seems to me the 
newspapers are kind of roasting this body.” I said, “ I didn’t 
believe Mr. Mock ever fathered that piece.” And it seems that 
Mr. McDonald told Mr. Coakley about it, and Mr. Coakley 
came up to the House, and he wanted to know what I had 
said to Mr. McDonald, and I told him, but I told him I didn’t
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propose to have any newspaper notoriety or get into the matter 
at all, and he said, “ You will tell the truth, won’t you?” and 
I says, “ I shall.” Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the day I came 
up to you, as soon as Coakley came to me; I came up to you 
and said there was a matter I had been talked with about, and 
asked whether it was wise for me to say anything about it, and 
you told me there that you wanted every particle of truth I 
had, no matter who it afFected, and that is the way I «-ot into tins scrape.

Q. Then as I understand it, Mr. Burnett, the day you and 
Mr. McDonald had the talk with Mr. Mock was a day im
mediately after Leonard’s statement appeared in the paper? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And within a day or two ot that? A. Yes, within a day 
or two of that time that I had the talk with Mr. McDonald.

Q. In which Mock made this statement? A. No, it was 
later than that; I should say it was surely six or eight days 
after Mock made that.

Q. The statement of Mock to you was made about how long 
alter Leonard’s name first appeared in the paper in connection 
with the bribery? A. I think it was very close to the day, I 
would not say but it was the day ; I didn’t take any notice. 

Representative Tu r t le . I think you are at cross purposes. 
Q- At some time, Mr. Leonard’s name appeared in the Bos

ton papers? A. Yes, sir.
Q- And the alleged interview with some one relative to 

being approached improperly, do you recall those publications? 
A. The dates?

Q. No, do you recall the facts? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long after that was published in the papers did you 

and Mr. McDonald have this talk with Mock? A. I think it 
was six or eight days after that; I am sure it was between that 
time, and it was no later than six or eight days.

Q- And his exact words to you then was that — A. It is 
all bosh or buncombe, or something of that kind, but it coincided 
with my opinions that it was a put-up job on members of the 
House. That is the way I accepted it from him.

Q. Was Mock present, and did he hear your talk with Mc
Donald a little bit before that? A. Well, as we were comingO



06 INVESTIGATION — TESTIMONY. [June,
he could, possibly. I might show you better; it is rather nar
row in the back part of the House, if you remember, and I was 
kind of leading McDonald, about like this [indicating], and 
when we stepped out into this vestibule there was more room, 
and Mr. Mock came up the line, and there were several mem
bers, and I was really in front of the two when I asked the 
question.

Q. What was the question you asked? A. I asked him 
what he thought of this bribery question, if there was any
thing in it. I don’t exactly remember all the things I said, 
because we were walking right along.

Q. Did he hear your question? A. That is what he said 
for answer.

Q. What was the answer? A. That he thought it was all 
bosh ; I think it was bosh or buncombe, one of those words.

Q. Did you say anything to him since then about it? A. 
No, 1 was going to speak to him to-day, and then I says to 
myself I am going before this committee and I better not.

Q. (by the Speaker). Did he say to you further, “ Nobody 
has ever approached me with any money ? ” A. I think that is 
the first words he said, “ Nobody has ever approached me and 
it is all bosh.” I think those are the words he did use.

Q. (by Representative Wheeler). I would like to ask you 
— you said there were other persons in the vestibule, do you 
know who they were? A. I was thinking that over to-day, 
but I should hesitate to call their names for fear I should not 
be rightabout it. I think Mr. Hultman was there— I don’t 
think I ought to say that, I don’t feel sure.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . Did any other persons hear your 
conversation ? A. I don’t think they did.

Q. Or take any part in it? A. No, there were only us 
three men all piled in there together, as we were walking out. 
If the Speaker would like to ask the gentleman I would refer 
his name to him. I would not like to give it out that he was 
there, but if it would help the committee I would give it to 
them.

Q. You said Mr. Hultman? A. That is the man I thought 
was there, but I would not want to put it on x’ecord, because 
I won’t swear to it but I think he was the man who was there.
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I suppose this will all be printed in the paper, and it would be 
too bad to bring him into this matter.

The Spe a k e r . Any other questions?
Q. (by Representative H ayes) . Hid you talk to Mr. Mock 

about this matter since? A. No, I was going to do it to-da}r. 
He was up near the desk, and I thought I would go up and 
ask him if he remembered about it, and then I stopped to con
sider, and I thought it would not be a fair thing to ask him, 
and as the stenographer has got everything, if you want me to 
wait until you ask him, I will do so. He is perfectly friendly, 
and I don’t want to do anything to hurt him.

The Spe a k e r . That is all, Mr. Burnett.
May  17,1906.

"William  A. B ell  — sworn.
Q. (bjr Mr. H a ll) . "What is your full name, Mr. Bell? 

A. "William A. Bell.
Q. You are a member of the present House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you made, or has any person in your presence 

made, any statement or insinuation relative to the use of money 
or other improper inducement affecting pending legislation ot 
the session? A. No, sir, there has not.

Q. Ho you know of any fact that in any way would assist 
this committee in this investigation relative to that inquiry ? 
A. No, sir, I do not.

Q. Ho 3rou know the name of any person that you can give 
this eqmmittee who would assist them in the subject-matter of 
their inquiry ? A. No, sir, I do not.

Q. Has any person, either directly or indirectly, approached 
you and made an offer or inducement of money or other im
proper thing to influence 3'our vote? A. No, sir, there has 
not.

Q. Have you an3r reason to believe from an3r act or thing 
that 3rou have seen or heard of that any improper influences 
have been used upon ai^ members of the present Legislature ? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Ho you desire to add anything further to your state
ment? A. No, sir.

The Sp e a k e r . Any member desire to ask Air. Bell any 
question ?
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J un e  12, 1906.

W illiam  A. B e l l  —  recalled.
Q. (by Mr. Hall). Do you recall ever having had any 

talk with Representative Leonard about improper offers. A. 
Well, I met him one morning in the toilet room, and there 
were two or three members in there, and they made some re
mark in regard to the bucket shop bill. They went out, and 
I said to Mr. Leonard, “ It is too bad that such a thing 
happened.” “ Well,” he said, “ what I know about it won’t 
hurt anybody or do them any good.” That was simply all the 
conversation we had.

Q. And where was that ? A. It was in the toilet room.
Q. Of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. He said, ‘ ‘ What I know about it won’t either help any

body or hurt them?” A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, won’t you state it in your own words, again; I 

don't know that I quote you correctly. A. “ Well,” he said, 
“ what I know about it won’t do anjLody any good or do them 
any harm.” That was simply the essence of his remarks.

Q. When was that, relative to the interview in the papers 
when it was alleged that he had been offered — A. I should 
say that it was after this had been aired considerably.

Q. And that was all the discussion ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you say anything further? A. No, sir.
Q. Why not? A. I walked out.
Q. Have you had any conversation with him since? A. 

No, sir.
Q. Or with anybody else on this matter? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you talked with Representative Sherburne about 

it? A. Well, I heard Representative Sherburne make a re
mark that Leonard had told him that he had never heard any
body offer him |50. Ho made a remark to that effect.

Q. Anything other than that ? A. No, sir.
Q. When was that? A. Oh, that must have been three 

weeks ago, I guess ; as much as that.
The Spe a k e r . That is all, Mr. Bell. Thank you.
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May  18, 1906.

P atrick J. D u a n e—-sworn.
0- (by Mr. H a ll). Your full name? A. Patrick J. 

Duane.
Q. Y ou are a member of the House? A. I am.
Q. Has any statement been made to you or in your presence 

by anybody, in the House or out, relative to the use of money 
or other improper influence or inducement to affect pending 
legislation at this session? A. Yes, there were; on the date 
when the bucket shop bill, so called, was under discussion.

Q. And was that made to you, or in your presence? A. In 
my presence.

Q. And to whom was it made? A. Why, I couldn’t say. 
There was a conversation going on during the debate, and I 
heard that; 1 couldn’t say it was made direct to me, it was 
said in my hearing, any way.

Q. W ho were the other persons present? A. Well, I can 
remember but one, but there were two or three others: I can 
remember but one — what is his name ? He sits there in the 
same row with me ; he is a short, stout fellow, he is in Boston 
— Gethro. He was in the vicinity at the time.

Q- Representative Gethro ? A. Yes, I think that’s his name.
Q. And who else, if any one, was present, that you can 

now recall? A. Well, now I can’t recall others.
Q. TV here was this? A. In the row that I sit, seat 64, —-1 

was in my seat at the time and I think the row was crowded 
at the time ; somebody was sitting at the back.

Q. Then this statement or statements was made in the House ? 
A. Yes, right on the floor of the House.

Q. By whom was the statement made ? A. I really couldn’t 
say as to that; I was listening to the debate and I heard the 
statement made. It was something like this — and I can't re
call that clearly — “ They say there is somebody in the corri
dor that is giving money for votes on this matter,” or something 
to that effect; I can't recall the exact words. And I think I 
replied, “ Is that so?” And I didn’t hear anything more for 
perhaps five or ten minutes. Later, the question was asked 
whether we had been out there, and that was all that was said



70 INVESTIGATION — TESTIMONY. [June,
until the question came up some days after, — if there had been 
money offered some of the legislators.

Q. Now, confine yourself to this statement in the House, 
— are you able to state to this committee by whom the state
ment was made? A. I cannot, no.

Q. Can you state to this committee the names of several, 
by one of which it was made ? A. I can’t state who the others 
were; there were three in the crowd, and I could only recol
lect this Gethro.

Q. Was Gethro the man who made the statement? A. I 
think not.

Q. You have no recollection of any of the others ? A. None 
whatever ; it went out of my mind entirely, of course.

Q. V as that the whole statement? A. The entire state
ment, yes, sir.

Q. Did Gethro take any part in the conversation ? A. I 
don’t think so.

Q. Did you afterwards leave the House ? A. I don’t recall 
tha t; I think not; I think I remained during the debate.

Q. Did you afterwards hear any conversation or further 
statement? A. Well, as I say, perhaps ten minutes or more 
later somebody asked the question if anybody had been out in 
the corridor.

Q. Who asked that? A. That I can't say.
Q. Who was present when that was asked ? A. I can't say 

as to that.
Q. Was Representative Gethro present still ? A. I couldn’t 

say.
Q. You have no recollection about that? A. No, I haven’t.
Q. Have you ever heard any other statements made ? A. 

No, only newspaper talk since then.
Q. That is all? A. That’s all.
Q. What you have seen in the newspapers? A. Y"es, sir.
Q. Did you see anything in the conduct of any person in 

the House, or in the House corridors or lobby, that created in 
your mind a suspicion, or a belief, or a reason to believe that 
there were any improper influences being brought to bear on 
members of the House? A. Not the slightest.

Q. You didn’t go out of the House into the corridor, after 
this statement was made? A. I did not.
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Q. Have you any other information about the charges and 

the subject-matter of this investigation ? A. None whatever.
Q. Can you give this committee the name of any person or 

persons that could assist them in this investigation? A. That 
I could n o t; that is the only conversation that I ever heard in 
any way, — that I have already related.

Q. Or could you give them the name of any person or per
sons that you have any reason to believe might help this com
mittee? A. No, I could not.

Q. Have you anything further to add ? A. No.
Q. Have you talked with any member of the Legislature 

about any of these existing charges? A. I have ; I made some 
statement to somebody in my division; it was ’a day or two 
afterwards, when the thing was getting color, and I said, “ I 
wonder whether the fellow made that break to me direct, that 
break of yesterday or the day before, whenever it was; that 
is, if I was encouraged to go to the corridor?” That is the 
first time it got seriously into my mind.

Q. Referring to what person? A. Well, 1 couldn’t say 
who the person was, but I made that statement to somebody 
in my division. I said, “ I wonder if the remark in the group 
was made direct to me ? ” He asked me who the party was, 
and I couldn’t tell him.

Q. Who was this conversation with? A. I think it was 
with Peloquin — I am not certain as to that, it was either 
Peloquin or Phillips. And I think they asked me who the 
person was that made the break; I could not recall enough to 
tell them at that time.

Q. Did you tell them the whole transaction? A. No; I 
said, ‘‘They intimated that there was somebody in the cor
ridor who had money to give for bucket shop votes.”

Q. Were either of these representatives that you think you 
told it to present in the group when the statement was made ? 
A. I don’t think so ; I know Peloquin wasn’t there.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with Representative 
Leonard? A. No, not on this or any other kindred matter.

Q. Never with him relative to any statements he has made 
about corruption in the Legislature? A. Never talked with 
him about it in any way.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . I want to ask if this
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conversation which you overheard — whether you took it 
seriously or not at the time? A. If I thought it serious I 
would have got perhaps the persons who were talking with 
him, that is, it would perhaps have been impressed on my 
mind ; but I thought no more of it until the charges were 
made against the present House, and then it was too late to 
set the members in my mind.

Q. (by Representative A mes) .  H ow did Mr. Peloquin 
know the man to whom you referred when you said you 
wondered if he wanted you to go out in the hall? A. As I 
said, when the charges were made in the newspapers about 
members of the House being corrupt I said to him, “ Some
body made that remark to me in a group, and I wonder whether 
it was intended for me.” It was then that I began to wonder 
whether or not it was made for me.

May  18, 1906.W inslow  H. E dwards — sworn.
Q- (by Attorney-General M a lone). Give your full name. 

A. Winslow H. Edwards.
Q. A member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Can you give this committee any information with 

reference to the charges of bribery that have been made at this 
session of the Legislature? A. I don't think so.

Q. Has an}'- one approached you with money or any improper 
influences? A. No, sir.

Q. Or has any one told you that he had been so approached ? 
A. Mr. Leonard has told me a story.

Q. Will you give us that story as he told it to you, Mr. 
Edwards, please. A. He said he was called out by a member 
of the House.

O- Lid he give the man’s name? A. Yes, Gethro,— the 
afternoon of the day the bucket shop bill was on. He said 
that the man told him that he had a friend who was in the 
bucket shop business, and that he was desirous of getting ten 
votes against the bill, and that each one of those votes was 
worth $50 apiece. I think that is all.

Q. When did he tell you that? A. He told me that, I 
think it was Wednesday or Thursday night of last week.

Q. Any other talk he had about it? A. That is the only 
time he ever spoke to me about it.
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Q. Have you had any talk with any other member relative 

to it, except in a general way? A. Not except in a general 
way, no.

Q. Have you any information, other than that you have 
already given, which would help this committee in this in
quiry? A. I don’t think I have a particle.

Q. Have you seen anything of the use of money or other 
improper influences at this session of the Legislature? A. 
No, sir.

Q. When did you first learn about the bribery charges? A. 
I think I saw it in the paper first.

Q. That was your first information ? A. Yes.
Q. Then after that you talked with Mr. Leonard? A. Well, 

it was a week or ten days afterwards he talked with me.
Q. And that is all the information you have about it in any 

way? A. Yes, sir.
Q. 1 ou cant give this committee any information which 

would help them in this inquiry? A. No, sir.
Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) .  Mr. Leonard didn’t make any further 

statement to you as to what he did, or as to who the party was 
who was in the bucket shop business, interested in the bucket 
shop business? A. He didn’t say anything about who the 
man was in the bucket shop business, but Air. Leonard, I think, 
did tell me that lie told this man just what he thought about 
any such proposition of that kind, and showed some indignation 
or anger, I think, at the time.

Q. Nothing that Mr. Leonard told you would give any hint 
of who the man was ? A. Not the slightest. I don’t think he 
knew, I don't believe he had any idea.

Q. (by Mr. A a l k e r ) . D o I understand your conversation 
with Mr. Leonard was after you had seen something with 
regard to Mr. Leonard’s statement in the papers? A. Yes; 
it was along the end of last week that Mr. Leonard happened 
to sit down with me, and before I knew it he was telling me 
the story. I wish he hadn’t.

May  18, 1906.
A ndrew  P. D ovle — sworn.

Q- (b y  Mr. H all) . Your full name, Mr. Doyle? A . Andrew P. Doyle.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.



74 INVESTIGATION -  TESTIMONY. [June,
Q. Has anybody said to you or in your presence anything 

relative to the use of money or other improper influences to 
affect legislation this session? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever made any such statement to anybody? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with other members of the 
Legislature about it? A. No more than what has been around 
the corridors here since this matter was started.

Q. Were there any names mentioned in any of the discus
sions you have taken part in or overheard? A. No.

Q. Have you ever been approached directly or indirectly by 
anybody, and your vote solicited by improper means? A. No.

Q. Do you know of any member of the House who has? 
A. No.

Q. Ever heard of any member of the House who has? A. 
No.

Q. Have you any information at all you can give to this 
committee about the subject-matter of this inquiry? A. I 
have not.

Q. Whom have you ever talked with about it around the 
corridors? A. Why, most all the members, I think, have 
talked more or less about it.

Q. What was the subject-matter of your discussion? A. 
Well, nothing particular, only being hauled down into court, 
and Swig’s talk, and general talk around the corridor about it.

Q. Have you ever talked with Representative Swig about 
any matter he made public, or any matter he was alleged to 
have said ? A. Only the statement he made that the reporters 
had been lying about him. He said the reporters had lied 
when they put that in the paper.

Q. When did he make that statement to you ? A. Oh, soon 
after he made his denial in the House, perhaps the next day, 
I wouldn’t be sure. He has made it to so many people I 
couldn’t just tell.

Q. The substance of that statement was that the reporters 
lied about him? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And lied about him in doing what or saying what, as you 
understood the talk? A. Lied about him; according to his 
storv, he never said anything about being approached or an
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attempt to bribe, or any such statement at all. He said he 
never made any such statement.

Q. Hid you ever have any talk with Representative Leonard ? 
A. No; I don’t know him at all.

Q. Or Representative Gethro? A. No. I don’t know 
Gethro, I never spoke to him.

Q. Can you give the name of anybody to this committee 
who would help them in this investigation? A. I don’t know 
anything about it.

Q. Or give any information? A. No; I have nothing to 
give.

Q. Do you care to add anything to your statement ? A. No.
May  18, 1906.J ohn J. Co n w a y—-sworn.

Q. (by Mr. H a l l ) . Your full name, Mr. Conway? 
A. John J. Conway.

Q. You are a member of the present House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Has any statement ever been made to you, or ever made 

by you, in which there was any suggestion made relative to the 
use ol money or other corrupting or improper influence to affect 
present legislation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever made any such statement yourself? 
A. No.

Q. To anybody? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever made any suggestion ? A. I have never 

made any suggestion ; no, sir.
Q. Have you ever uttered any words about it? A. Well, 

in general ways, yes.
Q. To whom? A. Well, I have talked to a number of the 

members about stories I had heard.
Q. Members of the House, or others? A. Members of the 

House; yes, sir.
Q. Since the public prints have commenced to deal with this 

inquiry? A. Oh, no, no; during my experience here, you 
know, that is all.

Q. This year? A. Not since this affair started ; no, sir.
Q. But this year, before the investigation ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Y hat were the stories you had heard which you refer to?
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A. Well, I had heard that member* were approached and 
asked about how they stood on various questions, and after
wards I had heard that their opinions had been made use of.

Q. Who told you that? A. Who told me that?
Q. Do you remember? A. I don’t know as anybody in 

particular told me. I have heard the statements made bv 
different members.

Q. V hat members were approached and their opinions made 
use of? A. What is that, sir?

Q. What members were approached and their opinions made 
use of? A. I don't know of any specific members. It was 
only a general statement; I say that was the statement which 
was made, that members were asked how they stood on certain 
things up here, as I understood it for making use of their 
opinions.

Q. Did you ever hear in that connection, or in any other 
connection, about any offers improperly made to anybody? 
A. Never ; no, sir.

Q. Never heard any ? A. No, sir.
Q. Nor heard of any? A. Of any improper offers made 

to anybody ?
Q. Yes. A. Not that I know of; no, sir.
Q. Did you ever hear of any? A. Of course I have heard 

a great deal about improper offers being made ; that is, reading 
of them in the newspapers ; all this stuff we have heard of late.

Q. Have you heard of it in any other places besides the 
newspapers? A. Not in any specific instances; no, sir; only 
in general, that is all.

Q. That is, referring to no special person? A. No.
Q. Have you ever heard the name of any person mentioned 

in connection with any alleged corruption of the Legislature, 
outside of the public prints ? A. No, sir, I don’t think I have.

Q. Not the name of any single person? A. No, sir, I don’t 
think I have.

Q. Have you had any talks with any members of the Legis
lature whose names were mentioned in the public prints in 
connection with the alleged corruption ? A. Talks with them ?

Q. Yes. A. Oh, yes.
Q. About the subject-matter of the statements in the papers ? 

A. Yes.
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Q. With whom? A. Oh, I have talked with Mr. Swig.
Q. And with whom else? A. I don’t know as I said any

thing to anybody about the subject-matter, excepting Swig.
Q. Never talked with Mr. Leonard ? A. Yes. I have said 

to Leonard, “ I see you have been down,” or “ are going 
down to Moran, — have been down to Moran; how did you 
come out? Did he let you go? ” and all such stuff as that, you 
know. That is, I never was serious with anybody, so far as 
that is concerned, only I have talked with them the same as I 
would jokingly with any of the members, not thinking that 
there was anything in it at all.

Q. Did Leonard ever say anything to you? A. Leonard?
Q. Yes. A. About this particular matter ?
Q. Yes, or about any matter he was interested in in the 

public prints, in connection with the use of his name? A. No, 
sir.

Q. What did Representative Swig say? A. Swig?
Q. Yes. A. Well, he said jokingly, that is all, he didn’t 

say anything further than that; that is, throwing jokes at one 
another, that is all.

Q. What did he say jokingly? A. Well, my remark to 
him was this: I said, “ I am not surprised, Simon, that you 
were asked, but that you refused.” He started throwing a lot 
of stuff at me in that line, that was all. It was in the nature 
of a joke with me, not that I thought anything at all about 
it, ■— in the way that dozens of us members joke together.

Q. What did he say, if anything, to you? A. Nothing in 
substance, I don't think, at all, except to just joke it off, that 
is all.

Q. Was this after his name appeared in the papers? A. Yes.
Q. And after he had made his denial in the House ? A. No ; 

I think it was between the time that his name was in the 
papers and the time he made the denial in the House.

Q. Did he say anything about the truth or falsity of his 
interview ? A. I don’t think he got serious on the matter at 
a ll; in fact, I know he didn’t.

Q. Do you. know the name of anybody you could suggest to 
the committee which would help them in this investigation? 
A. I don’t know the name of any member that I could suggest
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in that line at all, because I don’t know of any member of the 
House that I would have the least suspicion of.

Q. Or any person not a member? A. No, sir.
Q. Can you give any information to the committee? A. 

No, sir. 1 know nothing at all about the circumstances except
ing what I have seen in the papers, and I take that for just 
about as much as I read it, that is all.

Q. Have you anything more you would like to add to your 
statement to the committee ? A. No, I have nothing more, sir.

The Spe a k e r . A ny m em ber like  to  ask any  question?

. Ma t  18, 1906.
M alcolm E. N ichols — sworn.

Q. (by Mr. H a l l ) . What is your full name, Mr. Nichols? 
A. Malcolm Edward Nichols.

Q. You are a representative of the “ Boston Post?” A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. What has been your assignment since the first of Jan
uary? A. I have been assigned to report the State House, 
Legislature and everything of any consequence that happened 
up here.

Q. Have you given your exclusive time to that employ
ment? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Is there any other person who divides the reporting of 
the State House for the “ Boston Post” with you? A. No, 
sir.

Q. You have had it exclusively ? A. Yes,-sir.
Q. Can you tell this committee whether everything which 

appears in the “ Boston Post” relative to the State House 
comes from you? A. Yes, sir; except subject to what the 
regular news service provides me with.

Q. That is, everything that does not come through the City 
Press Association you mean? A. The State House news 
service.

Q. Everything except that is put into the paper by you? 
A. Yes, sir, I should say practically everything.

Q. Do you write the head lines for your articles? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Does the “ Boston Post” have a rewriter? A. Yes and
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no. They rewrite a great deal of the matter which comes in 
to the city desk.

Q. Has your matter usually or customarily been rewritten, 
your State House matter? A. No, sir. It has sometimes been 
chopped, according to the exigencies of the news.

Q. But not rewritten? A. No, sir, not generally.
Q. So whatever has appeared in the “ Boston Daily Post,” 

other than what has been received from the State House bureau, 
has been in the form in which you sent it in, less the cutting? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you, as part of your duty, or do you outside of your 
duty, review the State House bureau articles? A. I don’t think 
I  understand the question, ■— in some other publication ?

Q. No, in the “ Boston Post.” A. For the week?
Q. No; do you rewrite the “ flimsys ” you get from the 

State House bureau, if that is the term for them? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You do that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that those all come under your eye? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And as they are published they are published with your 

words ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was the first time during the session that you 

heard anything from anybody relative to the improper use of 
money or other influence to affect legislation? Give the date, 
as near as you can. A. That was the day when I  came to the 
State House and received about three lines on the regular news 
“ flimsy,” which purported to come from Mr. Swig of Taunton.

Q. That was the first word of any character or description 
you had heard from anybody in the House or out? A. Yes, sir.

Q. That is, up to that time you had never heard anybody 
anywhere say anything relative to the improper use of money 
or other influence in the Legislature this year ? A. No, sir.

Q. I mean as matter of street talk; I  am not asking you 
what you knew, I am asking you what you heard. A. No, sir,
I never heard a thing until I  received those two or three lines 
on the “ flimsy.”

Q. And from whom did you get that? A. I was in the
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room assigned to the press when Mr. Copeland of the news ser
vice came in with that statement on one single piece, and that 
was shown to me at the time. I  afterwards got it in the regular 
way with the rest of my copy at night.

Q. What was that, what did that say ? A. As I  remember it, 
probably it was thirty words, and it said something like this: 
Representative Swig of Taunton makes the statement that he 
was offered $100 by a member of the House in connection with 
his vote on the bucket shop bill. I don’t quote it exactly, but 
that was the full effect of it.

Q. I understand; that is the substance as you now recall it? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you cause that to be inserted in the “ Boston Post ? ” 
A. Ho, sir. I  did this,— it wTas inserted, but not in those 
words.

Q. Was it rewritten by you? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And was it then inserted in your words? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was the rewriting you made? A. The rewriting 

was about like this. Some few minutes afterwards I  went 
down into the House corridor, in front of the doors which lead to 
the chamber, and I  met Mr. Swig and I asked him if that 
statement which the “ flimsy ” gave us was true, and he told 
me that it was not true.

Q. That it was not true? A. Yes, sir, that he didn’t make it. 
I  wrote in the “ Post ” the next morning several statements in 
a somewhat jocular vein. The first statement I credited to the 
“ flimsy;” I  then wrote the statement which he gave to me, 
saying he didn’t say anything of the kind.

Q. When you had your talk wTith Representative Swig were 
you two alone? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you given the full conversation you had with him? 
Was there nothing more than the denial? A. Ho, sir, not quite 
fully.

Q. What was the rest of it ? A. I  asked Mr. Srvig if he said 
that which he was credited with saying, and he said he didn’t 
say it. I  then asked him if he had ever been approached im
properly by any member of the Legislature on the bucket shop 
bill, and Mr. Swig told me that he hadn’t. I  then asked him if 
he had been approached by any one, either in or out of the Legis-
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lature, improperly, and he told me that he hadn’t. And I asked 
him again if he had been misquoted and he told me that he had.

Q. Have you ever talked with him since? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When next? A. It was just after he went before the 

grand jury.
Q. What was that conversation, please ? A. I  asked him 

what he told the grand jury.
Q. And what did he reply to that ? A. He told me that he 

told the grand jury just what he told me.
Q. And that was the whole of that conversation? A. Yes, 

sir, only one minor question. I  asked him —- the committee on 
Rules had a meeting that afternoon, as I  remember it — I 
asked him if he had been before Rules; I knew he had, and he 
said he had; and I  asked him then what he told the committee 
on Rules, and he said that he had told them substantially w'hat 
he had already said on the floor of the House.

Q. That wus after he had made a statement on the floor of 
the House? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you heard that statement, did you? A. I wasn’t in 
the House chamber at the time.

Q. That statement was a denial? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever had conversation with him since ? A. No, sir.
Q. So that completes all the conversation you ever had with 

Representative Swig? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, this “ flimsy ” which you got the morning before 

you published your first news report in the “ Post ” about cor
ruption in the Legislature, you got from what person ? A. 
Well, I  saw two pieces of “ flimsy.” As I  told you, the first 
one Hr. Copeland came into the reporters’ room and showed me 
himself, and two or three other members of the press that were 
standing there.

Q. That is Mr. Charles II. Copeland? A. Yes, sir. Then 
I  got the same, a copy of the same thing, that evening about 4 
or 5 o’clock.

Q. And that copy came from where, if you know ? A. From 
his room.

Q. And Mr. Charles II. Copeland is the man who has charge 
of that distribution ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Do you know to whom Eepresentative Swig gave the 

original interview which was reported on the “ flimsy ? ” A. 
Well, I  only know from what was told me. If you will put the 
question in another way I  can tell you that.

Q. Answer that just as well. A. I  have reason to suppose 
he made his original statement to Mr. Covington of the “ Trav
eler,” in the presence of Mr. Swan. That was my understand
ing of it.

Q. To Mr. Covington of the “ Traveler ? ” A. Yes, sir.
Q. In the presence of Mr. Swan ? A. Of the Associated 

Press; yes, sir.
Q. Have you talked with either of those gentlemen since ? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And from what they say to you, you give this opinion to 

the committee ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Swig never told you that? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with Eepresentative Leonard ? 

A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or with Eepresentative Gethro ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was that first? A. I  talked with Mr. Gethro the 

day when a great many members of the Legislature went to 
the grand jury. Mr. Gethro was at the State House; I  met him 
in the House lobby.

Q. Did you know him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Had known him for some time ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was the subject of your conversation with him that 

day of the grand jury ? A. I  asked him if he thought he had 
been indicted by the grand jury, and he told me that he didn’t 
know, but he didn’t believe he had been. I  asked him if there 
was any reason why he should be, and he told me that he didn’t 
know of any reason why he should be. I  think that is practi
cally all we said.

Q. Did he at that time state to you any facts or claims that 
he understood persons were making relative to his conduct ? A. 
Ho, sir.

Q. Or any evidence upon which an indictment might be 
found ? A. Ho, sir.

Q. Did you have a talk with him after that time ? A. Ho,
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sir, I  don’t remember that I did. I  may have said how do you 
do to him in the corridor, but we didn’t talk on anything.

Q. So he never made any statement to you at any time about 
this bribery investigation, other than in the reply to your ques
tion if he thought he had been indicted ? A. No, sir.

Q. Did he at any other time ever have a conversation with 
you relative to any influences of an improper character going 
on at the Legislature ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you had any talks with any member or members 
of the Legislature relative to the corrupt use of money or other 
influence this year ? A. Well, I  cannot remember any particu
lar names, and therefore the conversations I have had, — and 
I have had a great many with a great many people, I  suppose 
I ha\ e talked with half the Legislature, asking them questions, 
but I haven’t gained anything on the basis of it.

Q. In all the talks you have had with members of the Legis
lature has any member of the Legislature ever said anything 
to you of any kind, nature or description that would tend to 
shov whether it is true or not I  don’t ask you to pass upon 

but which would tend to show the presence of corrupt money 
or other influence here ? A. A o, sir, I  should say not.

Q. So you have never got any information ? A. No, sir.
Q. Have any articles appeared in the “ Boston Post,” writ

ten or rewritten by you, in which it has been stated, either as 
a fact or as a rumor, that improper influences were at work in 
the Legislature this year ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, where did you get the information upon which you 
vrote or rewrote those stories? A. The only information I 
hat e had on those things has been based upon what my opinion 
was that Mr. Swig said.

Q. I hat is, if I may ask you, in your own mind yoii relied 
upon the “ flimsy” as true? A. Yes, sir; I believe he said it.

Q. And your articles have been based upon that belief? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, you believe he said it by virtue of your talks with 

Mr. Covington? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the Associated Press representative? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And what other reasons, if any ? A. Those are the only two.
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Q. In your contact with members of the Legislature have 

you found any general or united expression of opinion' that 
there was corruption at the State House? A. No, sir, I have 
not.

Q. Have you found the contrary ; that there was not? A. 
No, sir, I have not.

Q. You have found no crystallized opinion about it? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Have you heard any member of the Legislature, of the 
House of Representatives or of the Senate, any member of the 
Legislature, who has said to you or in your presence that he 
believed there were corrupt influences at work at the State 
House? A. No, sir.

Q. In words, or in substance, or in effect? A. No, sir, I 
don’t remember of it.

Q. I didn’t get your answer quite — you don’t remember it? 
A. I don’t remember of any statement made to me, either in 
substance or in effect, which would lead me to suppose that any 
one member or any member of the Legislature believed that 
there were corrupt influences at work.

Q. I didn’t ask you that. A. I misunderstood the question 
then,- sir.

Q. I asked you if anybody had ever said to you, or in your 
presence, who was himself a member of the Legislature, that 
he believed or thought that there were corrupting influences at 
work at the State House? A. No, sir.

Q. Or made any suggestion of that fact ? A. No, sir.
Q. Or any statement from which an inference could be fairly 

drawn? A. No, sir, I don’t think so.
Q. Then, if I understand you correctly, the entire reports 

that }rou have written and re-written for the “ Boston Post,” 
relative to the existence of improper influences at the State 
House, are based solely and exclusively on your personal belief 
that Swig was approached, — had said he was approached? 
A. It amounts to pretty near that; yes, sir.

Q. And you eliminate everything except that ? A. I think 
I do ; yes, sir.

Q. Can you add anything except that as a reason? A. I 
can’t remember any one definite thing.
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Q. Well, can you remember anything? A. No, sir.
Q. So that that completes and includes your entire knowl

edge or information relative to corrupt influences at the State 
House? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Can you give this committee the name of any person or 
persons that will assist them in this examination or investiga
tion? A. No, sir, I cannot.

Q. Can you give them any fact or facts that would assist 
them in this investigation? A. Well, I don’t know whether 
this fact would assist the committee or not, but I was told that 
the day that the bucket shop bill was defeated, a certain gen
tleman, who has figured quite prominently in the past as a 
lobbyist, had come out of the public galley and exhibited 
signs of considerable pleasure. I don’t know that that would 
assist the committee in the least, but if you want something as 
definite as I could make it, that is the only thing I could state.

Q. Is that the only fact or suggestion which you can state? 
A. Yes, sir, I think so.

Q. Who was that person said to be? A. It was said to be 
Mr. Fleming.

Q. And by whom were you told? A. I was told by a Mr. 
Desmond.

Q. Who is he? A. Mr. Desmond is a friend of mine, and 
he lives in the ward I happen to reside in.

Q. A citizen of Boston ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Not a member of the Legislature ? A. No, sir.
Q. Nor connected with the members? A. No, sir.
Q. Not connected with the so-called third house? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Did you ever see during the present session any single 

act or influence, or any act or influence collectively, that 
would lead you to believe, or give you reasonable cause to be
lieve, or give you reasonable ground of suspicion, that there 
was any improper influence at work at the State House? 
A. No, sir, I can’t remember of a thing.

Q. Did you see any act or thing at the time of the discus
sion in the House of the so-called bucket shop legislation, 
either in the House itself, the corridors of the House, the 
State House lobby or elsewhere, that would give you any rea-
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sonable cause to believe, or have any suspicion which would 
lie reasonable, that there were any improper influences at work 
to affect that legislation? A. No, sir.

Q. Of course, being about the State House, you are familiar 
with the so-called third house? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And do you know in general the legislative agents, so 
called? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you see any of them about the House corridors dur
ing the discussion of that bill and the vote thereon in the 
House? A. Yes, sir, I think I saw them constantly, as I do 
every day.

Q. About the House ? A. Yes, sir, or about the third floor 
of this building: I wouldn’t say in front of the House, but it 
was in this vicinity.

Q. Immediately before the final vote upon the so-called 
bucket shop bill in the House, what legislative agents did you 
see about the doors of the House? A. I don’t remember that 
I saw any.

Q. Had you seen any of them shortly before that? A. I 
wouldn’t say; I don’t remember of seeing any. I couldn’t 
tell you any one I saw, but my impression is I saw two or 
three that day, as I have seen them practically every day that 
the Legislature has been in session.

Q. Have you heard or seen in the public prints a description 
of the so-called “ dark ” man? A. I have written myself about 
the so-called dark man.

Q. Where did you get your description of him? A. I was 
told that Mr. Swig had said that a tall, dark man, not a member 
of the Legislature, would do the handsome thing by anjf one 
who would vote against the bucket shop bill.

Q. So your information which you had relative to the dark 
man was abtained, as you understood, originally from Swig 
himself? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, did you ever make any investigation, or cause any 
investigation to be made by anybody, as to the existence of 
such a person? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you, from your knowledge of the State House and 
the so-called third house, and habitues of the State House, 
have any notion as to who that person may have been? A. It 
might be a fanciful one, but perhaps I could name two persons.
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Q. Will you please name them? A. Yes, sir; Ex-Repre

sentative Walter Bullock ot New Bedford is a tall, dark man ; 
and Mr. John Fleming of Cambridge is a tall, dark man.

Q. So far as you know the habitues of the State House and 
the so-called third house members, those two would be ex
clusive under that description, wouldn’t they ? A. I can’t think 
of any others ; no, sir.

Q. Was either, or both, of these two persons whom you 
have last named interested in the bucket shop legislation? A. 
I don’t know, sir.

Q. Have you any information about it? A. No, sir.
Q. Short of knowledge? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever heard anybod}  ̂ say? A. No, sir.
Q. You have never heard any information at all, or state

ment by anybody, relative to either Fleming or Bullock in 
relation to bucket shop legislation, so called? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you see either or both of them do anything or act 
relative to the bucket shop legislation? A. No, sir.

Q. Or approach any person, either in the House or out? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know “ Sport” Sullivan? A. I don’t know 
whether I do or not. I went into the gallery of the State 
House the afternoon the bucket shop bill was defeated, and 
there was a man sitting in the end seat usually occupied by the 
representative of the “ Transcript,” and he was asking some 
question about the procedure of carrying on legislation on the 
floor of the House, and he seemed like the ordinary good fel
low, and I joked him somewhat about a pin he had in his 
necktie, which I called the pin of a cow, but he said it was a 
bull. And I asked somebody who this man was, and they 
said it was “ Sport ” Sullivan.

Q. Was that the first time you ever saw him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever seen him since? A. No, sir.
Q. What did you see him do, other than what you have 

said? A. He was asking questions about the bucket shop 
bill, and I think he asked what would be the effect of the 
amendments that they were putting on it, and was asking some 
technical questions about the matter of voting on various 
things that might come up on the calendar.

Q. And that was all ? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did he make any statement to you or in your presence 

relative to anything that was done or proposed to be done in 
relation to the passage or non-passage of the act through the 
House? A. No, sir; he in fact gave the impression that he 
was merely an interested observer who came in from the corri
dor on somebody’s invitation.

Q. Did he say enough for you to determine whether he was 
for or against the bill, — if he had a preference? A. Well, I 
sized him up as being somebody who was particularly inter
ested in the bill.

Q. And could you tell whether in favor or opposed? A. I 
supposed he was against it.

Q. Why? A. The only reason I supposed so was from his 
appearance.

Q. Well, perhaps you had better assist us a little more, by 
describing his appearance. A. Well, I didn’t think directly of 
the bull in his necktie, but that occurred to me afterwards when 
I had been informed that he was Mr. Sullivan, but I did not 
know that he was Mr. Sullivan at that time, and the only ref
erence I had of Mr. Sullivan was one I read, I think the previ
ous evening, in the “ Boston Traveler,” when the “ Boston 
Traveler” said that “ Sport” Sullivan was at the State House 
interesting himself very much in the bucket shop legislation; 
and when I met this man he was particularly well groomed and 
looked like a financier of that character, if I may say so. It 
was purely intuition on my part; I had no knowledge; I 
thought he was perhaps Sullivan, and so I made inquiry, and 
was told lie was.

Q. He said nothing to you other than what you have told 
us? A. No, sir.

Q. Can you add anything to what you have given this com
mittee that will give them any information by reason of which 
they can make any progress or do anything relative to this in
vestigation? A. Well, I can't, unless you Avould ask me 
something more about the “ tall, dark man.”

Q. Well, I will ask you all about the “ tall, dark man.” 
A. The reason I was interested in that was because I thought 
Mr. Swig didn’t tell me the truth. I went into the press 
room of the State House probably an hour after my con-
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versation with Mr. Swig, because I wanted to find out what 
Mr. Swig had been saying to other people; and I was told 
there that Mr. Swis had made the statement of which I have 
already informed the honorable committee. My understand
ing of it was that Mr. Swig went into the press room and 
made this remark in the presence of several people.

Q. Well, now, who were those people?
Q. (by Representative W a lk er ). Which remark? A. 

Wiry, Mr. Swig, as I understood it, said this, that he had 
been told by a member of the House that the tall, dark man, 
who was not a member of the Legislature, had promised to 
do something handsome for any one who would vote against 
the bucket shop bill.

Q. (b y  Mr. H a ll) . That was the remark which you un
derstood Mr. Swig made in the press room? A. No, he made 
a different remark in there; he made this remark to somebody 
else; I was in error for a moment. His remark in the press 
room was this, that he had been approached improperly. That 
was the remark that he made in the press room.

Q. Now, before whom did he make that? A. I was told 
of that remark by Mr. Daniels.

Q. Mr. Daniels? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And did he hear it? A. I understood that he did, yes, 

sir.
Q. Who else did you understand heard it? A. I don’t 

know of anybody else, but there were several people there.
Q. With Mr. Daniels? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, you are perhaps confused by the fact that I asked 

you a question and one of the committee also asked you a 
question, so let me ask you again this question : this state
ment that Mr. Swig was said to have made, was there a mem
ber told him about money? A. Yes, sir.

Q. When was that made? A. Do you mean the first state
ment that Mr. Swig made or do you refer to the conversation 
which he had, as I say, in the press room?

Q. Now, to have it perfectly clear, why don’t you state to 
the committee, in your own way, the several statements that 
you understood that Mr. Swig made, — tell us where he made 
them, to whom he made them, and what he said? A. All
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right, sir. The first statement which I understood Mr. Swio- 
made was that which came on the “ flimsy,” and I understood 
he made that to Mr. Covington in the presence of Mr. Swan 
of the Associated Press.

Q. What was that statement? A. That statement was that 
he had been offered $100 by a member of the House to vote 
against the bucket shop bill. I understood that he made a 
second statement some time afterwards, in the press room, 
that he had been approached improperly, but he denied the 
statement which had first been attributed to him, though I 
understood he made another statement to another man about 
the “ tall, dark man.”

Q. To whom did he make the statement about the dark man ? 
A. I understood he made it to Mr. Bridgman of the ‘ ‘ Repub
lican.”

Q. Now, in his first statement, did he name the person who 
told him? A. No, sir.

Q. In the second statement, did he name the person that he 
said improperly approached him ? A. No, sir.

Q. In the third statement, did he name the dark man? A. 
No, sir.

Q. So, as far as you understand it, at no time did Mr. Swig 
name anybody? A. No, sir. And then he made his state
ment to me, of course, denying everything.

Q. Now, does that cover all the information which you can 
give the committee? A. I think it does, sir.

Q. Do you want to add anything? A. I can think of noth
ing, sir.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . Didn’t I understand you to say that 
you could give us some further information regarding the 
“ tall, dark man?” A. That only referred to the other state
ments that I have already outlined.

Q. Then, might I ask you, Mr. Nichols, to whom this man 
described to you as “ Sport” Sullivan, to whom was he talking 
when you first saw him in the press gallery ? A. He wasn’t 
talking to anybody; he was sitting in the seat usually occu
pied by Mr. Nichols of the “ Transcript,” looking over the 
railing into the House, and there were probably three or four 
people around there, and he didn’t seem to be familiar with 
any of them, an}' more than he was with me.



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 91
Q. I understood you to say he was asking about the methods 

of legislation. A. Yes, sir; he was turning around, apparently 
to any one in there.

Q. Who was nearest to him ? A. I won’t be sure about that, 
but I have the impression that Mr. Archer of the “ Herald,” 
and Mr. Groves of the “ Globe,” and Mr. Fahey of the “ Trav
eler” were there, — but of course he wasn’t anywhere near Mr. 
Sullivan, and I couldn’t say oft’ hand to whom he was talking; 
I took no great notice of it, but it seemed to me he was simply 
turning round to anybodv who was willing to give him any in- 
formation on it.

Q. (by Mr. Hall). I Avas going to clear up one thing that 
Mr. Turtle suggested ; in the second intervieAV Avhich Mr. Swig 
had — which I understand to be the one in the press room with 
Mr. Daniels— what did you understand were the exact Avords 
he used ? A. Well, I understood — I got them second hand — 
I understood that he said it Avasn’t that any member of the 
House had offered him $100. But he Avas pressed, there Avas 
some little conversation, and he Avas asked some questions, 
apparently by people there, and he said that it was true that 
he had been approached improperly.

Q. By a member? A. That Avas my understanding of it, 
yes, sir.

Q. (by Representative T u r t l e ) . Did you understand that 
he said it n7as a member? A. That AATas my understanding of 
it, yes, s ir ; I am very sure that that was what he said.

May  18,1906.
E dward A. B ower — sworn.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll). What is your 
full name ? A. Edward A. Boiver.

Q. And you are a member of the House ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever made any statement, public or private, or 

has any statement ever been made to you or in your presence, 
affecting, or relative to, any member of the House receiving 
money or other improper inducement to affect legislation at the 
present session? A. iSTo, sir.

Q. Has any person or persons during the session, in the 
House or out of it, approached you Avith any offer or other in-
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ducement to affect your vote on any pending legislation ? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Have you heard, either directly or indirectly, of any per
son, either in the House or out, approaching any member of the 
House for the purpose of influencing their vote by the offer of 
money or other inducement? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you the name of any person that will, in your opin
ion, tend to enlighten this committee upon the subject-matter 
of this investigation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with any member of the 
House — either in the House or out of it — about the use of 
money or other improper influence of any kind, character or 
description? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know of anything relative to the charges before 
this committee, other than what you have seen in the public 
prints ? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you desire to add anything to the answers or state
ments that you have made here ? A. No, sir.

J u n e  8, 1906.
E dward A. B ower — recalled.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). Mr. Bower, you 
have been recalled here for the purpose of giving this committee 
any information you have relative to an alleged interview be
tween Representative Mock and Representative Gethro, or in
formation you have relative to Representative Gethro’s where
abouts on certain days. With that statement, do you care to 
make any statement ? A. I  could not tell you where Gethro was 
on any day, not any stated day.

Q. Can you tell this committee on the first day of May where 
Representative Gethro was at any particular hour or minute of 
that day ? A. No, sir, I could not.

Q. What was the first knowledge you had that you would be 
recalled here ? A. That was yesterday morning.

Q. Who spoke to you about it? A. Mr. Gethro spoke to me 
and asked me if I  remembered speaking, or having a conversa
tion with Mr. Mayberry, who sits in the rear, in regard to the 
water meter bill, and I  said, “ Yes, he and I, once when it was 
on the calendar, were talking about that.” And he says, “ Do
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you remember what I  talked with you about ? ” and I  said, 
‘ No, I  don’t know what you said, but I,do remember once you 

were there.” And he said, “ Are you willing to go before the 
committee and say that ? ” And I  said I would be willing to 
go before anybody and say what was true and what was right, 
and that is all I  know about it.

Q. And then there was a time when you heard Gethro and 
some one talking about that bill ? A. No, I  didn’t say that. 
Mr. Mayberry and I  were talking about it, and his seat is right 
back of mine, and Mr. Gethro sits next to Mr. Mayberry, and 
Mr. Mayberry and I were looking this bill over, and talking it 
over, some time when it was on the calendar, — that was on the 
calendar three or four days and possibly a week, and he was 
there then.

Q. Gethro was ? A. Yes.
Q. How do you know ? A. Because he listened to our con

versation.
Q. How do you know he did ? A. Because he was there, and 

some one of us asked how it was done in Boston, and that was 
all there was to it. My impression is it was during the first 
time it was on the calendar, and the time Mr. O’Connell asked 
to have it laid over, or had an amendment put in ; some time 
about that time, I  don’t know what day that was.

Q. Then, as I  understand your testimony, the substance of 
it, it was about the day the bill was the first time on the calen
dar, meaning by that the bucket shop bill? A. No, meaning 
the water meter bill.

Q. And that day, as near as you can fix it, was when ? A. 
Was some time around when it was first on; it might not have 
been the first day, but during the first days, during the dis
cussion. It seems to me it was on the calendar one or two days 
before it was reached, but any way it was during the beginning 
of the discussion on the water meter bill, Mr. Mayberry and I 
had the talk, if I remember right.

Q. About the water meter bill? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And during that talk one or the other casually referred 

to Gethro? A. No, not referred to him. He was in there 
where we were talking, and I  asked how it would affect Boston, 
or something to that effect.
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Q. That is the whole statement? A. Yes.
Q. Was that morning or afternoon ? A. I  could not say.
Q. You don’t know the time, to fix it at all? A. ISTo.
Q. Or the date any nearer than you suggested? A. No, sir, 

I may be wrong, it may have been later, but my impression is 
it was some time during the time when it was first on the cal
endar, but I could not tell.

Q. You have absolutely no way of fixing the time of day at 
any event? A. No, sir.

Q. You could not say whether it was morning or afternoon? 
A. No, sir; I could not.

Q. Did you talk with Mr. Mayberry more than once about 
the bill? A. No. lie coming from one town, and I from a 
town, was the reason we talked about that.

Q. At the time you were talking with Mayberry had O’Con
nell already offered his amendment? A. I think it was about 
that time.

Q. You mean that same day? A. I think it was the time, 
if I remember rightly, Mr. O’Connell asked to have it put over 
another day ; it was about that time.

Q. When you say about the time, do you mean about that 
time, or the hour of the day? A. About that day.

Q. And you think it was in that part of the day after O’Con
nell had offered his amendment? A. I would not want to say 
it was just after, or before; it was about the time that thing 
was going on.

Q. And that is your complete and whole knowledge of it ? 
A. Yes, sir.

The S pe a k er . Any other questions that any one would 
like to ask Mr. Bower.

Q. (by Representative T u r t l e ). Do you remember when 
it was with reference to the date when the bucket shop bill 
was killed, was under discussion? A. Do I remember?

Q. Yes; whether it was that day or not? A. Oh, I don’t 
know.

Q. Could you tell by looking at the calendar? A. It was 
during the final discussion on the water meter bill. I remem
ber this, that I was not in the room all the time, and when the 
water meter bill came up for a vote I went out to the urinal, 
and when I came back it had been — it was not that day.
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Q. (b y  the Spe a k e r ). Y ou are sure that it was not the 

day that the final vote was taken on the water meter bill ? 
A. Yes, because during the session I was in another part of 
the room, when Dr. Faxon was speaking his ten minutes— I 
was not in my seat at all.

Q. You know you didn’t have a discussion with Mayberry 
on that day? A. Yes, sir.

Q. It must have been some other day? A. It was during 
the first part of this thing coming on the calendar that I had 
the discussion.

Q. (by Representative T u r t l e ). What thing? A. The 
water meter bill.

The Spe a k e r . That is all, Mr. Bower.
May  21, 1906.

J ohn W. G oodhue — sworn.
Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) . What is your 

full name. A. John W. Goodhue.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. I am.
Q. Has any statement been made to you, or in your pres

ence, by anybody, relative to the use of money or other 
improper influence to affect legislation? A. Well, that’s a 
pretty broad question. The question of money has never been 
mentioned in my presence at all.

Q. Or other improper influence? A. And I don’t consider 
that anybody has ever offered me anything to vote for a certain 
measure, or tried to induce me by offering me anything.

Q. Well, then, what did you have in mind when you sug
gested that the question was a pretty broad one? A. There 
are so many questions in there. I will put it the way I did 
when I was before the committee before, as near as I can, and 
that is, — all I know, and all I ever heard, is that the member 
sitting beside me said that there was something in this bucket 
shop bill, and I took it as a statement of fact. That’s all I 
ever heard.

Q. Was that the full statement made to you? A. That is 
the full statement he made, and that is all I ever heard. There 
was no one, outside the member, ever said a word to me on 
this measure or any other measure.

Q. Where was that statement made? A. In our seats in the 
House.
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Q. Who was present beside you that heard the statement? 

A. No one, only the man that made the statement.
Q. And it was made by him to you directly? A. Yes.
Q. When? A. That was the day before the bill went to 

be engrossed. In my statement the last time I made a state
ment that it was before it went to the third reading, but I didn’t 
mean that; I remember distinctly it was the dajr before the 
fight on the bill; there wasn’t any fight on it when it went to 
the third reading.

Q. And that was the full statement ? A. That is the full 
statement as near as I can remember it. I remember that 
distinctly, that that’s the way he put it.

Q. The words, again, were what? A. That there was some
thing in this bucket shop bill. And he said it in such a way 
that I thought he knew what he was stating.

Q. You received it as a fact, then? A. A fact, a statement, 
yes. I didn’t receive it as though he was trying to sound me up 
and see if I wanted it, or anything of that kind.

Q. Who made the statement? A. Frank J. Gethro.
Q. Where did he sit, relative to your seat in the House? 

A. He is the right hand of me ; I am 61 and he is 60, I think.
Q. Had you known him before? A. Not before I sat beside 

him this term.
Q. You had talked with him before during the session? A. 

Yes, once in a while ; we hadn’t been very communicative. I 
talked with him in regard to his bill on dance halls, at that 
time; that's one thing I remember.

Q. Was your position known on the bucket shop legislation, 
so called, at the time this statement was made to you by Gethro ? 
A. Well, I couldn't say ; but I know I always voted against it.

Q. (by Representative W a l k e r ) . Against what? A. For 
it, — against the amendments.

Q. (by Mr. H all). And for the b ill? A. For the bill.
Q. When, with reference to the passage of the vote, the final 

vote on the bucket shop bill, so called, in the House, was this 
statement made ? A. When was it made ?

Q. Yes,— with reference to the final vote? A. On the day 
the bill was defeated, — on May 1, wasn’t it, — it was the day 
before that.
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Q. The day before the final vote on the bill? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is that the only conversation you ever had with Mr. 

Gethro about the bucket shop bill? A. Well, I  don’t know as 
I  had that question put to me before, but just before I  came 
into the Rules Committee before he asked me what I  under
stood him to say about the bucket shop bill, and I  told him I  
understood him to say that there was something in it, and he 
said, “ Don’t say that, Goodhue, don’t say that; it would kill 
me.”

Q. Did he say anything more ? A. That is all, that is all 
he said. After I  was in here he asked me what they are doing; 
I  said, “ I  understand they are calling in one at a time.” And 
he never made any answer to that.

Q. Does that complete every talk you have had with Repre
sentative Gethro ? A. I  think that is every talk; it is every
thing that I  can remember distinctly.

Q. And is that the entire conversation, or the substance of 
the entire conversation, that you had with him at all times? 
A. Yes, yes; I kind of shut him off; I  told him I wasn’t inter
ested and I didn’t want anything to do with it. And I  don’t 
think he referred to it again; if he did, I  don’t remember it.

Q. When he told you in the House, the day before the bill 
was finally disposed of, that there was something in it, what 
reply did you make ? A. I told him I  wasn’t interested, I 
would vote as I  pleased.

Q. Did you further say that you didn’t want to be mixed up 
with it at all ? A. Well, I  think I might have put it that way. 
Any way, I gave him to understand that I didn’t want to have 
anything to do with it.

Q. Well, now, from what he said you were of the opinion or 
impression that he was against the bill? A. Yes, I  was at that 
time, but since then I have thought it kind of strange that he 
voted against the amendments.

Q. What did he say to you at the interview that gave you 
the impression, or convinced you, that he was against the bill ? 
A. He never said anything, he never said anything that I 
know, only that statement.

Q. At your former testimony before this committee you said 
this: “ When that bill came up I understood from what he said
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that he was against the bill.” Now, what did he say that made 
yon understand that? A. Well, it is only the impression I  had. 
I guess I can’t tell you what made me think so, now.

Q. He must have said something to you that gave you the 
impression that he was against the bill? A. Well, I  got the 
impression all right, but I  can’t tell you what gave it to me 
now; I  can’t recall it.

Q. Can you give us the substance of what he said that created 
the impression in your mind that he was against the bill? A. I 
couldn’t; I  couldn’t tell you.

Q. Did you also say to him: “ How is this; I  thought you 
were interested in killing the bill,” after he had voted on the 
first two amendments with you? A. Yes, I  did say that.

Q. What did he reply? A. He says, “ Well, these amend
ments change the bill,” — I  think these are the words he used 
— “ these amendments change the bill.”

Q. And when the House went against the bill, did you 
further say to Representative Gethro, “ How is this; I  thought 
you were the other way? ” A. Ho, I  don’t think I  did.

Q. Well, you so testified before the committee before. A. I 
testified that ?

Q. Didn’t you? A. I  don’t remember of my doing it.
Q. Well, let me read you the stenographic report of your 

testimony: “ When the House went against the bill . . . for 
me.” A. I  said that, as I  say it now, after the first two votes 
that there were reported.

Q. So you did say at some time after the amendments had 
been voted on, or part of them, “ How is this; I  thought you 
were the other way? ” A. Yes.

Q. And he replied to you then, “ Ho; these amendments 
spoil the bill for me?” A. Well, did I  put it that way,-—- 
“ spoil the bill ? ”

Q. Yes. A. I  couldn’t swear to it, whether he used the 
words “ change the bill for me ” or “ spoil the bill for me.”

Q. Your recollection of this transaction was as clear then as 
it is now, because it was nearer the time it happened, wasn’t 
it? A. Yes; I  have heard so much talk that perhaps I  might 
have got mixed.

Q. How, I  will call your attention to what you said to the
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committee on Pules when you were here before, which was 
nearer the time than to-day: “ I  said, ‘ Iiow is this, I  thought 
you were the other way ? ’ and Gethro replied, ‘ No, these 
amendments spoil the bill for me.’ ” A. Well, that’s the sub
stance of it. I  couldn’t swear that he said “ spoil ” or “ change,” 
but I  am pretty sure he said one or the other; it was either 
“ change the bill for me ” or “ spoil the bill for me.”

Q. If  you said at your prior examination that Gethro said,
These amendments spoil the bill for me,” have you any ques

tion that your recollection was clear about it? A. I  should 
think that the word “ sj)oil ” would be the proper one to use.

Q. The word “ spoil ” would be the proper one to use? A. I 
should think it would be, but I  could not swear which one I 
used when I  was here before, now.

Q. Now, why do you think that the word “ spoil ” would be 
the proper one to use, from the substance of your conversation 
with him ? A. “ Spoil ” or f< change,” — well, I think, as near 
as I  can remember, that would be it, but I  wouldn’t want to 
swear which one he used; but I  am pretty sure he used one of 
those words.

Q. The best recollection you have now is that he used the 
word “ spoil? ” A. Yes, I think that was the one; that is the 
impression which I  have had since then, that that is what he said.

Q. Now, at this talk, or at some talk before the final 
disposition of the bucket shop bill, so called, you got the im
pression that you were to get something out of it ? A. Well, I 
got the impression I  could, if I had a mind to follow it up.

Q. And that impression you got solely from your talk with 
Gethro, and no other person? A. No other person, no; I had 
no talk with any one else at all.

Q. And you subsequently told somebody that that was your 
impression, that you thought there was something in it ? A. 
T es; after the talk was made by Swig I  was talking with a 
member, and I think he said he didn’t think there was any
thing in i t ; I  said T thought there was, from what I  had heard.

Q. And that member was Mr. Phillips? A. Yes.
Q. T)o you recall anything else, Mr. Goodhue, relative to 

Gethro’s statements or actions, which you haven’t given the 
committee? A. No, I  don’t.
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Q. When did you first state to anybody what Gethro said to 

you? A. In this room.
Q. Before this committee ? A. Before this committee. I 

never mentioned his name, or that I  knew anybody’s name that 
made any statement, before or since.

Q. Have you anything further that you desire to add to the 
statement that you have made? A. I don’t know a thing; I 
am not acquainted with anybody, or had any talk with anybody.

Q. Have you any information of any kind, nature or de
scription that will assist this committee, other than what you 
have stated ? A. I  don’t think I  have got a thing; I  don’t know 
of anything that I  could say. I  haven’t made very much talk 
about the corridors; I  have said very little about the affair.

Q. Can you give the name to this committee of any person 
or persons that will assist them in this inquiry ? A. No, sir.

Q. When Bepresentative Gethro asked you if you had ap
peared before this committee, yorx had had no subsequent talk 
with him whatsoever? A. No, — well, only as I  told you; he 
asked me what I  understood him to say.

Q. That was before you came in ? A. Yes.
Q. When was that with reference to the final disposition of 

the bucket shop legislation ? A. When was it ?
Q. Yes, — afterwards? A. Oh, yes; just before I  came in 

here; the day before, I  think.
Q. And after there was knowledge in the House that this 

committee was looking into the matter? A. Yes, afterwards.
Q. (by the Speakeb). Mr. Goodhue, do you sit right next 

to Mr. Gethro? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Had he ever spoken to you at any other time about any 

other measure, and suggested that there was something in it? 
A. No, sir; I  never heard it.

Q. Had you, by his actions, ever, previous to this time, been 
led to believe that he was one who could be influenced in any 
improper way? A. No; I  don’t think. He showed me a lot 
of tickets one day, and said, “ See there, what I  have to buy.” 
And then they would send in cards, and I  have had him say, 
“ Well, you are lucky you don’t belong in Boston; there is 
somebody running after you all the time.”

Q. Tickets to what ? A. A fair, I  think it was, or something 
of that kind.
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Q. Well, did that indicate anything? A. Oh, no, that 
didn’t indicate to me anything; I  never saw anything person
ally, but what he was all right.

Q. Had he ever by any act or word in conversation with you 
indicated that any member of the Legislature was being bribed 
on any question? A. Ho, sir, no, sir, no, sir; I  never heard 
anything of the kind.

Q. Had anybody else with whom you have talked? A. Ho, 
sir. I  have been, as I  said before, very free to vote as I  pleased 
in this Legislature, and I have had no talk — absolutely none 
— that could be construed as bribery, before this talk came up.

Q. Has any member of the Legislature ever suggested to you 
that he or anybody else felt that way, — that the Legislature 
could be bribed? A. I don’t think. Of course there has 
been more or less joking in a way, but I could not recall 
anything particular now; certainly there has not been any
thing in the House here, anyway.

Q. (b y  Representative W a l k e r ). I would like to ask 
Mr. Goodhue whether he overheard Gethro say anything to 
Leonard? A. Ho, I didn’t.

Q. You never heard any conversation between them? A. 
I never saw him talk with him at all.

Q. You sit beside Gethro? A. I sit beside Gethro, and 
Leonard sits right in front of him, but I never saw them 
talking.

Q. Did Gethro ever say to you that Leonard had spoken 
to him? A. I don’t think so.

Q. In regard to Gethro’s dance hall bill, — what did Gethro 
say to you about that? A. I don’t know as I could recall 
what he said, now.

Q. Well, did you imply from what he said that there was 
anything in that bill for you? A. Oh, no, no ; he said it was 
a good bill, and he would like to have me help him out on it. 
And I was kind of interested in it myself, so I would ask him 
how it was coming along.

Q. But he didn’t hint at anything improper? A. Oh, no.
Q. (b y  Representative A m es) . In your conversation Avith 

Mr. Gethro, was what Avas said on the bucket shop bill 
interjected into other conversation that had taken-place be-
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tween you at the time? A. Well, I think it was, but I 
couldn't recall how that came about.

Q. That didn’t initiate the conversation? A. The House 
was in session, and my attention was turned to somethin«• that 
was going on right after that, and I couldn’t tell now what 
brought it about.

Q. Had he been in his seat some little time before this con
versation occurred? A. I think so, yes, sir.

Q. Had you had other conversation during the time that you 
were there together, prior to this conversation? A. I don’t 
think I had; I don’t recall anything. If I remember right, we 
were taking up the calendar; I think that is what we were doing.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ). As I understand, you 
had the impression, previous to his statement, that the amend
ments spoiled the bill, that he was against the bill? A. Well, 
yes, after what he said the day before, I did; 1 didn’t know 
anything about it before that.

Q. And then when he made the remark that it spoiled the 
bill, you thought that was his justification or reason, probably, 
for his voting finally in a way that appeared as if he favored 
the bill? A. Yes, yes, that is the way I looked at it.

Q. (by Representative H ayes). Was there anything in the 
way that he presented the matter to you that led you to believe 
that he had any authority to offer you money, or that he was 
doing it with any idea of offering you money or any considera
tion to vote for or against the bill? A. No, I didn’t consider 
that he was authorized to ask me to vote for it.

Q. Was it merely a passing remark to you? A. Well, I 
took it as a statement of something he knew.

Q. What led you to think that? A. That’s what led me to 
think that he made that statement, as a matter of fact, as 
though he knew what he was talking about.

May  21, 1906.F rank J. G ethro  — sworn.
Q. (b y  Assistant Attorney-General I I a ll) . What is your 

full name? A. Frank J. Gethro.
Q. And you are a member of the present House? A. Yes, 

sir.



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 103
Q. Has anybody ever said anything to you or in your presence 

relative to the use of money or other improper influence to affect 
legislation? A. Directly? No, sir.

Q. Or indirectly? A. No, sir.
Q. No person? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever made any statement to anybody relative 

to the use of money or other improper influence to affect pend
ing legislation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Can you give this committee any information whatsoever, 
of any kind, nature or description, that will assist them in the 
subject-matter of this inquiry. A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with any member of the 
House, or any other person, inside or outside of it, relative to 
the use of money or other improper influence to affect.legisla
tion? A. Not directly, no, sir.

Q. Or indirectly? A. I could say that I have heard the 
rumor round, that’s all.

Q. What rumor? A. Well, the rumor that they were — 
I have heard of different bills the same as this; I have heard 
of the water bill, the Springfield water bill, — rumors that 
there was money used, by fellows joking round the hall. I 
have heard fellows say that they were suspicious of the 
Touraine bill; and I think on the 12 o’clock bill I have heard 
fellows say they were suspicious of money being used.

Q. What other bills ? A. That is all I can remember.
Q. That exhausts your recollection of any bills? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Well, now, by whom was that said? A. Oh, I have 

heard fellows joking round, sitting in the seats and joking and 
talking about it. I don't know as I can recall any names.

Q. Was all the talk, of every kind that you heard, relative 
to that, said in a joking way, in your opinion? .V. I should 
imagine so.

Q. Did you take it as a joke, always? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Can you give the name of anybody to this committee that 

you heard make any such remark? A. I don’t know as I could.
I know I have sat in my seat there, and I have — I said it to 
Webster at one time, on the 12 o’clock bill, “ Are you going 
to bring us out and give us a beer when it’s all over?”
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Q. Who is Webster? A. He is a man who spoke for — had 

charge of — the case — Was it the Touraine bill or the 12 o’clock 
bill? I forget which, now.

Q. Is he a member of the House? A. Yes, sir; sitting 
together, and chatting together in a joking way.

Q. Any other? A. No, I don’t know as there is.
Q. Then let me ask you the question again : Can you give 

to this committee the name of any person, in the House or out 
of it, that you ever heard make any remark relative to the use 
of money or other improper influence? A. No, sir.

Q. Can you recall any person or persons who made any re
mark of that character to you? A. No, sir. As far as being’ 
approached, I will say I have never been approached.

Q. You have already said that you have heard statements 
made which you characterize as jocular, by persons in the 
House, relative to the use of money on pending legislation? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, can 3’ou tell us the name of any person, in the 
House or out, that you ever heard make any of those remarks? 
A. No ; I don’t know as I could personally name a man, no.

Q. You have no recollection about it at all? A. No, sir.
Q. Hid you ever have any talks with Representative Leonard ? 

A. I had a talk once with him, the day that the bill was under 
discussion.

Q. Which bill? A. The bucket shop bill.
Q. Hid you ever have more than one talk with him? A. 

No, sir.
Q. What was that talk? A. I was standing in front of the 

candy counter thei'e, smoking a cigarette, and he came up to 
me and asked me if I heard a rumor that they were offering 
$50 for votes on the bucket shop bill, and I told him I was 
going to be with the bill, and nobody had approached me; and 
he said, “ So am I going to be with it.” That is all the talk 
we had.

Q. That is all the conversation you had with Mr. Leonard? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Hid you ever talk with Swig? A. No, sir.
Qi Hid you ever talk with any other person? A. No, sir.
Q. Hid 3rou ever have any talk with Representative Leonard 

about the telephone bill? A. I met Mr. Leonard one time on
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the elevated train going home, and he came up and shook hands 
with me, and told me that lie thought the telephone bill I had 
was a very good one, and it ought to pass-—-I think he said.

Q. Well, you neglected that,— you do now recall that, do 
you? A. Yes, I remember that.

Q. Any other talks you ever had with him? A. No, sir.
Q. Did any person ever exchange a word with you on the 

bucket shop bill? A. A member of the House?
Q. Did anybody in the world exchange a word with you? 

I am not talking about your being approached; I am asking 
whether you ever had any conversation with anybody about 
the bucket shop bill? A. Yes; I have talked about the 
bucket shop bill.

Q. With whom? A. I sat next to Mr. Cushing at one time, 
and I asked him what he thought of the bill. He said he 
thought it was a bad bill, and should be licked.

Q. What did you sajA A. I told him that I knew abso
lutely nothing about it, I was never in a bucket shop in my 
life ; I said it would be wiping out the small fellow to help the 
big fellow, and I told him 1 was going to be with the bill, as I 
had promised Senator Logan.

Q. Is that all the talk you had with Mr. Cushing? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Is he a member of the House? A. Yes, sir; we were 
sitting together.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with anybody else, either in 
the House or out of it, about the bucket shop bill, at any time? 
A. Not that I can recall.

Q. Do you mean by that that you did, or that you didn’t, 
or that you can’t recall ? A. I can’t recall any conversation.

Q. Can you answer the question “ Yes” or “ No?” A. 
Not positively, no, because we as a rule sit there together and 
talk about every bill that comes along.

Q. Are you positive whether or not any person outside the 
Legislature ever had any talk with you about the bucket shop 
bill? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And did they, or not? A. No, sir, outside Mr. Logan ; 
I promised him —-the senator. He came up and asked me if I 
would vote for i t ; I told him I would.
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Q. You have testified before the committee on Rules before? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you testified before the grand jury? A. No, sir.
Q. You did not? A. No, sir.
Q. So the only two talks you ever had with anybody about 

the bucket shop bill were with Representative Leonard and 
Representative Cushing? A. I remember speaking to them 
two about it.

Q. And nbw you say they are the only ones you can recall, 
except Senator Logan, that you ever talked with about the bill ? 
A. That is all I can remember.

Q. And Leonard said to you, in substance, “ Have you 
heard a rumor that they are offering $50 for votes on the bill ? ” 
A. That is about the nature of it, yes, sir.

Q. And you said, “ No, sir, nobody has approached me; I 
am going to be with the bill.” A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was the entire conversation ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the talk with Mr. Cushing was, he asked you about 

the bill? A. Yes. AVe were sitting together, and I think he 
was interested in some Dixby Hall Society — that dance hall 
bill; we got talking in a general way. Then I asked him what 
he thought about the bucket shop bill, and he said he thought 
it was a bad one and it ought to be licked. I told him it was 
a subject that was foreign to me ; I had never been in a bucket 
shop or stock exchange in my life.

Q. The rest of the talk with him was what? A. He told 
me it was a bad bill.

Q. You said, “ I don’t know anything about the bucket shop 
bill, and I think they will wipe the little fellow out?” A. I 
think that is what I said; it was the opinion I had of the bill. 
And I told him I promised Senator Logan that I was going to 
be with the bill.

Q. Did you say to Cushing: “ I promised Senator Logan, 
I said I would be with the bill?” A. Yes, sir, I think so; I 
am quite sure I did.

Q. And you did promise Senator Logan you would be with 
the bill? A. Yes, sir; he came up and asked me if I would 
be with the bill, and I told him I would.

Q. You have said that you were indicted by the grand jury, 
haven’t you? A. I heard a rumor that 1 was.
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Q. I asked you if you haven’t said you were? A. Only the 

knowledge that I got from the paper; that is all.
Q. Have you said that you were? A. I may have said so.
Q. Can’t you say whether you did or not? A. I suppose I did.
Q. Well, you did, then? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And have you said that you knew what you were indicted 

for.- A. Well, I read it in the paper; that’s all the informa
tion I have.

Q. Tou have since brought an action against a newspaper 
for publishing that fact ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with Representative Good- 
hue? A. We sit together, and talk quite a lot; we are very 
friendly.

Q- About the bucket shop bill? A. I don’t remember as 
we have.

Q. Well, do you mean that you haven't, or do you mean to 
say that you have no recollection? A. I don’t remember of 
any talk that I ever had with him.

Q. You don’t recall any ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you recall that the day before the bucket shop bill 

was finally disposed of in the House, you said to him some
thing relative to the use of money? A. I don’t remember 
of it.

Q. Do you care to leave it like that, — that you have no 
recollection? A. Yes, sir.

Q- Then you may have, or may not have? A. I will tell 
you that I never told him I had any money.

Q- A hat did you tell him? A. I don’t remember telling 
him that I had any.

Q. Do you remember having any conversation with him 
after the final disposition of the bucket shop bill in the House, 
relative to appearing before the committee on Rules? A. I 
remember asking him if he remembered how I voted on the 
bill, and he said I voted as he did.

Q. Is that all you remember ? A. That is all.
Q. Do you remember having any conversation with him 

previous to his appearance before the committee on Rules ? A . 
No, sir.
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Q. And saying that you didn’t want him to make certain 

statements? A. No, sir.
Q. You have no such recollection? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you have any recollection of talking with him after 

you appeared before the committee before ? A. No.
Q. Well, then, regarding your three possible conversations 

with Mr. Goodhue, all you tell this committee is that you have 
no recollection about them? A. I remember having that 
conversation, and asking him if he remembered how I voted 
on the bill.

Q. With the exception of that fact, nothing? A. That is 
all, sir.

Q. And you would say to the committee that you didn’t 
have any further talks with him ? A. Not that I remember 
having any.

Q. But you may have had ? A. I don’t think so.
Q. Well, do you know that you did not? A. I could almost 

say I did not.
Q. Well, will you say that you did not? A. I am almost 

positive of it.
Q. Will you swear that you did not? A. Well, I feel sure 

that I haven’t.
Q. Will you swear that you didn’t? A. Yes, I will.
Q. So, then, you will swear that you never had any con

versation with Goodhue about the bucket shop bill at any one 
of three possible interviews where anything was said, other 
than your talk with him where he said that he voted the same 
as you did ? A. I remember asking him if he recollected how 
I did vote, and he said, “ I think you voted the same as I did.”

Q. That’s all? A. That’s all, yes, sir.
Q . (by the Sp e a k e r ) . May I  ask you when you made 

your promise to Senator Logan to support the bill? A. Oh, 
I think it was one day I was up in the Senate chamber and I 
asked him if he would give me some help on the dance hall 
bill in the Senate chamber. I think it was the time he asked 
me ; it must have been.

Q. How long before the final disposition of the bill was it? 
A. Oh, three or four days, I should think; I should think it 
was that long.

Q. Did you ever say to Mr. Leonard, or to anybody else,
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that you would like to be on his committee? A. No, sir; I 
am positive I didn’t.

Q. Do you know anybody, inside or outside of the House, 
who was particularly anxious that the bucket shop bill should 
be defeated? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know anybody, inside or outside the House, who 
was particularly anxious that it should be passed? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Had any newspaper man ever asked you to help kill the 
bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know Fleming? A. Fleming? No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Barter? A. No; I know who Mr. 

Barter is, by seeing him. I didn’t know, until after he ap
peared before the grand ju ry ; at the time he was pointed out 
to me, that is the first one.

Q. Has either of these men ever spoken to you in regard to 
legislation? A. No, sir ; never spoken to me in their life.

Q. Have you any friend in the bucket shop business? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Have you any acquaintance in the bucket shop business? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know any man who carries on a bucket shop ? 
A. No, sir.

Q. (by Mr. H a ll) .  Just one question, so that it maybe 
perfectly clear. I understand that you have said now to this 
committee that outside of the talk which you had with Repre
sentative Goodhue, in which you both said you voted for the 
bill — A. Yes, sir.

Q. — you have sworn that you never had any other talk 
with him whatever about the bucket shop bill? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And, if so, there cannot be any misunderstanding as to 
the effect of any words of yours, because those are the only 
words you have spoken to him? A. Yes, sir, that is all.

Q. (By the S p e a k e r ) . Do you know Pat Bowen? A. 
Yes, I am chums with him.

Q. Who is he? A. He is an ex-alderman of Boston.
Q. What is his business? A. Liquor business.
Q. Did he say anything to you about the bucket shop bill? 

A. No, sir.
Q. Had he ever made any request for you to vote in any
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particular way ? A. No, sir, never since I have been in the 
House, on any bill.

Q. On any bill? A. No, sir. He and I are very intimate 
together; we have got a club together, to get control of the 
Vard.

Q. What ward is that? A. Ward 9.
Q. He never mentioned the bucket shop bill? A. No, sir, 

— any bill.
Q. Was he up here during the progress of the legislation? 

A. No, sir.
Q. Are you interested with Mr. Bowen in any contract with 

the city, or in which the city is interested? A. No, sir.
Q. Anyr contract of any kind? A. No, sir.
Q. Will you swear that so far as you know there is no man 

interested in the bucket shop business associated with you and 
Mr. Bowen? A. No, sir.

Q. You do swear that there is not? A. That there is any
body ?

Q. Is there any man interested in the bucket shop business 
associated with you and Mr. Ilowcn? A. No, sir; I don’t 
know anybody.

Q. In politics? A. No, sir.
Q. Or in a contract? A. No, sir.
Q. Or in any business of any kind? A. No, sir; Mr. 

Bowen isn’t in any contract business, that I know anything of.
Q. (by Air. H a ll). The only reason, Mr. Gethro, you were 

in favor of the so-called bucket shop legislation was because 
you had told Senator Logan you would vote for the bill? A. 
That is a ll: I knew absolutely nothing about the bill.

Q. How did you feel the amendments affected the bill? A. 
I thought it was going to kill the b ill; as the committee said 
it was.

Q. After the amendments were adopted, did you make any 
remark to anybody sitting near to you, in regard to how they 
had affected the bill? A. No, sir; all I know is what the 
committee reported; that is all.

Q. How did you think they would affect the bill ? A. Well, 
I thought this, — they were put on to block the other busi
ness of brokers and stock exchange. That is what I under
stood.
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Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ). D o you know a man by the name 

of Sullivan— “ Sport” Sullivan? A. No, sir: I have never 
met him in my life; I know who he is by  hearing of his mak
ing bets at the baseball games. I never saw him, or never 
met him.

Ma y  21, 1906.
F elix Gatineau — sw o rn . .

Q. (by Mr. H all). What is your full name? A. Felix 
Gatineau.

Q. You are a member of the House ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever heard anything from anybody relative to 

the use of money or other improper influence at the present ses
sion of the Legislature? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever talk with anybody about it? A. About money ?
Q. Or any improper influence to affect legislation ? A. Not 

that I  remember, sir.
Q. Did you read the newspaper accounts of the bucket shop 

bill, and other things ? A. Oh, yes, yes.
Q. Did you have any talk with anybody about those news

paper accounts ? A. Oh, sometimes I did, yes, sir.
Q. Members of the House, or others ? A. Well, sometimes 

members of the House, and other times others.
Q. And what was the talk about? A. Well, sometimes I 

met somebody that inquired about this trouble and wanted to 
know if I  thought there was any truth in it, and so on.

Q. What did you reply ? A. Oh, I  replied that I thought 
there wasn’t any truth in it.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with Representative Gethro ? 
A. You mean, on any bills ?

Q. No; I  mean relative to any charges of corruption or bribery. A. No, sir.
Q. Never exchanged a word with him ? A. Well, I did some 

time, but it had no reference to money, or no money matters. 
Sometimes on different bills we have occasion to talk quite often 
together, and he asked me different times how I stood on cer
tain hills; but not any more than that.

Q. Did you know him before you came to the House ? A. 
No, sir.
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Q. Did he ever have any talk with you about how you stood 

on the bucket shop bill ? A. I  think he did.
Q. About when? A. Well, I don’t remember exactly; I 

think that it was the very day that we voted on it.
Q. Where was the talk ? A. Oh, it was in the House, I think.
Q. What was the talk ? A. Well, he asked me how I stood 

on the bill, and I  told him that I  was in favor of the bill. And 
that’s all he said to me.

Q. What reply did he make when you said you were in favor 
of the bill ? A. Well, he didn’t say anything.

Q. Said nothing? A. Well, any more than! he said he 
thought it was a bad bill and only affected the bucket shops.

Q. And then did he walk away? A. Yes, sir.
Q. But outside of saying to you that he thought it was a bad 

bill, there was nothing said ? A. No, sir.
Q. And that was the day of the vote ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who was present at that interview? A. I  don’t believe 

there was anybody present. That is, I  was in my seat, I  think, 
or next to my seat, and I  happened to talk with him.

Q. And was the talk between you two ? A. Yes.
Q. Do you know of any other person whom he asked about 

the bucket shop bill ? A. No, sir.
Q. What other bills did he ever talk with you about? A. 

Well, I  think he spoke to me about this dance hall bill.
Q. Tie was in favor of that, wasn’t he ? A. Who ?
Q. Getliro ? A. Yes, yes.
Q. Any other bill? A. Well, I  think there was some other 

bill, but I  don’t seem to remember just which one it was just 
now.

Q. Do you recall what the talk was about the bill that you 
don’t recall the title of ? A. No, I  don’t seem to remember, 
because we have chances to meet quite often, you know, and we 
spoke several times about different bills.

Q. Can you give the committee the name of any person that 
might assist them in this inquiry ? A. Well, to tell the truth, 
I can’t tell.

Q. Or can you give them any further information than that 
you have given them? A. I  could not, sir, because I  wasn’t
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approached by anybody to interest rue to vote for or against any 
bill.

Q. Have you bad any talk with Representative Gethro since 
the. talk that you had in the House when he told you that he 
was ag'ainst the bill ? A. Well, I  have talked two or three times 
with him in the House there; we sit sometimes together.

Q. Have you had any talk with him since the bucket shop 
bill was disposed of in the House ? A. Yes; but not in regard 
to the bill.

Q. In regard to any charges against him, or anybody ? A. 
Yes, yes, yes.

Q. When did you have that talk ? A. Oh, I think I did the 
next day after his lithograph there came out in the paper.

Q. Wliat was that talk? A. Well, not any more than that 
I said I  thought it was too bad; that I  thought it would hurt 
him.

Q. What did he say ? A. Well, he didn’t say much; he said 
that he felt quite sorry about it.

Q. Do you recall anything he said ? A. No, he didn’t say 
much; there were two or three other parties with us there, and 
we only exchanged a word or two, that is all.

Q. That was a general talk among several people ? A. Yes.
Q. Have you ever had any private tails: with him ? A. No, 

I  never did.
Q. Did you have any other talk with him, except the tails you 

stated ? A. No.
Q. So that you have only spoken to Gethro once since the 

defeat of the bucket shop bill? A. Well, I may have talked 
more than that; his seat, you know, is near to mine, and we 
happen to be somewhat friendly, our names get mixed up 
sometimes ; he is called out sometimes on my account, and I 
am called out on his account, with cards, and that is the way 
we happened to get acquainted more.

Q. Did he ever say anything to you at any time since he 
had that talk with you in the House, about that talk? A. 
No, he never did.

Q. He never has asked you whether you remembered it or 
not? A. No, sir.
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Q. But you do remember it? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Quite clearly? A. Yes, sir.
Q. (by the Speaker). Did you understand Mr. Gethro to 

say that he was against the bucket shop bill when you were 
talking with him? A. No, I didn’t ;  I only understood that 
he asked me how I was on the bill.

Q. And you answered that you were for it? A. I answered 
that I was for the bill.

Q. And then he made a statement to you that he thought it 
was a pretty bad bill? A. Well, he thought it was bad that 
way, because it only affected the bucket shops; and he said 
he would be in favor of a bill that would stop everything in 
that line in the State.

Q. He said he would? A. Yes.
Q. Did he tell you how he was going to vote on the bill? 

A. No, sir, he didn’t.
Q. From your conversation, how did you understand he 

was going to vote? A. Well, he didn’t say much to me ; that 
was about all he told me, and it was not enough to be clear in 
my mind how he stood on the bill.

Q. (by Mr. H all) . In reply to my question as to what 
Gethro said to you the day before, —■ or the day of the passage 
of the bill, — I understood you to say that he was against the 
bill? A. Well, I didn’t mean that.

[At Mr. Hall’s request the stenographer read from his notes, 
which showed that the witness did not state that Mr. Gethro 
said to him that he was against the bill.]

Q. (by Representative W alker) .  Did any one outside of 
the Legislature approach you to influence your vote either one 
way or the other on the bucket shop bill? Now, I don’t mean 
improperly, but with legitimate arguments. Did any one argue 
with you, or seek to influence your vote legitimately? A. 
No, sir; I didn’t see anybody.

Q . Was there any one who argued with you, or talked witfi 
you, in reference to the bill, other than members of the House? 
A. No, sir.

Q . (b y  R ep resen ta tive  P eabody) .  N obody a t y o u r hom e? 
A . N o , s ir ;  happily , we haven’t  go t any  bucket shops a t my 
hom e. W e w ere no t in tei’ested a t all.
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M ay 21, 1906.

Charles M ayberry — sworn.
Q. (by Mr. H all) .  What is your full name? A. Charles 

Mayberry.
Q. And you are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Has anybody ever said to you, or in jrour presence, any

thing relative to the use of money or other improper influence 
to affect legislation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever made an}r statement to anybody about 
it? A. No, sir.

Q. Has anybody ever approached you directly or indirectly 
with the ofler ot money or other improper influence or induce
ment to affect your vote? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know of any member who has . been so ap
proached? A. No, sir.

Q. Did anybody approach you, whether properly or im
properly, relative to your vote or position on the bucket shop 
bill, so called? A. I don't recall of anybody approaching me. 
I had discussed the matter with several members, both in favor 
and against the measure; I don't recall anybody coming to 
me to discuss it.

Q. Outside of members, did you ever exchange words with 
anybody about it? A. No, sir.

Q. So your entire talk relative to the bucket shop legisla
tion has been had with members? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know of anybody that was interested in the 
bucket shop legislation, outside of the House? A. Xo, I 
don’t.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with Representative Swig?, 
A. Xo.

Q. Representative Leonard? A. Xo.
Q. Representative Gethro? A. I don’t recall any talk 

with Gethro. He sits next to m e; I wouldn’t say that I 
never had had; perhaps in the course of debate we might 
have said something about it.

Q. Did he ever exchange a word with you on the bucket shop 
bill? A. I don’t recall that he ever did.

Q. Did you ever exchange a word with him about it? A.
I don't think I did.
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Q. Did he know your position on the bill? A. Well, I 

couldn’t say whether he did or not. There was talk about the 
bill during  the progress of the debate, and I don't know whether 
he knew nay position or not.

Q- But to your recollection you never had an interview with 
him about it? A. No.

Q. And do you put that as a matter of recollection, or do 
you know whether you ever did talk with him about it? A. 
T\ ell, I put that as a matter of recollection, because I wouldn’t 
say that I never did.

Q- Did you ever hear from anybody any statement — I ana 
not asking you as to the proof or falsity of it — any. state- 
laaent from anybody relative to the use of money or other im
proper influence to affect the bucket shop legislation ? A. No, 
except what I have seen in the paper's.

Q. And that is entirely and exclusively your information 
relative to it? A. Yes, sir.

Q. I am not asking you vdaat you know; I mean, what you 
have been informed by anybody? A. No, I never have been.

Q- Can you give the committee any further infoi’mation 
about the subject-matter of this inquiry,-—the alleged cor
ruption and baflbea’y in the Legislature? A. No, I don’t 
believe I could.

Q. Could you give the name of any pea'son to this com
mittee that might assist them? A. No, I don't know of 
anybody.

Q. (by the S p e a k e r ). Did Mr. Gethro ever make a state
ment to you, before the final vote on the bucket shop bill, that 
"would lead you to understand how he stood on that question? 
A. No, no; I don’t know how he stood on it.

Q- lo u  sit next to him? A. I sit next to him : he sits at 
nay left.

Q. He sits, then, between you and Mr. Goodhue? A. Yes.
Q. And no statement that he ever made gave you any in- 

foa-mation from which you corald determine how he stood on 
that question ? A. No.

Q. He didn’t attempt to influence you one way or the other 
on it? A. No.

Q. Ever? A. No.
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Q. (by Representative W alker ). I would like to ask if 

any lobbyist ever bad any talk with you about any bill before 
the Legislature ; I don’t mean illegitimate, but legitimate argu
ment. A. Well, I have talked with people about bills, but I 
don't know whether you would class them as lobbyists or no t; 
people interested in bills have talked with me about them.

Q. Outside of members of the Legislature? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know whether any one approached you with 

legitimate arguments on the bucket shop bill? A. No, not on 
the bucket shop bill; I never talked with anybody outside the 
Legislature on it.

Q. Do you know of any lobbyists that you ever talked with 
for or against any bill? A. Well, there is the bill regarding 
pensioning probate judges; a young man talked with me, 
simply telling me about the b ill; a bill about the assignment 
of wages —

Q. Who talked with you about the assignment of wages 
bill? A. I think Mr. Dallinger; I think that was last year, 
when I was on the committee on Probate and Chancer}’. The 
bill came up before that committee. He was the counsel for 
the petitioners on the bill.

Q. But no one has spoken to you this year? A. No, sir.
Q. (by Mr. H all). You were not specially interested in 

the bucket shop legislation, any way? A. No, I don’t know 
anything about it myself, personally.

Q. (by the Speaker) .  Would you leave it with the com
mittee that there had been, or had not been, any influence 
brought to bear upon you in regard to any particular measure, 
that was improper ? A. Absolutely none.

Q. That was improper ? A. That was improper.
J u n e  8, 1906.

Charles M ayberry —  recalled.
Q- (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ) . We have re

called you before this committee for the purpose of having 
you make some statement as to the time of the alleged inter
view between Mr. Gethro and Mr. Mock. Who first approached 
you about it, being recalled ? A. Mr. Gethro yesterday, asked 
me —
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Q. What did he say to you? A. He asked me if I remem

bered him being in his seat on May 1, and I said no, I could 
not remember any particular date ; and then he asked me if I 
remembered having a conversation with Mr. Bower during the 
progress of the debate on the water meter bill, and I said yes, 
and he asked me if I remembered his being in his seat at that 
time, and I said yes.

Q. Other than that, is there anything that you can say to the 
committee? A. No, I could nqt. I don’t remember whether 
that was May 1 or what day it was. I simply remember that 
incident.

Q. Ho you have anjf recollection of what time during the 
day it was. A. 'I know it was in the morning.

Q. And can you fix it any nearer than that? A. My im
pression is about 11 o’clock, but I haven’t anything to go by.

Q. Was it a short conversation? A. Oh, we had quite a 
conversation, lasting a few minutes.

Q. How many minutes did the conversation last? A. It 
might have lasted three or four minutes.

Q. How much? A. Three or four minutes.
Q. Three or four minutes, and as near as you can fix it about 

11 o’clock of some morning? A. I think it was ; yes.
Q. Now, can you in any way fix the date of the month? A. 

No, I could not. If I knew what date that bill was debated, 
I could tell.

Q. The water meter bill? A. Yes.
Q. Was it that day? A. Yes, it was that day, because that 

was what we were talking about.
Q. It was the day of the debate on the water meter bill ? A. 

Yes, that is what Mr. Bower and ! were talking about. I was 
telling how it worked in my town, and he was opposed to the 
bill, and that is about the substance of it.

Q. Which debate was it? A. Were there two debates on 
that bill?

Mr. H a ll . I don’t know. Perhaps the committee can 
assist on that.

Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) . Perhaps I can assist a little. Can 
you locate it with reference to the time Mr. O’Connell offered 
his amendment ? A. I think, if I remember rightly, Mr. O’Con
nell’s amendment was on the calendar; it was after it was printed.
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Q. The day after it was printed? A. I think so ; it was the 

day the bill was debated, and I think Mr. O’Connell’s amend
ment was on the calendar.

Q. Now, Mr. O’Connell’s amendment was on the calendar, 
it was printed on the calendar the 26th of April, the 27th of 
April, the 30th of April, and then the final disposition of the 
bill came on May 1. A. Well, I would say May 1, if that was 
the day the bill was debated.

Q. Do you remember whether it was on the same day that 
the bucket_shop bill was defeated? A. Well, I don’t know.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). Have you any 
recollection about that? A. Did the debate on that meter bill 
extend into the afternoon ? This was in the morning ; I don’t 
know whether it was the same day the bucket shop bill was 
debated or no t; I didn’t pay any particular attention to it at 
the time.

Q. Then the best that you have is that it was about 11 o’clock 
for a period of about four minutes, during some day, and on 
the last of April or the first of May, Mr. Gethro was in his 
seat in the House? A. Yes, it was during the conversation 
with Mr. Bower, I don’t know how long he was in his seat.

Q. Did you see him in his seat after that, and after you got 
through talking with Mr. Bower? A. I think I did.

Q. And for how long a time? A. Well, I don’t know.
Q. Have you any recollection about it at all? A. No, I 

have not. I didn’t pay any particular attention to it at the 
time. I simply remember the incident when you recall it to 
me.

Q. Then, is that the completeness of your statement, that 
some morning, about the last of April or first of May, about 
11 o’clock, for three or four minutes, you had a conversation 
with Representative Bower, and at that time Gethro was in his 
seat? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now you say Gethro was in his seat after that? A. I 
think he was.

Q. For how long a time? A. Why, I think it was several 
minutes, but I don’t know, because I don’t know how long I 
was in my seat.

Q. By several minutes, meaning how many? A. I should 
say ten minutes.
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Q. Then did he go out ? A. I don't know then.
Q- i  ou don’t know whether he stayed or went out? A. No.
Q- So, as near as 3rou can remember, from 11 o’clock to 

substantially a quarter past, you think he was in his seat, and 
after that you know not; is that it? A. That is it.

The Spe a k e r . Any other questions to  ask Mr. Mayberry?
Q. (by Representative T u r t le) .  Did you have any talk 

with Mr. Mock in reference to bribery in the House at all’ A. No.
Q. Could you tell by looking at the calendar whether the 

calendar marked the day when you did have this talk with Mr. 
Bower? A. I think I could ; yes, sir. [Calendars shown the 
witness.] This was it here. This bill relative to use of water 
meters by cities and towns.

Q- (by the Spe a k e r ) .  Is that the day when you discussed 
it? A. That is May 1.

Q. Then you state it was on May 1? A. Yes, sir.
Q. (by Representative L owell) . Was it'the day the vote 

was taken on the meter bill? A. Yes.
The Spe a k e r . Any other questions? That is all, Mr. 

Mayberry. Thank you.
Ma t  23, 1906.

J acob H. M ock — sworn.
Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). What is your 

full name? A. Jacob H. Mock.
Q. Are you a member of the House, Mr. Mock? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q, Mr. Mock, have you read the “ Boston Daily Globe ” of 

this morning ? A. I don’t believe I  have read this morning’s 
“ Globe.”

Q. Or last night’s? A. I read the one last night.
Q. Did you see an interview in that paper that had been 

had with you? A. Yes, sir, I did.
Q. Do you recall the final disposition of the bucket shop 

legislation in the House ? A. I  do, sir.
Q. And do you recall anything that happened to you in the 

corridor of the State House, or elsewhere in the State House, 
about the time of the discussion of the bucket shop bill, and its 
final disposition in the House ? A. I  recall everything that
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happened very distinctly. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if 
you allow me to tell my story, I  will tell you what brought me 
out into the corridor on that particular day.

Q. Yes, tell it, Mr. Mock, in your own way. A. I  suppose 
you want the truth ?

Q. Yes. A. And you want my experience ?
Q. The'whole story, please. A. In regard to this newspaper 

account I  want to say right here, before going into the story, 
I  don’t approve of this mode of investigation. I  simply want 
to mention that here now. And the reason I  was out in the 
corridor, my brother is a member of the Veteran Piremen’s 
Association; he was called away to a meeting down to Provi
dence this particular day, and I  had to leave the House to get 
down to my place of business about half-past 12; I  left here 
about half-past 11 — I  wanted to get there about half-past 11, 
and I  left here about quarter-past 11, and that accounts for my 
being in the corridor at that time. I am not one of the men 
who sit around in the corridor a great deal, and I  guess the 
members of the House can bear that out; I  am generally in the 
House, and that is the reason I  was out in the corridor. I  left 
the House about a quarter-past eleven, and as I  got to the 
Memorial Hall, the first door nearest the Senate Chamber, there 
was a man beckoned, called me into that doorway, and this is 
what happened: “ How are you on this bucket shop bill ? ” 
“ I  am against the bucket shops and I  am in favor of the bill.” 
“ Now,’ he says, says he, “ there is a man, a friend of mine in 
the ward where I  live, who is very much interested; he is in 
this business; he would like to see this bill defeated, and if 
you want to I  will present your name,” and in a confidential 
way he says, “ There is $30 in it.” I told the man that I was 
not looking for anything like that, and if I  was I  would let him 
know. I  left the man. I  didn’t say another word. I  was 
really so surprised. I  want to say up to that minute it was the 
first time that ever any man, either member of the House or 
anybody else, has tried to influence my vote in any way what
soever, bf questionable means. And as Mr. Luce said when he 
was speaking there, that this was an honorable House, and all 
this, and I  really believed, — I had believed that the majority 
of the members in the House now are thoroughly honorable,
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but my experience that day makes me believe that some of these 
things that are being said about that particular day are true; 
and, by the way, I  want to say, before leaving the House here, 
I  saw my colleague, Mr. Webster, and I  says, “ How, Webster, 
I  have got to go down to the shop, but I  don’t like to miss any 
roll calls; in fact, I  want to be back here for this particular bill. 
I wish when the roll call is on, will you please telephone down so 
I can get up here in time to be here for the roll call ? ” Which he 
did. I guess about half-past 3 in the afternoon he telephoned 
and told me the debate was going to be closed at a quarter-past 4, 
and I  came up. I came in just in time, not having heard the 
debate; and I  want to say that I  didn’t meet Webster in the 
afternoon, but my two colleagues beside me, Mr. Evans and 
Mr. McKnight. I  said, “ How are the amendments ? ” And 
they said, “ The amendments are all right; you want to vote for 
them and afterwards vote for the bill.” Afterwards I told — 
Webster came to me after the very disorderly way in which the 
House adjourned that afternoon; I didn’t like it very much, I 
think we should have had a roll call; there was no reason why 
there should not have been a roll call, and I  never saw any ses
sion come to an end as that one did. But coming back to what 
I  was going to say, Webster said, “ Didn’t you know you 
have been voting with the crooks, or the men who are trying to 
defeat the bill ? ” I  said, “ I  didn’t hear the debate, but,” I 
said, “ I  asked my colleagues, Evans and McKnight, and they 
said the amendments were all right, vote for them; ” and that 
ended that. That is my experience that day. As I said, I didn’t 
like the way that the House adjourned. I  believe that we 
should have had a roll call.

Q. Does that complete your story, Mr. Mock? A. That is 
my story. If there are any questions you wish to ask I shall 
be pleased to answer them.

Q. Yes. Now, what day of the month was it, if you can 
fix it? A. That is the day the bill was in the House; I think 
it was May 3, and when the offer was made to me, it was be
tween quarter-past 11 and half-past 11.

Q. In the morning? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, just where in the State House was that offer made? 

A. Right in that first door. — I guess it is Memorial Hall, up-
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stairs, where you come in around there; the first door nearest 
the Senate where you go into the galley.

Q. And who was present besides you and the person who 
talked to you? A. Nobody.

Q. Was anybody within hearing distance? A. No, sir.
Q. What was the tone or mode of conversation of the person 

who addressed you? A. How do I understand you?
Q. Low or loud? A. Very low.
Q. Was it in an ordinary tone or in a whisper? A. Well, 

yes, it was kind of low, very low.
Q. Now, won’t you give to the committee again by descrip

tion the gesture he used when he made you the statement? 
A. Well, the only thing, he got near to me, when it got down, 
when he said, “ There will be $50 in it for you.”

Q. He leaned over towards you? A. Yes.
Q. And in a low tone of voice said— A. “ There will be 

$50 in it.”
Q. “ There will be $50 in it for you?” A. Yes, sir: “ if 

I wanted to become one of the fifty.”
Q. Now, give us in full every word that he said and you 

said. A. I have given everything.
Q. And won't you say that again, in the order of the con

versation? A. Well, just the words that were given there?
Q. Yes; what was said to you and your reply, if any, and 

the conversation had by each of you? A. He called me into 
this room.

Q. What did he say? A. He said, “ How do you stand 
on the bucket shop bill ? ”

Q. What did you say? A. So far as I can recall, I said, 
“ I am against the bucket shops; I am in favor of the bill.”

Q. What did he say ? A. " Now,” he said, " I have a friend, 
a man in the business, in fact a man in my ward, who is very 
much interested in this bill, and if you want it I will present 
your name ; there will be $50 in it for you.”

Q. He dropped his voice and said, “ There will be $50 in it 
for you?” A. He said, “ There will be $50 in it for you.”

Q. Did he say “ $50 in it,” or “ $50 in it for you?” 
A. So far as I can remember, “ There will be $50 in it.”

Q. What did you say? A. “ I am not looking for any
thing like that, and if I am I will lot you know.”
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Q. What did he say? A. I left him.
Q. In your conversation did he use any gesture, by putting 

his hand to his mouth or side of his mouth? A. So far as I 
recall — well, I would not be just sure of that; I kind of think 
he did.

Q. You, in telling the story, used that gesture, if you re
call? A. Yes, as near as I can recall it, yes.

Q. When did he use that gesture? A. Right before I left, 
the last thing, when he said, “ There will be $50 in it.”

Q. Wag that the whole conversation ? A. That is the whole 
conversation ; and, furthermore, I have not had any conversa
tion with the man since; he has tried to speak to me; in fact, 
he was sitting with one, a member of the House, in the back 
corridor, and they called on me, called, “ Mock, Mock, Mock,” 
two or three or four times.

Q. V lien was this? A. This was afterwards.
Q. After the bill was disposed of in the House? A. Yes, 

say perhaps a week ago. I don’t know what they wanted to 
see me for, but I didn’t notice them because I didn’t want to 
have any talk with them.

Q. Has that man since spoken to you, or had talk with you? 
A. He has tried to, yes.

Q. When? A. He sought me out here and asked me 
where—-well, I will be frank, he asked me where he would go 
if he wanted the pen which signed a particular bill which was 
signed by the Governor. I said go down and see the Governor 
and he will give it you, and he wanted to speak to me, which 
he didn’t, because I didn’t stop; I didn’t want to have any 
talk with him.

Q. What pen did he want, do you know? A. Well, I sup
pose that he wanted the pen —

Q. ISTo, what he said. Did he sajr what pen he wanted? 
A. No, he didn’t; he did not.

Q. About when was this ? A. Oh, that was, — I can't say 
just when this happened, since then, and it must have been 
about the time the Governor signed the bill.

Q. What bill? A. The dance hall bill. I suppose, he 
didn’t say, but that is the one I suppose he was interested in, 
because I believe that is the man — I know that he introduced
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one of the dance hall bills, and had perhaps the best bill that 
has been passed in the Legislature this year, and I think that 
is the bill.

Q. Did he ask relative to the pen about the time of the pas
sage of the dance hall bill? A. As I say, I happened to come 
down this corridor —

Q. Mr. Mock, won’t you please answer my question? Did 
he ask you about the pen about the time the dance hall bill 
was signed by the Governor*1 A. It must have been about 
that time, I guess; it is since this bucket shop bill has been 
on, and it the dance hall bill was signed after that, I think that 
is the pen he wanted. He didn’t say, but he simply said this : 
“ Where do I go if I want the pen that the Governor signs 
bills with? ” I sa}rs, “ Go in and see the Governor.”

Q. Did you ever have any other talk with this man ? A. 
No, sir. He asked me to speak on the dance hall bill; that is 
the only talk I ever had with him.

Q. Were you ever approached, or spoken with at any other 
time, since your connection with the Legislature, in any im
proper way by anybody? A. How do you mean? Do you 
mean whether anybody wanted to influence my vote, or influ
ence me improperly ?

Q. Yes. A. No, sir.
Q. When did you first tell this story that you have told the 

committee? A. When did I first tell the story?
Q- Yes. A. I think I told the story,— let’s see; if you 

have got a calendar here, — have you got the calendar there? 
Is Thursday, — is that May 3 ? Perhaps I can tell the exact 
date when I told the story the first time.

Q. Thursday was the 3d. A. Then that is right; on Satur
day of the same week.

Q. To whom did you then tell it? A. That is when the 
papers took it up, you know. I told that' story to my col
league.

Q. What is his name? A. Walter A. Webster.
Q. What did you say to Mr. Webster on Saturday, the 5th 

of May? A. Practically as I have told you.
Q- Substantially the same as you have told the committee? 

A. Yes, sir; just the same story I have told you, just the same ;
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and of course I didn’t intimate who the man was, or anything. 
I simply told him the story, but afterwards I did tell him. 
I didn’t tell him the name, then, but when the paper came out 
with the picture of a certain man, I said, “ There is the man ! ”

Q. Who else besides your colleague, Webster, did you tell 
this story to ? A. One other man.

Q. What is his name? A. Mr. Birch.
Q. A member of the House ? A. A member of the House.
Q. When did you tell it to Mr. Birch? A. I cannot tell 

when that was. We were dining together, and he was pooh- 
bahing all this, and I said, “ Now, Birch, I am going to tell 
you something, this is between us, and then I will see if you 
will ppoh-bah this any longer.” I told him the story practi
cally the same, but I didn’t mention — in fact, he didn’t ask 
me for a name. “ Well,” he said, “ Jake, so long as you say 
that, I must be mistaken.”

Q. That has been your only experience of any improper 
approach by anybody? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, can you add anything to the statement that you 
have made relative to the whole transaction that you have given 
the committee in detail, as you now recall? A. No, sir.

Q. What is the name of the person who approached you on 
the 3d of May, and spoke to you in the way you have suggested ? 
A. If I am supposed to give that name — understand, gentle
men, I am here only to tell the truth; I am willing to tell 
everything just as it is, and I would like to say this thing. If 
I am supposed to tell the committee the name, why, I will do 
so. Am I supposed to tell the name?

Q. What is the name? A. Am I supposed to tell the com
mittee ? As I say, I feel for the man; I don’t believe he is 
the actual criminal. I think he is the poor tool of the cor
ruptionists. His name is Mr. Gethro.

Q. Representative Gethro? A. Yes, sir.
Q. A member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know of any person that he is the tool of, that 

he represents in this matter? A. No, s ir; but I am satisfied 
that he is not bad himself; I should not think so by his ap
pearance. I think that he has simply been the instrument of 
some corrupt influence.
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Q. Have you now given, Mr. Mock, every detail and state

ment, or suggestion, or information, or knowledge you have 
relative to any improper influences at the State House at this 
session, so far as you are concerned? A. That is the only 
incident or thing that happened to me up here; that simply 
happened to me ; the only thing that happened to me that was 
not proper.

Q. And you never have, up to this moment, stated the name 
ot that person to anybody, but you did point out the picture 
of that person to your colleague, Mr. Webster, and said, 
“ That is the man ! ” A. Yes, sir, I did.

Representative H ayes (chairman pro tem). Any member 
of the committee desire to ask any questions?

Q. (by Representative Ames). At what hour did you 
return to the House? A. Well, I was here in time for the 
roll call; I guess I got here about 4 o’clock, or a little after.

Q. Was the roll call in progress at the time? A. No, sir.
Q. How long after did you arrive? A. I was there when 

the extension of time — you know the time was extended 
whereby the blouse should adjourn ; I was there then, and 
between that time, which was about half-past 4, — I came 
probably between 4 and half-past 4. I made it a point to be 
here at a quarter-past 4 because I was told that the debate would 
stop.

Q. I understand you have stated that? Then fifteen minutes 
possibly elapsed after you arrived and before the roll call? A. 
Oh, by the way, there wasn't any roll call; the roll call was 
denied, or it was simply a voice vote, and one member of the 
House jumped up, — I can see him jumping up now,— and 
says> “ I move we adjourn,” and the Speaker put the ques
tion.

Q. Were you there when the vote on the amendment came? 
A. I was.

Q. And prior to that vote how long were you there? A. 
Well, as I say, I guess I was there, — I got there between 4 and 
— I tried to be — quarter-past 4 I was there.

Q. How much time elapsed between the time you arrived 
and the vote? A. I could not say on that.

Q. Ten or fifteen minutes? A. I suppose so.
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Q. Did you examine the calendar? A. Why, I examined 

the calendar before I went away.
Q. Weren’t all these amendments on the calendar, Mr. 

Mock? A. Yes, I think they were ; quite a number of them.
Q. You had read the amendments suggested? A. I did 

read them in the forenoon. I didn’t hear them debated, to 
speak of, because the debate was most over when I came, and 
when I came in, as I have stated before —

Q. And then you relied on what your colleagues stated? 
A. I simply said, “ How are these amendments; I have not 
been here to listen to the debate,’’ and both of them said, 
“ Yote for them, they are all right.”

Q. (by Representative W a l k e r ). I would like to ask, Mr. 
Mock, whether you know any of the so-called lobbyists? A. 
No, sir, I do not; I would not know a lobbyist if I saw him: 
no lobbyist or any man in the corridor.

Q. Do you know Mr. Fleming by sight? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Fernald by sight? 'A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Southworth by sight? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Barter by sight? A. No, sir.
Q. Did any man whom you did not know approach you, — 

I mean talk with you and try to influence your vote one way or 
the other on the bucket shop bill? A. No, sir.

Q. (by Representative Awes). I understand you, to say, 
Mr. Mock, that the interview in the ‘; Globe ” with you was 
practically correct? A. Well, it says that in my ward, it was 
the man in his ward, in his ward, not in the ward I live in. 
Barring that, I think it is pretty near correct.

Q. You are made to say in that report that you believe that 
Mr. Lawson and Mr. Moran are correct in their estimate of the 
Legislature. Is that true ? A. I believe what they say about 
this particular, — if I said that, I meant what they say about 
this particular bucket shop bill; that my experience makes me 
believe what they say.

Q. Do you think, Mr. Mock, that Mr. Gethro, speaking to 
you as you have testified that he did, is sufficient evidence for 
you to state, as Mr. Lawson has stated, that seventy members 
of this Legislature can be bribed ? A. Well, do you mean that 
that makes me believe that that is true?
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Q. Yes. A. I cannot say about the seventy. I was told 

that hfty, — and my experience, as I say, there, makes me 
believe that what he has said is true.

Q. That fifty members can be bribed? A. No; my experi
ence makes me believe what he says is pretty near true.

Q. Now, tell me what he said. A. He simply said that so 
much money came up here, and there were so many who were 
going to vote against the bucket shop bill, is the way I take it.

Q. How many members? A. My experience with the mem
bers of the House has been that I cannot say a word against 
any one of them.

Q. Do you believe that corruption generally exists in this 
Legislature? A. I never thought that it did until fifteen 
minutes past 11, May 3, — a memorable day to me.

Q. Does that one instance justify you in making the state
ment that the Legislature is corrupt, is a corrupt body, and 
the statements of Mr. Lawson are correct ? A. I do not mean 
to say anything else, because 1 don’t know anything about it, 
but I do on the bucket shop bill, — I mean what he said on the 
bucket shop bill, — my experience makes me believe he is 
correct.

Q. (by Representative H aves) . What other members of the 
other sixty-nine have you ever found that were corrupt ? A. 
I have not —

Q. You say in your communication you believe what Mr. 
Lawson has said in his circular that seventy members are cor
rupt. Now, you come before this committee and say you 
believe what he says is true. I think you ought to inform the 
committee who the other sixty^-nine are? A. I say my ex
perience makes me believe it.

Q. You say sixty-nine more are corrupt? A. No, I don’t 
say that.

Q . (by Representative T u r t l e ) . What statement of Mr. 
Lawson, that by reason of your finding one man who says 
“ There will be $50 in it,” leads you to believe the statement 
of Lawson? What statement do you believe, based on that? 
A. Now, I believe that if a man up here came up and put a 
proposition to me, that there are others here that he would 
have gone to much quicker than he would to me, men he is
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personally friendly with. He is no friend of mine, I never 
met the man before I came up here, and therefore I have not 
done anything, that is, have not been hobnobbing around in 
the corridor, or meeting them every night, anybody in this 
Legislature, and I believe I would have been one of the last 
men he would have asked, and therefore I think if there is 
anything like this, that he would have gone to his confidants —

Q. What makes you think, Mr. Mock, that he would have 
any more success with any other member of the House than 
he did with you ? A. Naturally you would not go to a stranger 
to make any —

Q. Now, what is it that makes you think that he would have 
any more success with his projects with any other member of 
the House than with yourself? A. Well, that is the only 
thing; a man would not go to a stranger and ask him to do 
anything, — naturally he would not.

Q. He might go to others first, but what makes you think 
he would have had any more success with those with whom he 
Avas acquainted? A. I don’t know Iioav to answer that.

Q. You haven’t any reason for believing, have you, Mr. 
Mock, that you— A. There is nothing that I knoAv that 
makes me belieA7e it.

Q. So all y7ou know about the corruption in the Legislature 
is that one member of the Legislature said, “ If you aauII A7ote 
for a certain measure there Avill be $50 in i t? ” A. That is the 
only experience that I have had in all m3 7 five months that I 
have been up here, four or five months, — that has been m3 7 
experience here.

Q. In 37our interview with the paper did 37ou say that was 
the only7 reason yrou had for the prior statement that the state
ments of Mr. Lawson about the Legislature were true? A. 
Well, I simply7 said that I believed, since the beginning of this 
inquiry, that it should be in the open, and m37 experience,— 
I criticised the committee, of course,— and that my experi
ence at a quarter-past 11 on May 3 made me believe that what 
these men were saying about that particular bill Avas so.

Q. What was it that they7 said about that particular bill that 
you concluded Avas true, just because one member of the Legis
lature approached you, as you say this member did? A. What 
made me believe —
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Q. No, what statements were there that made you believe it 

Was true? I don’t quite get what you mean is true, when you 
say your only experience is as you have said. What state
ments were made by anybody that you believed to be true, 
and on what do you base your belief? A. I told you my ex
perience made me believe about what he said about $70,000 
coming up here. When he said that he knew what he was 
talking about, my experience, —this man telling me that they 
were going to have fifty men, and I was invited to become 
one of the fifty for a consideration of $50.

Q. What did jmu think they were going to do with the rest 
of the $70,000? A. lie didn’t tell me anything about the 
amount of money they were going to have, this man didn’t.

Q. I thought you said you thought he knew what he was 
talking about? A. Tom Lawson.

Q. Where do Arou think he gets his information that $70,000 
was coming up here? A. I don’t know; Mr. Lawson very 
seldom says anything that he cannot really back up, in my 
opinion.

Q. Now, what makes you think that? A. He is not alone. 
John B. Moran seems to have been satisfied that there was 
something wrong, and Mr. Raymond has made statements, and 
my experience makes me believe there must be something. 
Perhaps I am wrong; perhaps I am the only man up here who 
thinks that Avay. I feel this way : any man Avho comes up and 
makes an otfer to me thinks I am a crook like himself. I tell 
you, gentlemen, I came up here an honest man, and I Avant to 
say I am an honest man noAv, and I Avould like to tell you here 
the truth, and nothing but the truth, and if I am the only 
man —

Q. Wait a minute. I Avant to find out if thei'e is any reason 
on Avhieh you base the statement that you believe the state
ments of Mr. Lawson about the Legislature are true. I want 
to be sure that we knoAv all the reasons on Avhieh you base that 
opinion. Now, you have given one reason that one member 
approached you Avith a statement. A. On his statement about 
the fifty, and that is the only reason I have to believe Mr. 
LaAvson and Mr. Moran and Raymond are right.

Q. Have you had a talk Avith either one of those men? 
A. No, sir, I don’t knoAv them. Tom Lawson probably I
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would know from seeing his picture, but I have never met 
Raymond or Moran to know them.

Q. Who, outside of the Legislature, did you first talk with, 
Mr. Mock, with reference to this matter? A. I don’t know 
that I spoke to anybody.

Q. Did you speak to a reporter? A. You mean before this 
inquiry ?

Q. At any time. Who was the first person, outside of the 
Legislature, to whom you told this story? A. I don’t know 
that I have told anybody.

Q. Did you tell the reporter on this paper? A. I told the 
reporter here, yesterday.

Q. Was that the first time that you mentioned it to anybody 
outside of the Legislature? A. I think so.

Q. You have no recollection of having done so before? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Where did you see the reporter to whom you told it? 
A. Where did I see him? Well, I saw him here.

Q. Not in this room? A. Not in this room, but here in 
the State House.

Q. Won’t you kindly give that interview from the begin
ning? A. I stated the story, and that is the story I gave to 
the press.

Q. You didn't walk right up to him and say, “ Here is 
something I want to tell you.” Is that the way it began ? A. 
Oh, no.

Q. Won’t you tell us how that interview between you and . 
he came about; how it began? A. The interview is just the 
same as I have given here.

Q. Do you know the first thing, Mr. Mock, that was said 
by either you or him at that interview? A. Well, perhaps it 
happened that I said —

Q. Do you know how it happened? A. I think it hap
pened like that; I stated that I didn’t like the secret investiga
tion.

Q. That is the first thing; you went to the reporter and 
said, “ I don’t like the proceedings.” Now, is that the way 
that began ? A. I think that is about the way.

Q. After this man spoke to you, when did you first conclude
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that you had duties to the Legislature in reference to this 
matter? A. Any duties to the Legislature?

Q. Yes. A. Well, I believe,— my only reason for giving 
the interview was that I believed that the people should know 
my experience.

Q. My question is this. I think you must have misunder
stood it, Mr. Mock. When after the statements that you say 
Mr. Gethro made to you, when, after that, was it that you 
first concluded that you had any duty towards the Legislature 
in reference to these interviews ? A. I don’t quite comprehend 
what you are trying to get at.

Q. Did you believe at any time, or do you now believe, 
that when a member of the Legislature approaches another 
member of the Legislature with an offer of money for his vote 
that you have got any duties to the Legislature itself in refer
ence to that member? A. Well, my duties are here, now, so 
far as I understand.

Q. I say now, will you tell me when you first concluded in 
your own mind that you had any duty to perform towards the 
bod}' of which you are a member in regard to this offer of 
money from Mr. Gethro to you? A. As I understand you, I 
am doing my duty now.

Q. Now, will you tell me when it first got into your mind, 
when you first made up your mind, or it suggested itself to 
you, that towards the body to which you belonged you had 
any duty to perform in regard to such an offer as Mr. Gethro 
made to you? A. To tell the truth, I don’t quite get it.

Q. Do you know what I mean by duty to the Legislature? 
A. Duty, sure.

Q. Now, when did you first conclude that you had any duty 
to perform yourself to the Legislature by reason of such state
ments having been made to you ? A. Well, I  would have been 
just as willing to have given my testimony right there, on the 
floor of the House, so far as that is concerned, but so long as 
the committee —

Q. If you can understand my question, I  wish you would 
answer it. A. To tell the truth, I cannot comprehend what you 
mean.

Q. When you first concluded, if you ever concluded at all,
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that you had any duties to perform to the body of which you 
are a member, of the Legislature, by reason of such advances 
having been made to you ? A. Now, let me — when I  came 
to the conclusion that something should be done ?

Q. That something should be done by you, that you had any 
duties with reference to it ? A. Well —

Q. Did the question at all suggest itself, — if yoit can under
stand the question, Mr. Mock, — at the time this offer, as you 
say, was made to you, did the question at all suggest itself to 
your mind, “ What I  ought to do about this ? ” A. Well, to 
tell the truth, I  probably didn’t think so much about it until 
that Saturday when the newspapers began to talk about it.

Q. Now, will you answer my other question. When did you 
first conclude, in point of time, in reference to the day when 
this offer was made to you, when did you first conclude, or com
mence to doubt, if yoil will, in your own mind, whether you 
did or did not have any duties to perform to the Legislature 
by reason of these offers having been made to you ? A. Well, 
I  realize that there was a duty to perform, but so long as it was 
referred to the committee, my duty, it seemed to me, was not 
really to say anything about it in the House, there or anywhere, 
except here; and, of course, I  felt that the public ought to know 
what is going on, and so far as I  am concerned I  am willing to 
have the public know what my experience was.

Q. How long have you thought that ? A. I believed — I 
thought that right from the time that the papers took it up.

Q. You never thought of it before ? A. Well, this was 
only Friday that the reconsideration was up, you know.

Q. But you never thought that the public ought to know what 
is going on here until then? A. I  always thought the public 
should know what was going on here.

Q. Then why didn’t you act on it when that man approached 
you ? A. Well, I  don’t know, I  couldn’t say why.

Q. Did your mind deal with the question at all then, whether 
anything ought to be done about the interview between you two 
people? A. Well, I  felt it was not proper, and, as I  say, I 
probably would not have said anything about it or thought any
thing about it, only the papers took it up, and then I  began to 
realize the enormity of it.

Q. Your position is this: if there hadn’t been a row made
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outside, the public would never have known anything had hap
pened between you and Gethro ? A. Well, there was nothing 
happened between us.

Q. A conversation happened between you, took place, is that 
true ? — And owing to the fact that somebody other than your
self stirred this thing up, nobody would know about that? A. 
I  believe that probably if the newspapers on that Saturday 
hadn’t commenced it, probably I  would not have said anything 
more about it. I really sympathized with this man myself. I 
don’t think he is really the —

Q. I  understand you to say now, Mr. Mock, that on the day 
when the vote was taken in the House, one member jumped to 
his feet and addressed the Speaker ? A. I  don’t recall that he 
addressed the Speaker any more than jumped up like this, “ I 
move we adjourn,” and the Speaker put the question.

Q. Did he say, “ Mr. Speaker, I  move that we adjourn ? ” A. 
I  cannot — I don’t recall that he did; to me, it seemed he didn’t.

Q. You would not say he didn’t, would you, Mr. Mock? A. 
I  don’t think he did.

Q. Do you recollect, — will you now positively state which 
way it was ? A. He may have said it so low I  did not hear. I  
saw the man when he had hold of the desk, and he jumped up —-

Q. Was he the first man who jumped to his feet to address 
the Speaker ? A. Why, there were dozens of them, so to speak, 
jumping to their feet, but his was the first question put.

Q. Did any one put any question before he put his ? A. 
There was such a confusion I  could not say. It was the only 
one that was put. I  imagine what they stood up for, they wanted 
to have a roll call.

Q. Which of the amendments that you saw printed in the 
calendar and read over in the morning were you in favor of 
yourself ? A. Well, I  believe the amendments were put on to 
protect the bill, so far as I  could see from the amendments; I  
ddidn’t talk with anybody about it. I will say that one man 
said the point of this amendment has been tried in the courts 
already, and has been showed, so far as I  understand, to be 
defective, or that they were — that those points had been tried 
in the courts, that was afterwards.

Q. That was afterwards ? A. Afterwards, and not before I 
voted.
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Q. As you read over the thing in the morning, the amend

ments, which of the amendments were you in favor of? A. 
As I read over the amendments, so far as it looked to me, I 
thought probably they were to perfect, to make it a better bill, 
as most amendements generally are, — they generally do make 
a bill better. I will say 1 didn’t give it any further considera
tion. When I came back I simply said to my two colleagues, 
“ How are those amendments?” And they said, “ They are 
all right, vote for them ; they are all right.”

Q. Was there any man you knew, or within easy reach of 
where you and Mr. Gethro stood when you had this conver
sation? A. No, sir; there was a man that 1 walked down the 
corridor with. I walked down towards the elevator well with 
him, and, to tell the truth, I have been trying to think who 
that man was, and I cannot think who the man was. As I say, 
if there is anything I can throw on to this, any light, I should 
be glad to do it.

Q. (by Representative W a lk ee ) .  I didn’t understand, Mr. 
Mock ; what did you say about the man who walked down to 
the elevator? A. I sa_y there was a man I met there, and we 
walked down to that place and he continued down, and this 
man called me into the corridor.

Q. lie was with you at the time Mr. Gethro called you into 
the corridor? A. He was.

Q. But you don't remember who he was ? A. I don’t recol
lect. That is one thing I have been trying to think of, who 
the man was, but I cannot think.

Q. You cannot think of anything else that will throw any 
light on this investigation, or anybody that it would be worth 
our while to summons here? A. No, sir, I do not; this is 
only my little experience myself.

Q. Is there anybody else? A. Nobody else, no man. All 
the time I have been here it is the only time I have been 
approached; that any approach has been made to me im
properly.

Q. Mr. Mock, has any one in the House said to you that he 
has been approached, or talked to improperly, in regard to 
this bill? A. No.

Q . And no other member of the House has said he had been 
approached or talked to? A. ho, sir.
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Q. (by Representative H ayes). Mr. Mock, can you give 

any information to the committee that will help them to dis
cover the other sixty-nine men that you brand as accepting 
bribes in the Legislature? A. I don’t brand them as accepting 
bribes.

Q. You have stated that there were sixty-nine others ? A. 
I say my experience makes me believe what these men are say
ing here.

Q. You say you believe Mr. Lawson’s statement is correct; 
then there must be sixty-nine other men. Now, can you give 
this committee anjr other information concerning who they are? 
A. I cannot. I believe, however, if they approached me they 
undoubtedly would approach other people, because I have not 
made free with anybody.

Q. (by Representative A mes) .  What makes you believe 
that they had better success, and therefore there are sixty-nine 
other men? A. I might say they are hobnobbing together, 
and their personally being together more.

Q. A reasonable inference, Mr. Mock, is that because jmu 
only were bribed, or offered money, that therefore sixty-nine 
others who were offered money would accept, and therefore 
seventy members of the Legislature are corruptible? A. I 
have no knowledge to believe any others — I say my own per
sonal experience makes me believe they might be, — they 
might have been in the same box as myself, not to accept it.

Q. Mr. Mock, you state in your interview, which you tell 
this committee is substantially correct, that the opinions of 
Mr. Lawson and Mr. Moran are correct? A. I don’t know 
whether they are correct; I believe what they say is true, not 
from personal knowledge, only what happened to me.

Q. Their statements have gone broadcast over the country 
now; yours have gone broadcast over the country, your 
verification of theirs. Now,' we want to know what is the 
basis of your statement that seventy members are corrupt? 
A. I don’t say seventy members, I simply believe what these 
men say.

Q. And they said seventy? A. They said seventy. This 
man said they were going to get fifty.

Q. Do you believe that that man’s statement was correct, 
that they were going to get fifty members of the Legislature,
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at $50 a head? A. I had no reason to either believe it or 
doubt it.

Q. You could not be bought for $50? A. You could not 
buy me for that amount, or anybody else.

Q. Do you believe that there are fifty men in this Legis
lature worse than you in this respect? A. I have no reason 
to believe other than that the majority of the men and all the 
members I have had anything to do with in the House, that 
they are not probably as good as I am, and I want to say this : 
I will put my reputation for veracity and truthfulness against 
any member’s in this House.

Q. Admitting that to be true, do you believe there are fifty 
men in this Legislature in that respect who are worse than 
yourself? A. I don’t say there are fifty who would have 
accepted it. There may have been fifty who have been offered 
it.

Q. The mere fact you were offered a bribe and fifty others 
offered a bribe, does that justify you in stating that seventy 
men of this Legislature can be bought? A. I don’t say that; 
I simply said I believed what they said.

Q. And they said seventy men could be bought? A. I 
don’t know that they said i t ; the papers have said it.

Q. Those arc the statements published, gone out through 
the public press? A. Those are the statements I have, the 
only statements, through the press.

Q. You are aware of that circumstance, are you not, that 
Mr. Lawson has made that statement, that seventy members 
of the Legislature can be bought ? A. According to the paper. 
You saw what Mr. Raymond said. He said that this was the 
worst set of skates he ever saw.

Q. Did you believe what he said was true? A. I don’t 
believe that, I protest against it. I believe the majority of 
the men — I have no reason to believe, other than in two 
instances, that there might be something 'wrong.

Q. Do you believe, Mr. Mock, if seventy members could be 
bought, that this Legislature is the worst set of skates we have 
had up here in years? A. No, sir; but 1 believe if there are 
seventy who can be influenced by so-called money, that the 
other hundred and seventy should not be branded as they are,
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for we will all have the name of being members of this notorious 
1906 Legislature. I am in favor this thing should go to the 
bottom, and I want everybody to understand my experience 
here, as I said, on that memorable morning, as the only basis 
I have and the only reason why I believe that what these men 
have said in regard to the bucket shop bill, is true ; and they 
will tell the same as I am telling; perhaps we will get to the 
bottom of the thing.

Q. Now, is the inference that the committee must draw 
from your statement that all but one hundred and seventy 
members can be bribed? A. No, sir, I don’t mean that 
seventy can or seventy cannot. I simply say that I believe 
what these people have said in regard to my experience here. 
Now, what is the use —

Q. Then, you do believe seventy members can be bribed, 
for that is what they said? A. I have no knowledge other 
than to think they are all honest except two.

Q. (by Representative W alker) . May I ask who the 
other one is? A. So long as 1 have said two, I will say that 
one man, — I don’t know whether it was a joke or not, when 
the abutters’ bill was up, when the vote was being taken, the 
roll-call, I think it was, I went out and spoke to a few mem
bers there. I saw a certain man there, and I said, “ Aren’t 
you going to give us a . vote on the abutters’ bill ? ” and he 
said “ What do you think I am here for, my health?” The 
liquor dealers have abutted him over there, and he said, “ I 
have been looking for a location myself; I am not up here for 
my health.”

Q. (by Representative A mes) .  Who was that man? A . 
Of course, it may be a joke.

Q. Didn’t you believe you had some duty to perform to the 
body of which you are a member as in the other instance 
in that respect? A. What do you mean, in giving the name 
here ?

Q. Certainly. A. Well, as I say, this may have been a 
jest, but still I just as soon tell the name, but it may have 
been a jest.

Q. We understand, but we will judge from the facts. A. 
Still it may or may not have been, and that man — mind you I
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don’t mean to saj that he wanted anything, but he simply said 
this, and whether it was a joke or not, I don’t know, that is 
the only time, and he might have done it for a joke. This is 
the man who brought in the anti-race suicide bill. I think it 
is Newton. It may have been just a joke.

Q. (by Representative P eabody). When you said, “ all 
but two,” so far as you know of influence, you meant Gethro 
and Newton? A. I meant to say two who ever intimated in 
any way that there might be a question of doubt.

Q. Those two jmu had in your mind were Gethro and New
ton? A. Well, as I say, this may have been a joke.

Q. Well, were the persons you had in mind Gethro and 
Newton? A. Those were the ones I had in mind. If he 
meant it in earnest, then of course I believe he was dishonest.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll). I would like 
to clear up one or two of the things that have been discussed 
here, Mr. Mock, so that the committee can understand it. 
When you were approached on or about the third of May by 
Representative Gethro and the offer of $50 made to jrou, there 
was no question of a jest about that? A. No, sir, I didn’t take 
it from him in jest because I didn’t believe he wras jesting.

Q. Was there anything in his conduct or manner or speech 
that gave you indication as to his earnest talk? ' A. No, sir.

Q. Then you then knew on that date' that a member of the 
House had attempted to commit a crime? A. Yes.

Q. And you further knew that a member of the House had 
committed a crime by offering you money? A. Well, you 
understand he didn’t oiler me the money, he simply said there 
would be this money in it if I became one of the fifty.

Q. You understood that was an offer? A. Yes, certainly.
Q. At least you then so understood that a member of the 

House had committed a crime by making you an offer for your 
vote? A. I did.

Q. Knowing that tact on the 3d of May or thereabouts, did 
you then conceive it to be your duty to make a disclosure of that 
fact to anybody ? A. To tell the truth I didn’t think much 
about it, as I said before, until the newspapers took the thing 
up and I began to realize what it meant.

Q. In the absence of investigation, or newspaper discussion,
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relative to legislative charges of corruption and bribery in the 
House of Representatives, would you have ever made a dis
closure of that interview to anybody ? A. That is hard to 
tell. Something might have happened otherwise where I 
might have said, “ Well, I had a little experience up there 
which shows to me that some of those things the neAvspapers 
are talking about so much are true.”

Q. But in any event you never made any disclosure and 
you never had in your mind any intention to disclose that 
interview until the matter was publicly named in the papers? 
A. A Veil, I never — I hadn’t thought anything whether I would 
disclose it or whether I would not.

Q. As a matter of fact you never made a disclosure of it 
until jmu saw the charges of bribery in the papers? A. Not 
before, only I told my colleague, — I simply wanted to tell 
him that my experience made me believe those charges might 
be true.

Q. Up to the time of the published statements of bribery 
and corruption in the Legislature, did you yourself hold the 
opinion that any members in the House were dishonest? A. 
The newspapers talked about it all the time.

Q. I beg pardon. I say up to the time of the charges of 
bribery and corruption in this Legislature, did you ever hold 
the opinion that any member in the House was dishonest? 
A. No, sir, I thought they were like myself.

Q. When were the charges in the neAvspapers, relative to the 
time you were approached? A. Of course I would have to go 
back to the newspaper, I think the first was that Saturday 
after the Thursday, I think the 5th of May, I think Avas the 
first when the papers commenced to take it up.

Q. And the only knowledge that you have as to any mem
ber of the present House of Representatives being dishonest is 
confined to your interview Avith Gethro, and the rest of it is 
mere suspicion? A. Well — as,I say, my experience, simply.

Q. No, I don’t ask you that, Mr. Mock, noAV, I say that 
everything that you know, everything that you hold relative 
to dishonesty of members in the House outside of your single 
experience is suspicion? A. That is all, no other events, no 
other thing.
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Q. And that suspicion is based, so far as any fact goes, upon 

the single interview that you had with Gethro? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, on reflection, do you desire to stand by the news

paper account as reported this morning, after you have just 
made these' statements that you believed the members of the 
House of Representatives are dishonest? A. I have no knowl
edge to make —• other than — as I say, the statements have been 
made, and my experience makes me believe that somebody was 
looking for fif’tyr, and 1 was wondering who they approached.

Q. You know of no other person approached? A. Only 
Mr. Leonard. The papers have told about a Mr. Swig; the 
papers told about a charge Mr. Swig denied afterwards.

Q. Then I ask you, on reflection, from what you have said 
here, do you still hold the opinion that sixty members of the 
House of Representatives of Massachusetts are dishonest? A. 
Well, I haven’t personal knowledge myself, only the statements 
that this man made to me, that they were going to get them. 
I cannot say whether they got them or not. I know the bill 
was defeated.

Q. Well, do you believe this morning, on reflection, that 
fifty members of the present House of Representatives are dis
honest? A. Do I, myself?

Q. Yes. A. No, I couldn’t say that I do, only I want to 
say that I believe this statement about Tom — as I say my own 
personal knowledge I don’t know anything about it, only my 
experience is that I believe what Tom Lawson said, that is all. 
I believe what he said.

Q. At least one member of the House thought you were 
dishonest, didn’t they? A. I took it that way.

Q. When Gethro approached you he must have believed it? 
A. If he didn’t think I was one he could approach, I don’t 
believe he would have done it. I think he thought that I was 
one.

Q. He Avas mistaken in liys one? A. He was mistaken in 
my instance, I can tell you that, gentlemen.

Q. And it is possible you may be mistaken in your fifty? 
A. I have no knowledge of the fifty, only Avhat he told me.

Q . (by Representative W a lk er ) .  Did Mr. Gethro ap
proach you and say anything to you in regard to your evidence 
before this committee? A. No, sir.
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Q. He never asked you not to make any statement to this 

committee ? A. He never did.
Q. Or to make any statement to this committee ? A. He 

never did.
Q. Did he say anything at all that amounted to anything 

you should or should not do before this committee? A. Not 
— no — never mentioned — never mentioned the thing to me 
from that day to this, with an exception of a few dajrs ago he 
wanted to know, — he sits in front of me, — he says, “ Do you 
ever go yachting?” I saĵ s, “ No, I am not interested in 
yachting.” I don’t know whether he was going to invite me 
to take a trip on a yacht and throw me overboard or what it 
was.

Q. And Mr. Mock, did any one else say anything to you 
about your testimony before this committee in regard to your 
Gethro evidence? A. Well, 1 will say that there was a man 
this morning who said, “ Well,” he said, “ I would not tell the 
poor fellow’s name. What good is it going to do you?”

Q. Who made that remark, Mr. Mock? A. Well, that was 
made this morning by a man out on Washington Street, it is 
where his business is.

Q. Who was it? A. If the committee — I don’t hesitate 
saying that, •— that is what he said to me, — his name is 
Thompson.

Q. What is his full name? A. I think George something.o  oQ. What is his address? A. His address,— corner of 
Arnold and Washington.

Q. What is his business? A. Well, he is not really in 
business now, but he is opening and fitting up a place there.

Q. What business? A. For the liquor business.
Q. Is there any one else who said anything to you about 

your testimony before the committee? A. No, sir.
Q. No one else? A. No, sir, I happened to be down that 

way —
Q. I am not talking about him. Is there any one else at all ? 

A. No, sir; not to my knowledge now.
Q. (b y  Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). Idas any per

son approached you between the time of the publication of 
yesterday afternoon’s “ Globe” and your interview this morn
ing? A. Has any one approached me?
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Q. Yes, approached you or spoken to you relative to any

thing in the paper or relative to your testimony? A. Well, a 
lot of people have said, “ Well, Mock, I have seen your picture 
in the paper,” one man says, “ Mock, I am glad to see one 
courageous man. I will take off my hat to you every time I 
meet you.” There is one. Even the newsboys say, “ I saw 
your picture in the paper.” I have not been condemned by 
anybody. Everybody says, “ Well, we believe — so long as 
you say it, we believe it.”

Q. Has anybody asked you, between the publication of 
yesterday’s “ Globe ” and your testimony this morning, for the 
name of the person who approached you? Well, yes, there 
Avas a man asked me for the name.

Q. Who Avas that? A. I don’t know what the man’s name 
is ; he is a newspaper man.

Q. Is he a State House reporter? A. Well, I don’t know, 
I suppose they are all State House reporters, that are around 
here.

Q. Where did he ask you, in the State House? A. Out in 
the corridor, before I came here the first time.

Q. Is there any person, betAveen yesterday’s publication of 
the “ Globe ” and your testimony this morning — that has asked 
you not to disclose the name of the man? A. Only this man 
that I Avas saying this morning, he said, “ Well, I don’t see 
what you want to tell the poor felloAv’s name for.”

Q. That is the only person then? A. That is the only one 
I recollect of now.

Q. When you had your talk Avith Mr. Birch relative to bribery 
and corruption in the House, did you tell him the incident of 
your talk with Representative Newton? A. No.

Q. Have you mentioned that to anybody before this morn
ing? A. I may have mentioned it, I don’t know whether I 
did or not. I may haAre mentioned it, I could not say now.

Q. To whom have you mentioned it, if to any one ? A. If I 
have mentioned it to anybody, it seems to me it may have been 
to Webster, if it is to anybody, if I did ; I don’t really recollect 
that I did it.

Q. Did you take his talk to you as a joke? A. Well, I 
treated it as a joke, yes. I left him there — I didn’t ask him,
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only I said, “ I am surprised you won’t vote for the abutters’ 
bill, you have got so many of those people over in South Bos
ton that are being troubled with those things.” That is all, 
and I left him there.

Q. Have you ever, to anybody in conversation or statement, 
stated that you knew more than one dishonest man in the 
Legislature? A. Ao, sir. No, only just what I happened to 
say here now, and I don’t want to say he is a dishonest man. 
He may, as I savq have been jesting. Of course, it made me 
a little suspicious of him, that is all. Still, I took it as a 
joke.

Q. That is every bit of information that you have, of any 
kind, nature or description that you can give this committee? 
A. That is all to my knowledge.

Q. Or to your information ? A. That is all that I know. I 
think I have been frank. I have told you my story, told you 
why I believe certain things, and told you my little experience 
on May 3, at a quarter-past 11.

Q. (by Representative Ames). In reply to a question why 
you believed fifty members could be bribed you said Air. Gethro 
said so. I  want to ask you did you believe the statements of 
one whom you have characterized as a briber on a matter that 
entirely contravened your own stated experience prior to that 
time? A. If you will just give that again.

Q. 1 ou have stated up to that time you had no reason to sus
pect any one ? A. No, I  had no reason to suspect any one.

Q. In reply to the question why you believed fifty members 
could be bribed, you replied that Gethro stated to you that he 
was to get fifty members. A. Excuse me, he didn’t say he was 
getting fifty members, he said they are going to get fifty members.

Q. That statement you believed? A. Well, he made the 
statement.

Q. And you believed it ? A. Well, I  have no knowledge of 
any kind why I  should believe, or why I should not believe it, 
but I  believed it, as it was given.

Q. Your experience told you not to believe it; did you be
lieve that against your experience? A. Aly experience, of 
course, was that I should not believe it, but I  believed it.
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Q. Then you do believe that fifty men can be bought of this 

Legislature? A. I  have no knowledge of that fact, only as I 
say, my experience.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Y ou belong to two com
mittees of this Legislature ? A. One is only the Election com
mittee ; we have never met.

Q. In your experience on your committees where you have 
been thrown in contact with members the same as you charac
terized, sitting out in the lobby, have you ever, in your expe
rience, in those committees, seen anything that made you think 
those committees were unduly influenced by anybody? A. No, 
sir.

Q. I  am asking that question simply to show, so far as you 
have had contact with members in a more general way than you 
■ do by simply sitting and passing back and forth, whether you 
have discovered anything that made, you believe anybody was 
■ dishonest ? A. No, sir, not one thing on our committee or any 
other committee.

Q. Did you go before the grand jury? A. No, sir, I  didn’t; 
I  was down there.

Q. You haven’t testified before the grand jury? A. No, 
sir.

Q. You have testified that you have no acquaintance what
ever with Lawson, Moran and one or two others ? A. That is 
what I  have, that I  am not acquainted, and I  don’t know that I 
have spoken to them.

Q. And yet you have stated to us that you are taking what 
they state in this sensational way against all your experience in 
the Legislature, so far as you have had close contact with the 
members except with Gethro and Newton? A. I want to have 
Newton set aside, it may have been a joke, although it made me 
suspicious of him.

Q. It is simply that you are taking what they have said in 
the sensational way in the prints, etc., against all your expe
rience where you have had actual contact, quite intimate 
contact, with the members, and saying that they are right and 
the Legislature to the extent of fifty is wrong; is that right? 
Do you want to say that ? A. I  believe, as I say, my experience 
made me believe them, that is all.
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Q. (by Representative Tubtle). I  have not cleared up in 

my mind, there have been so many statements made of late by 
Lawson and so forth, I  have not cleared up in my mind this 
matter, and that is why I  ask you again what statements they 
have made, that are made by Mr. Lawson that you believe to 
be true with reference to the Legislature, as you remember the 
statements that you endorse, what are they? A. I  simply be
lieve —

Q. No, what statements — A. I  will tell you. My experi
ence makes me believe what they said about the bucket shop bill 
is right.

Q. What did they say about the bucket shop bill as you under
stand it ? A. I  understand they said there was money coming 
up here to defeat the bill.

Q. That is all? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, is there any other statement that you mean to en

dorse, made by Mr. Lawson, other than there was money com
ing up here to kill the bill ? A. That is all; I  have no knowl
edge of anything.

Q. Did you tell the newspapers that that was the only state
ment made by Mr. Lawson that you believed in? A. I  told 
them that in the mam I believed what they were saying, and 
that this hearing should be open.

Q. That is what you referred to then, in believing what 
Lawson said, it ought to be open ? A. I  believe in that, that it should be open.

Q. Is that a statement made by Mr. Lawson that you believe 
in i A. I have said that my experience made me believe what 
he said in reference to the bucket shop bill, in that I believed it.

Q. T\ on t you tell us again just what you understood by his 
statement in reference to the bucket shop bill, which you did 
believe in? A. The statement was that money was sent up here 
to defeat the bill. My experience that —

Q. Now, wait a minute. A. That is the only thing that I 
have on it that makes me believe that probably something like that was done.

Q. That probably money was sent up here, but you have no 
reason to belie  ̂e that any one took it, other than it was ottered
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to you? A. I have no reason to believe it, other than the bill 
was defeated in the House.

Q. Many bills have been defeated that there haven’t been 
money in, haven’t they ? A. I suppose so, I have no reason 
to think any other way.

Q. Now, have you read the interview which the paper, the 
morning “ Journal,’’gives as having taken place with you? A. 
I don't think I read it through. I didn’t have time to read it, 
and I didn t like to look in the paper there whei’e my picture 
was —

Q. Hid you tell him: “ I was for it, that I believed they 
should all be cleaned out, and that my mind was made up on 
the subject?” A. Well, I said I was against the bucket shops, 
and I was in favor of the bill.

Q. That is what you always said? A. Yes.
Q. And that is all you said to Gethro? A. Yes.
Q. Did you say this to the newspaper man which is quoted 

here : “ I told him I was for it, that I believed they should be 
all cleaned out, and that my mind was made up on the sub
ject?” Is that a correct quotation of your language? A. 
Well, that practically is the same, embodies the same, but 
maybe in a few different words.

Q. As you recollect, was this the language that you gave to 
the newspapers that they have you quoted as saying ? A. May 
I look at it, or will you just read it once more?

Q. “ I told him that I was for it, that I believed they should 
be all cleaned out, and that my mind was made up on the sub
ject.” Now was that what you said to Gethro, or did you say 
to him, “ I am against the bucket shops and for the bill? ” A. 
That is what I said, what you have just stated, to my recol
lection.

Q. But what Gethro did say to you was what the papers,— 
whatever you gave as having said— A. What is that?

Q. You were asked two or three times about it, to give 
Gethro's words in his interview with you, and you have given 
them to the committee as you understand them? A. Yes.

Q. And still you say this is what you gave to the news
papers as his words? A. My words to the newspapers were 
the same as I have given to the committee here.
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Q. Then again I ask you, this language here, imputed to 

you, it is the language which you did give the newspapers as 
being the language used by Mr. Gethro? A. I don’t think I 
gave it just that way, but it means the same thing.

Q. You don’t think you gave it that way? A. I think I 
gave it the way I gave it right here now.

Q. Do you want to change your mind about saying this is 
it? A. I don’t want to change my mind, my mind is made up 
that way, anyway. That is the way I felt about the bucket 
shops.

Q. Did you say : “ I could not see that they could affect 
my vote even if I might be sorry for them individually ? ” Did 
you give the newspapers that? A. I don’t recollect I said 
anything like that about it.

Q- “ The climax came, when, lowering his voice almost to 
a whisper, he said, 1 there will be $50 in it for you.’” Did you 
give to the newspapers any of those words? A. Oh, yes.

Q. And the next thing you are quoted as saying : “ I passed 
on at once from this dark young man without making any re
ply.” Did you give the newpapers that? A. I made no reply 
after what I have said here.

Q. I say, did jmu say that to the newspaper man ? A. That 
I passed along?

Q. This one quotation : “ The climax came when, lowering 
his voice almost to a whisper, he said, ‘ there will be $50-in it 
for you.’ I passed on at once from this dark young man 
without making any reply.” Now, is that a correct quotation 
of what you told the newspapers? The}? have quoted you as 
saying that. A. Well, I said the same as I said it here before 
the committee. '1 have stated everything here just as I stated 
it, so far as I can recall, to any of the papers.

Q. Will you try to get away from what you said for a min
ute and let us get on to the talk with you and the newspapers? 
A. Yes.

Q. Now, do you say, as you remember the conversation be
tween you and the newspaper man, that is a correct statement 
of your quotation to him ? A. That last?

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you said that to the newspaper man notwithstanding
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the fact that you dicl make a reply to Gethro? A. Well, I 
didn’t make any other reply to him, I went off, you know.

Q. Yes, that is the only reply you made? A. The reply 
was this : That I was not looking for anything like this and if 
I wanted anything like that I would let him know, or I would 
tell him.

Q. Now, I will ask you again, then, whether this I have read 
here as a quotation from the newspaper is a correct quotation 
of the language you gave to the newspaper? A. I think it is.

Q. And you meant it to be understood by the newspapers 
and published bĵ  them as you gave it? A. I meant that they 
should publish the truth, what I told them. If they have put 
in more or less, it is not my fault.

Q. You expected it was to be published? A. I expected it 
would be.

Q. You expected it was to be published as you gave it? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that is the way you gave it? A. That is practi
cally the way I gave it, so far as I recollect.

Q. You followed it with this statement: “ My recollection 
is perfect of the whole affair in every detail. I made no 
reply.'’ A. My recollection-—well, I won’t say that this 
particular day —

Representative H ayes (chairman p r o  tern.). Mr. Mock, we 
will stop here until a quarter-past 2, if you will get here at 
that time. We will take a recess until a quarter-past 2.

J u ne  8, 1906.
J acob H. Mock — recalled.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all) .  Mr. Mock, do 
you remember at any time having a conversation with Repre
sentative Burnett and Representative McDonald or either of 
them immediately outside of the door of the House? A. No, 
sir, not to my recollection.

Q. Some five to eight days after the first public announce
ment was made that Leonard had been improperly approached? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know both the representatives? A. McDonald 
is this gentleman who just went out ?



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 151
Q. Yes, sir, and Burnett is the gentleman who went out 

before him? A. I didn’t know his name was Burnett.
Q. In which Burnett and McDonald were coming out of the 

House, and came across you just outside of the door, and one 
of them said in substance that he didn’t believe — in which 
either Burnett or McDonald said in form or substance, "I don’t 
believe there is anything in this bribery,” and you said that 
you didn’t either? That you had never been approached and 
that it was all buncombe or all bosh? A. Hot to my recollec
tion.

Q. Will you say to the committee, Mr. Mock, that no such 
conversation took place, or that you have no recollection of it? 
A. No recollection ; I don’t recollect it.

Q. It is possible that it might have taken place? A. No, 
I cannot— I do not see •—• I don’t recollect it. So far as Mr. 
McDonald is concerned, I guess I have spoken more to him 
to-day right in that room than I have all this session. I don’t 
remember having any talk with him at all and the other gentle- 
man any more than meeting him casually. I guess with both 
of them — I suppose I have spoken more to them in that room 
when we were sitting there than I have during the whole 
session.

Q. That is, they weren’t friends of yours at that time? 
A. Well, not any more friends than any member up here.

Q. That is, you had no personal acquaintance with them? 
A. No, not a bit; I don’t believe I ever met them before 
coming up here.

Q. Now, did you have your talk with Gethro which you 
testified to before this committee before any' announcement 
was made in the paper relative to the alleged Leonard bribery ? 
A. Any talk with Gethro?

Q. Yes; was your talk with Gethro which you told us about 
before? A. I wish to say I was informed that I said the third 
day, and that after looking over my journal and consulting 
with my brother I find this happened on the day that this par
ticular bill was in the House.

Q. Finally disposed of? A. Not finally disposed of, it was 
the day it was being discussed, and the day — May 1st was 
the day — if you have the calendar that is the day. This hap-
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pened on the particu lar day th a t th is b ill was up and the am end
m e n t—  and I vo ted , I believe, for all the am endm ents, and I 
voted for the  b ill, a n d 'th e  nex t day, which Avas the second day, 
I  \roted for reconsideration .

Q. You were called, and testified that the day you had the 
talk with Gethro was the morning of the day on which the 
amendments were Aoted on. A. That is May first; if that is 
May first —

Q . N oav, pra}r, don’t be too anxious about the day. Let us 
see if we cannot get this so as to correspond with the facts. 
You have already testified that in the morning of the day the 
amendments were discussed and debated and voted upon in the 
House Avas the day that you had your talk with Gethro; that 
is true, isn’t it? A. Yes, sir; when he stopped me in the 
corridor.

Q. Yes? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you now, by examination of the calendar, ascertain 

that it was May 1st? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And if you have stated any other date you desire to cor

rect it? A. Yes, sir ; it was on that day, and I would like to 
have it changed to May first, because that Avas the day Avhen 
the bill AAras under discussion and it was the day I had to leave 
the House early.

Q. N oav, just listen  to m y question . You ha\re already said 
that the  day  upon Avhieh Gethro approached you  Avas the m orn
ing  of th e  day Avhen these am endm ents AAre r e  discussed and 
Amted upon in the House ; that is tru e ?  A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you now, by examining your calendar, find that Avas 
May first? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Avhen you referred to it as the third of May you 
Avere mistaken, and uoav desire to make it May first? A. I 
would like to have it, Avith the consent of the committee, to 
make that Majr first.

Q. As th a t was the day? A. That is the day —  w hen this 
bill Avas un der discussion —  th a t is the day that th is happened.

Q. Did the statement appear in the public prints that Leonard 
had been approached before May first? A. No, sir, not to my 
knowledge.

Q. Do you know Avhat was the date of the newspaper print
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relative to Leonard, for the first time? A. I don’t recollect 
anything about Leonard.

Q. Rut it was after the first of May? A. Oh, yes, it was 
after the first, to my best recollection, it was after this, and I 
never heard anything about there being any briber}'- until after 
that.

Q. Now, the most that you want to say to this committee is 
that you have no recollection of having made that statement in 
the presence of Representatives Burnett and McDonald? A. 
No, sir, not to my knowledge.

Q. Are you positive that you didn’t make that statement? 
A. Well, I cannot ■— of course to my recollection I never made 
any such statement to them.

Q. What would have been the occasion of your having
omade that statement, if you did make it? A. I can’t under

stand why I should make it.
Q. What is your best judgment and recollection as to 

whether you did or did not make it? A. I cannot — I don't 
recollect anything about it —

Q- (by Representative L owell) . Mr. Mock, after this 
talk with Gethro that you have talked of, did you ever talk to 
anybody about the subject of bribery until you talked to the 
newspaper men, when your report came out in the paper? A. 
If I had spoken to anybody else ?

Q. Yes. A. Before that.
Q- Except Mr. Webster, you testified about speaking to 

him? A. I may have said that I believed what the different 
gentlemen were saying on account of having had a little ex
perience myself.

Q. You may have said that to someone else? A. I may 
have, yes.

Q. To whom may you have said it? A. Well, I could not 
name anybody; I may have said that, and I think 1 did say it, 
but while certain things were being discussed I said I believed 
what those men were saying ; there is a good deal of truth to 
it, because of the little experience I had myself.

Q- Now, when was the first time you said that? A. 1 could 
not say that; 1 could not tell when that was.

Q. But you think you did say that to some one before you 
talked to Webster? A. No, sir, not before.
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Q. Not before? A. It must have been quite a while after
wards, about the time when the newspapers Avere telling about 
the committee wanting to bring these different men before the 
bar of the House; about that time.

Q. And who did you speak to about it? A. I could not 
recollect who it was, I don’t remember. It seems I did make 
comments on it, but who they were I can’t think now.

Q. And you may have made other comments on the question 
of bribery before that time? A. I don’t believe I did.

Q. You may have talked about it to a good many people? 
A. No, not a great many.

Q. Well, you may have talked about it to some people? 
A. I never spoke about it a great deal, only as I say, about 
the time when these men were appearing before the House, I 
may have expressed myself to some who were talking about it, 
in the way that I believed that finally —

Q. Well, you may have spoken about the matter to several 
people before the time that you have spoken of now? A. I 
don’t think I spoke of it before that.

Q. And you may have spoken of it to Mr. Burnett and Mr. 
McDonald? A. I don’t think I did.

Q. I say you might have done so. A. I don’t recollect 
having had any conversation with them.

Q. But there were certain conversations that you don’t re
member about, so you may have had that conversation? A. 
Not with them.

Q. You may had a conversation with some of them? A. I 
may have had ; yes, sir.

Q. And you may have said to somebody that you didn’t 
believe in it and that you never had been approached, and you 
said the talk was all bosh? A. I don’t believe I ever said I 
hadn’t been approached.

Q. Are you sure? A. I am quite sure I never did, be
cause I was invited. How could I say otherwise? 1 only 
want to tell the truth, gentlemen. I hope you are going to 
treat me here as a member of the House in good standing, the 
same as you are. No reason why I should want to say any
thing that was not right, or that I should want to make trouble 
for anybody. I don’t want to have any trouble myself, and I 
don’t like to make trouble for anybody else. 1 ou have asked
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me to come here, and perhaps that —■ I have had an experience, 
and I have told it. Is there any reason that I should be sub
jected to all this probing, so to speak? I only want to tell 
the truth, gentlemen. My father, the day I came up here, my 
father said, I recollect, — I said I was invited before the com
mittee. “ Well,” he says, “ tell the truth.” And that is all 
I want to do, gentlemen, I only want to tell the truth here, 
and I hope you will take my word in the way I have given it. 
And I want to say this : I have never been in any court, and I 
have never been before anything like this, and if you are 
going to make me contradict myself, — I want to say this, gen
tlemen, whether you make me contradict myself or not, that 
what I have said, primarily, on this subject, that is to my best 
knowledge and belief, is everything, is true, inasmuch as that 
1 was stopped and that the proposition that this — under
stand, I don’t say any money —

Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) .  Mr. Mock, supposing you let the at
torney-general state to you just the reason why you have been 
recalled here, that you may understand the position of the 
committee in the matter, and I think perhaps it will be well 
for him to state it fully, and I think you will understand it. 
A. Very well.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General IIall). Mr. Mock, let 
me now make a full statement of the situation as this committee 
understands it, so you may have the fullest and amplest op
portunity to clear the atmosphere, if it is not already cleared. 
You have under oath told this committee that you were im
properly approached by a member of the House; you say that 
occurred on the morning of the first day of May. This com
mittee have, this afternoon, had the testimony of two of your 
fellow members of the House, to wit, Representatives Burnett 
and McDonald, who both say, under oath, that after the first day 
of May, the day upon which you swear you were approached, 
you said, in their presence, that you did not believe or take any 
stock in the bribery talk, that it was all bosh or buncombe. 
You now say, in reply to my question, that you have no rec
ollection of such a statement by you, and that is as far as you 
have gone with it. Now I think the committee would be glad 
to ask if you can positively say to this committee whether or
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not you did, in their presence, or in the presence of either of 
them, after the first day of May, make a statement in substance 
or effect that you took no stock in the bribery talk? A. I 
have no recollection of having said anything like that to those 
men.

Q. Will you swear that you never did? A. Well, I have 
no recollection of it, gentlemen.

Q. Is that as far as you care to go with it? A. That is as far 
as I care to go with it.

Q. Then, I ask you, for the purpose of further clearing the 
situation, why you should have made a statement which you 
now say you don’t recollect, but which you will not swear you 
did not make, if prior to the time of that alleged statement 
you had been improperly approached ? A. I wish you would 
have that read to me.

[The last question read by the stenographer, as follows: 
“ Then, I ask you, for the purpose of further clearing the 
situation, why you should have made a statement which you 
now say you don’t recollect, but which you will not swear you 
did not make, if prior to the time of that alleged statement 
you had been improperly approached?”]

The W itness. Well, I can’t see why I should make such 
a statement, because I was, to my — from my point of view — 
improperly approached. Perhaps it was not improperly, per
haps that is proper; it was not proper, from my standpoint.

Q. Then why your hesitancy, if I may inquire, in declining 
to say that you did not make the statement? A. Well, I 
don’t want to say that I did or did not, for I cannot recollect 
it. I cannot recollect it.

Q. I am speaking for the committee. I deem this of suffi
cient importance to have it cleared if possible. I ask you again 
if, at the time of this alleged statement to Burnett and McDon
ald, you had been approached, as you think, improperly, what 
would have been the occasion that would have made you make 
any such remark to them as they allege you did make, to wit, 
that you took no stock in the bribery? A. Well, I really 
cannot understand why I should have said anything like this 
to them.

Q. I understand that, and that you have so testified, that
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you could not understand. Why would you say it ? A. Why 
I should say it ?

Q. Why you should say it, and yet I do not understand 
that you deny that you did say it? A. I have no recollection 
of it whatsoever.

Q. And is that, upon reflection, the most that you want to 
say in regard to that statement, alleged to have been made by 
you, that you have no recollection of it? A. That is all 1 can 
say.

Q. It was not a fact, if you did state it, was it? A. What?
Q- It was not a fact if you did state it, was it? A. What 

was not a fact?
Q. If you didn’t take any stock in the bribery talk, that it 

was bosh or buncombe? A. Well, I stated to the committee 
that my little experience made me believe that there was some
thing that was not just right.

Q. I beg pardon, you are not getting my question. At the 
time that Burnett and McDonald say that you made a state
ment to them, to wit, some time later than May 1, that you 
took no stock in the bribery charges, and that they were bosh 
and buncombe, at that time you had yourself been improperly 
approached, and if you did, subsequent to May 1, make a state
ment to them in effect that you took no stock in the charges of 
bribery, that they were bosh and buncombe, that statement, 
if you did make it, it was not true? A. If I made that, it cer
tainly was not, because this had happened to me.

Q. Then, in view of your last answer, that that statement, if 
made by you, was not true, do you now still say to this com
mittee that you won't deny the statement, that you have no 
recollection of having made it? A. I have no recollection of 
having any conversation with these men upon this particular 
thing whatsoever.

Q- But you won’t swear that you didn’t have the conversa
tion with them, will you? A. To my knowledge, and as far as 
I can recollect, I never had any conversation with them on —

Q. Can you say to the committee that you didn’t have any 
conversation with them in substance? A. To my best recol
lection, no.

Q- You give it as your best recollection? A. Yes, sir.



158 INVESTIGATION1 — TESTIMONY. [June,
Q. Now, I will put the final question to you once more, Mr. 

Mock, so that there shall be no misunderstanding. They 
allege here, in this committee, under oath, sir, a statement 
made by you, which, upon your own statement here, was false, 
if made, and. yet you say to the committee, in reply to that 
statement and their testimony, that you have no recollection 
about it, and that is as far as you will go; you will not affirm
atively swear.you did not make it? A. I have no recollection 
of it.

Q. The question has been suggested if you had any talk with 
Eaymond or Lawson ? A. No, sir.

Q. Or any person representing to you, or purporting to be 
an agent of either one of them? A. No, sir.

Q. (by Representative W a lk er ) . I wanted to see if I 
could clear this up a little. Mr. Mock, you understand clearly 
why the Attorney-General was putting the questions to you 
the way he was. Row, for instance, if I asked you, or anyone 
asked you, whether you went to ride in an automobile with me 
this morning, you could say you have no recollection of doing 
it. Of course you don’t have any recollection of it, and prob
ably you would go farther and say that }mu didn’t do it. You 
knew you didn’t go to ride with me this morning. Now, if 
anybodv asked you a year ago, were jrou dining at my house, 
you would not say you had no recollection, you would say you 
did not? A. If I did not.

Q. And you would know you did not also ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, you cannot, in this instance, make as positive a 

statement in regard to that statement that has been made in 
regard to your conversation with Burnett and McDonald, — 
that is, you cannot say in the same sense that you know you 
did not dine with me, that you didn’t have the conversation 
with them? A. I am satisfied in my own mind that I did not.

Q. Well, if you had had it, you would have remembered it, 
wouldn’t you? A. It seems to me I would.

Mr. W a lk er . That is all.
Q. (by Representative A w es) . Mr. Mock, did you have 

any further conversation with Mr. Gethro than that which you 
have stated? A. No, sir.

Q. That which occurred over in the further corridor on this 
floor of the State House? A. With regard to this?
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Q. Yes, -with regard to this matter. A. No, sir.
Q. That is the only conversation you ever had with him? 

A. It is the only conversation I recollect of, except what I 
stated here about his asking about getting the pen from the 
Governor — the pen that signed this particular bill.

Q. That has no reference to this bribery? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with him in the House on 

the bribery charges? A. No, sir, I never spoke to him from 
that morning, when he spoke to me, — I never had any talk 
with him except what I have stated before to the committee.

Q. Is your district a double district, I mean your represent
ative district? A. What do you mean by “ double?” We 
have two representatives.

Q. Who is your colleague ? A. Walter A. Webster.
Q. And the conversation you had with him you have related 

here. Who is your senator? A. The senator is Representa
tive Seiberlich; in fact, I succeeded him.

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with your senator 
relative to the matter? A. The day, I think the day Mr. 
Hayes had brought in that — put in the bill, the order to have 
this investigation, I did speak to Seiberlich that I felt as 
though I would like to put in an investigation order. He 
said, “ Do you know anything about i t? ” And I said, 
“ Well, I have had a little experience.” And he says, “ Have 
you got anjr proof ? ” And I simply said, “ Well, it would 
be only my own experience;” and he said, “ If you haven’t 
any proof, I don’t know that I would do anything about it.” 
Just like that.

Q. Is that all the conversation ? A. Yes.
Q. Did you tell him of your conversation with Mr. Gethro? 

A. Not then.
Q. What time was this, the clay the order was offered? 

A. Yes.
Q. How long after that did you have a conversation with 

Mr. Seiberlich relative to this matter? A. I think it was the 
day that that story came out in the papers; he and 1 were 
down stairs, out in the Ways and Means committee, that after
noon, and when we came out the story was in the paper, and 
that was the only —

Q. The story relative to this? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Well, what was that conversation with Mr. Seiberlich? 

A. We didn’t have any; simply bought the paper.
Q. Well, what was the last conversation? A. That, I 

think, was about —
Q. Did you ever tell him the circumstances of your bein» 

approached ? A. Well, he read it in the paper.
Q. Well, I understand, that is, I assume that he did, but 

did you have any conversation with him about it? A. Well, 
when do you mean, at the time?

Q. The first time. A. Well, the first time I simply spoke 
to him, what I thought about putting in an investigation order.

Q. You told him that, the first conversation relative to your 
being approached? A. I think that was the first time.

Q. You never had any conversation relative to that and gave 
him your version relative to being’ approached, — had no con
versation with him about that at all? A. No, I didn’t, because 
I was not with him long then; it was out in the smoking room 
we were sitting together, and we brought that subject up.

Q. I understand you tell the committee you had no con
versation with Seiberlich in which you gave him your version 
of being approached by improper influences? A. Well, I 
spoke to him that other day.

Q. What is that? A. I have spoken to him a number of 
times, I don’t know as particularly on this.

Q. You had no conversation, as I understand, with Senator 
Seiberlich in that you gave him your version of the incident 
over in the Senate corridor where you were approached by 
improper influences, either approached there or anywhere else? 
A. Oh, I have spoken to him about the affair.

Q. Where and when ? A. That day the story came out I 
think was the time ; 1 didn’t say much about it, only we bought 
the paper, in fact I think he bought two, and he took one and 
I took the other. I think that is about the only time —

Q. What was the conversation with him then ? A. I didn’t 
have much conversation. 'Well, he says, if you are sure of 
that —

Q. Well, your talk was simply relative to the order for in
vestigation that had been put in ? My question is simply did 
you go to your senator and tell him the circumstances of your
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being approached? A. No, I didn’t tell him — let’s see — as 
I have stated, the day that Hayes’s order went in, I spoke to 
him. That was before the order went in. I told him I had a 
little experience, and he told me, “ If you haven’t any proof, 
don’t bother with it.” I said, “ I haven’t proof, any other 
than my word against the others.”

Q. Then did you go on and give him the details of that? 
A. I didn’t then ; no, sir.

Q. Did you at any subsequent time? A. I don’t know that 
I ever gave him the details, only as I say, when we came out 
of the committee down stairs, the reporter came and told me 
there was a story in the “ Globe,” and then 1 told him about it. 
I said, “ I have just heard there is a story in the “ Globe” 
here,” and that is about all. 1 will say that I guess 1 — he 
didn’t really approve of it.

Q. Mr. Seiberlich didn’t? A. Yes, sir. He said those 
things are hard, they may be really right, but they are hard to 
prove. I guess that is a fact. That is the way, people don’t 
do those things in the open, when there are more around, and 
it is a hard thing to prove. It is simply one’s word against 
another’s, and there is no reason why I should want to coin a 
story.

Q. Then, Mr. Mock, I understand you didn’t have any con
versation with him in which you recited the details of your 
being approached improperly? A. I don’t think I ever stated 
the details of it, except the piece I read in the paper, that is all.

Q. Let it go at that, the version as given in the paper? 
A. Yes.

Q. (by Representative T urtle) .  I understood you just 
now to say, Mr. Mock, “ I told the senator, my own senator,” 
— Seiberlich, I suppose? A. Yes.

Q. That I heard there was a story in the “ Globe?” A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. What story did you refer to? A. This story of my 
experience in the corridor.

Q. You mean the interview with you as published in the 
“ Globe? ” A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you told the senator that you had just heard that 
that was in the “ Globe?” A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Was that after you had given it for the purpose of publi

cation ? A. That was after I had given it, yes.
Q. What made you say to him that you had just heard it 

was in the “ Globe/’ if you knew it was there? A. I didn’t 
know it was.

Q. Well, you knew it was given to the reporter for the pur
pose of putting it in, — wasn’t it? A. Given to the reporter 
for the purpose —• given to the reporter, and if he wanted to 
put it in —

Q. Well, for what purpose? A. For the purpose of letting 
people know that I, for one, had a little experience. It made 
me believe Tom Lawson, John B. Moran and Mr. Raymond, — 
make them believe what they were saying.

Q. A good deal had been said in your hearing by various 
people against those gentlemen, and the stories they were tell
ing about the Legislature? A. The most I learned -was what 
I saw in the papers —

Q. Well, did you see anything in the papers criticising 
them for their statement? A. I did.

Q. In what paper? A. Well, I can’t state in what paper; 
I read most all the papers, look them over, just glance them 
over.

Q. Can you tell any paper in which there was any criticism 
of Mr. Lawson for what he had said of the Legislature? A. 
I can’t name any particular one just now.

Q. Or about Mr. Raymond? A. I couldn’t name in any 
one particular paper.

Q. Well, could you name any three papers, one of which it 
would be? A. I don’t see what bearing this has on this case, 
Air. Turtle.

Q. Perhaps not, Mr. Mock, but this is what is in my mind. 
There is nobody trying to hurt you. You had evidently heard 
criticisms, or read criticisms, of Mr. Lawson and Mr. Raymond 
and Mr. Moran by reason of w7hat they were saying about the 
Legislature, — I understand that to be true; now, if it wasn’t 
published, you must have heard it instead of reading it in the 
paper — I don’t remember myself about the criticisms of those 
gentlemen appearing in the paper. Now, are you sure that 
what you either heard or read was printed in any paper at 
all,— any criticisms of Mr. Lawson for what he said? A. If
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I am not mistaken, it was said that Mr. Lawson, if he didn't 
come up here and answer the committee, that he would be 
brought before the bar of the House.

Q. Was that the criticism that you referred to, as having 
read in the papers? A. Oh, thinking it over, I have heard 
people say that Tom Lawson and John B. Moran have been 
all through this twenty years ago, and what are they? And 
I have always said : “ These gentlemen, never mind what they 
were twenty years ago, I don’t know anything about them, but 
they are doing a service to the Commonwealth now.”

Q. You have been quite an admirer of those particular men? 
A. I can’t say that I have been an admirer at all, but in this 
particular thing —

Q. You admired what they were doing in regard to this 
matter? A. Admired the stand they have taken, where they 
were trying to clean up a thing where I had a little experience, 
and which made me believe what they were saying.

Q. Xow did you have an}r conversation with Senator Seiber- 
lich, in which you mentioned the name of Gethro at a ll; is it 
difficult to remember whether you mentioned Gethro’s name to 
Senator Seiberlich or not? A. I think he did ask me, “ Who 
is the man ? ” And I said — I told him.

Q. Xow won’t you state whether in that same conversation 
you didn’t say to him where the interview between you and 
Mr. Gethro was? A. I may and I may not; 1 don’t know 
whether I did or not.

Q. What makes you in doubt about whether you mentioned 
the place where this thing happened? A. Well, because the 
story was in the paper, and there wasn't any need of going 
into any further details.

Q. Before your story was in the paper? A. I never men
tioned anything to him before that, only that day as I say, 
when I asked him what he thought about putting in an inves
tigating order — I didn’t mention the name then.

Q. Where was the conversation that you had with Senator 
Seiberlich in which you mentioned Gethro’s name? A. Well, 
that’s recently.

Q. Since you appeared before the committee the other time? 
A. I think so.

Q. So that it was since you appeared before the committee
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the last time, that Senator Seiberlich asked you who it was 
that approached you, and after the newspapers had published 
the fact that }rou named Getliro. Do you mean to say that? 
A. Well, I don’t seem to recollect just when.

Q. What was said in that conversation with Mr. Seiberlich 
about Mr. Gethro being in his seat — or you being in your 
seat — in the House? A. When — when being in my seat?

Q. What was said in the conversation that you had with 
Senator Seiberlich in reference to this matter, about your be
ing in your seat in the House? A. I don’t understand what 
you arc trying to get a t ; I don’t comprehend the question.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Senator Seiberlich 
in which you used the sentence or anything like i t : “ I was in 
my seat in the House’"? A. With what regard, in my seat 
in the House?

Q. Any regard. A. I don’t understand what you are driv
ing- at.

Q. Did you ever mention to Senator Seiberlich anything, in 
any regard, about your being in your seat in the House at any 
time? A. 1 am generally in my seat.

Q. Is that all you want to say about the conversation that 
you had with him in reference to the question— A. What 
conversation ?

Q. A conversation in which you said something about being 
in your seat in the House? A. 1 don’t recollect where that 
should have come up.

Q. Do you recollect anything where it did come up? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Is that all you want to say about it, — that you don’t 
recollect it? A. That is all I want to say about it.

Q. Mr. Mock, as I understand you, you went from the 
House on the day when the bucket shop bill was up for dis
cussion, in reference to some business matter with your 
brother. Is that so? A. No business matter with my 
brother; my brother was away, and I went back to take his 
place during the rush.

Q. That was down at your business place? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember anybody with whom you talked that 

day down there, or any business that you transacted, — so
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that you know what happened that day? A. No, sir; I 
talked with a great many men — not on State House business.

Q. What other bills were under discussion that day in the 
House ? A. I couldn’t tell now, without looking up the 
calendar.

Q. What bills were under discussion when you left the 
House? A. 1 don’t hardly think that I noticed what bills 
were under discussion.

Q. How long were you in the House before you left it? 
A. That morning our Taxation Committee had a meeting’ at 
10 o’clock, as far as I can recollect, and I didn’t get back to 
the House, I think, until 11; I stayed there a little while 
making arrangements, and saw my colleague, and told him 
how he should let me know if there were any roll calls, that I 
didn't wish to miss any roll calls— as I have stated here 
before.

Q. Do you remember how long you were in the House 
before you went away ? A. I can’t have been there very long.

Q. Do you remember what bill was under discussion, or 
what was being talked about? A. I don’t recollect, sir.

Q. Plave you yet recollected the gentleman with whom you 
walked from the House to the elevator, or in that direction ? 
A. I can’t think; 1 have been trying to think and think, and 
I can’t think who the man was.

Q. Did you catch up to him again before you got down to 
your place? A. Well, as far as I recollect, we went down to 
the elevator together.

Q. Did you go further than that together? A. Not to my 
knowledge; we may have walked down in the street a bit.

Q. Was he a person you knew? A. I can’t really recollect 
who the man wyas ; I don’t think it was —

Q. Did you have any conversation with him at the time? 
A. It can’t have been any —

Q. Did you leave the House with him? A. No, sir.
Q. Where did you meet him, — near the candy stand? 

A. Round there somewhere, as far as I recollect. Webster 
walked with me down to the corner of the bend there, over to 
where the broad place is there, and then we walked down the 
corridor. I can’t think who the man is ; I don’t think that
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he was any friend of mine, or any man That I was very well 
acquainted with. I think it was some man that I have met —

Q. Did you say anything to him between the time you met 
him near the candy stand and the time that you parted at the 
elevator? A. Nothing more than in walking down the cor
ridor, “ How do you do? Nice weather.”

Q. (by Representative Ames). Mr. Mock, I understood 
you to say that you admired the position taken by Mr. Law- 
son at the time. Was I correct in that? A. Well, I liked 
his attitude in trying to clean up something, if there was 
wrong up here ; of course, if I was the only man that anybody 
needed, or was looking after, why, to find it. But I do 
admire any man who tries to better things which are in my 
opinion bad.

Q. (by Mr. Hall). Mr. Mock, I want you to appreciate 
this, and I voice the sentiment of the committee in saying 
this, that they are trying to ascertain the facts here, and for 
that purpose you have been inquired of at considerable length 
for the sole purpose that this committee has in exercising its 
duties under the order. Now you have made a statement to 
the committee that Representative Gethro made you an im
proper proposal; now the committee is anxious and eager to 
get every detail in corroboration of that, and every detail in 
existence by which they may test it — and they are bound to 
do that. Now you have said to me that you have no recollection 
of having made a statement that is inconsistent with that; in 
other words, that you have no recollection of saying to any 
person (after the event of Gethro approaching you) that you 
took no stock in the bribery charges. Now I say frankly to 
you, and I think you can appreciate it as a man and as a 
representative, that if you did make two different statements 
about it, the committee is going to have more difficulty in 
discussing and considering your evidence than they otherwise 
would. And so, again, lest you may have misunderstood, 
I would like to have you, if you will, tell this committee, 
upon reflection, whether you ever did make any statement to 
any persons—and more particularly to Representatives Burnett 
and McDonald — which was different in effect from the state
ment that you made, that you had been improperly approached
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by Gethro. And I ask 3m u that, because it will assist the 
committee — and for no other purpose. Now if you don’t 
understand me, Mr. Mock, I wish you would tell me so. A. 
Well, to the two representatives — to my best recollection — 
I can’t recollect that I ever said anything to them, anything to 
that effect.

Q. Will you say that to the best of your knowledge and 
belief you never made any such statement? A. I will — to 
these two representatives.

Q. Or to any other person? A. I may have said that to 
two other persons — but I had my reasons for doing so.

Q. Who were they? A. I couldn't name them by name; I 
don’t know their names.

Q. Was it on some occasion of a person that you didn’t 
know approaching you? A. They were two men that I had 
suspicions of, that were around where I was for perhaps no 
good purpose.

Q. Were they members of the House? A. No, sir.
Q. And when was that, with reference to your testimony 

before the committee, — before or after you testified here ? 
A. Oh, I think it was before the testimony before the com
mittee.

Q. Were those persons, in your opinion, undertaking to 
find out what you knew, or what you were going to testify to ? 
A. I don’t know what they were trying to find out, but I was 
suspicious of them.

Q. And you don’t know now who either of them were? A. 
Who they were?

Q. Yes. A. If I saw them again I would know them.
Q. Did they have a talk with you, or undertake to have one ? 

A. Well, no, didn’t have a great deal of talk with me.
Q. What did they ask you ? A. Well, I can’t just recollect 

what all the conversation was, it was something on this, and I 
may have said, “ Well, I don’t think there is much in i t ” — 
that way, because I thought they were trying to find some
thing out from me. Gentlemen, I want to say that I only 
want to tell the truth, only do what is right. I don’t know 
whether you have been treating me fair here, or not, but it 
seems to me that you are putting me through a very hard
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ordeal, so to say, for a man that is a member of the House, 
and one who is only trying to do his duty — wants to do what 
is right. Now, gentlemen, I heard a man make a statement, 
or in conversation mention two men that he thought were in 
back of this man —

Q. Were what? A. Were in back of this man.
Q. Gethro? A. Yes.
Q. Yes. A. And at the time when I heard it, I went into 

my office and got a little slip, and put the name on (showing 
small piece of paper to the committee)— the name he was 
telling; then I found out his name was Mr. Irving.

Q. What is his full name? A. I don’t know, sir.
Q. Do you know his address? A. I think he comes from 

East Boston.
Q. Do you know his business ? A. No, sir.
Q. Where did you see him? A. I saw him at my place of 

business, he was in there.
Q. What did he say? A. He said that the man — the way 

that I recollect it — that was back of this man, was a man by 
the name of Reinhardt.

Q. Reinhardt? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know his full name? A. No, sir.
Q. Or address? A. No, sir.
Q. Who was the other man? A. And another man who he 

claimed was in that business, whose name was Myrick; he 
thought he probably knew something about it.

Q. What business do you mean, — the bucket shop business ? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. (by Representative L o w e ll) . Reinhardt and Myrick 
were the two names? A. Reinhardt was the one that he 
claimed was back of him, and Myrick he thought knew some
thing about it.

Q. (by Mr. H a ll). What do you know about Irving,— 
have you ever seen him before? A. I think I have known 
him before; I wouldn’t have known his name, only I found 
out what his name was, and put it on here (showing slip of 
paper). I was introduced to him, in fact. I put that paper 
in my pocket, and I don't believe that 1 have ever taken it out 
of my pocket since then ; I put it right in here.
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Q . (b y  the Spe a k e r ) . When did that information come 

to yon, — it was after your statement was published? A. I 
think so.

Q. Do you know how long after? A. It must have been 
very shortly after.

Q. Did this Irving know these men at all? A. He said he 
formerly lived in that ward, and could tell all about them.

Q. Tell all about whom, — the two men, or Gethro, or 
whom? A. About the whole ward.

Q. (by Mr. H a ll) .  Deferring to what ward, — Gethro’s 
ward? A. I suppose so.

Q. (b y  the Spe a k e r ) . Did you get any more information 
from him at that time? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ask him to tell you what he could? A. No, sir.
Q. (by Mr. L o w ell) . Did he say what Reinhardt’s busi

ness was ? A. I think he said that he formerly was a repre
sentative up here.

Q. What did he say Myrick’s full name was? A. He didn’t 
say.

Q. What was the occasion of his telling you that, Mr. 
Mock, — were you discussing the subject of bribery ? A. No, 
sir.

Q. He simply offered information to you? A. Offered his 
information.

Q. Now what do you say his name was, besides Irving? 
A. I don’t know, sir; I was introduced to him as Mr. Irving, 
and I put his name on this paper, and shoved the paper in my 
pocket.

Q. And he lives in East Boston? A. I think he lives in 
East Boston.

Q. (by Mr. W a lk er ) . Who introduced Mr. Irving to you, 
do you remember? A. I think a man by the name of Mc
Donald.

Q. Do you know this Mr. McDonald personally? A. I 
know him, yes.

Q. Do you know what his full name is? A. I don’t know, 
sir.

Q. Do you know where he could be found ? A. I don’t know 
where.
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Q. Well, can you find out for us who this Mr. Irving was, 

and his address ? A. I will try to.
Q. Well, you think you can through Mr. Irving, don’t you? 

A. Yes, I think so.
Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) . When can you give us that name? 

A. Well, I will try to find out for you, if you want me to.
The Sp e a k e r . That is all, Mr. Mock.

J un e  8, 1906.
J acob IT. M ock — recalled.

Q. (by Representative T u r t le). I  believe I  was asking you 
some questions when we adjourned, Mr. Mock. Have you or 
have you not heard the rumors going about that large sums of 
money were being offered by certain individuals to any person 
who would name a member of the House as having been mixed 
up in bribery ? A. I saw it in the paper. Thomas W. Lawson, 
I  understand, offered some, and so did Mr. Raymond.

Q. When did you see this? A. I can’t say when I  saw it; 
I  saw it a few days ago, I  guess.

Q. Did you see it the day the paper which had it in was pub
lished ? A. I  think so; I  couldn’t say just when.

Q. Did you hear about any member of the Legislature being 
offered $10,000 if they would say that an individual in the 
House was mixed up in the bribery question ? A. Ho, sir. .

Q. You did know before you gave out this interview — for 
several days — that offers of money had been made to induce 
people, to try to induce people, to say that certain members of 
the Legislature had been mixed up in the bribery business ? A. 
If I  knew it?

Q. Yres. A. Yes, sir, I  did; I  knew that, that the offer was 
in the paper, nothing else.

Q. Won’t you name again, Mr. Mock, all the persons that 
you have talked with in reference to this bribery business, out
side of the Legislature itself ? A. I  don’t believe I  have spoken 
to anybody.

Q. Has anybody spoken to you? A. About this?
Q. Yes. A. Ho, sir. By the way, I  ivant to say that a lot 

of people have spoken about it, saying, “ Well, Mock have you 
been before the grand jury?” and things like that: “ When
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are they going to get you ? ” and all things like that, you know, 
in a jocular way.

Q. Were you summoned before the grand jury ? A. I  was. 
I went down there and left my telephone number with the 
clerk, and told him that if they wanted me they could telephone 
to me and I  would be there in about five minutes; and he said 
he would. I  have that paper in my pocket; I  have never been 
called since, and I  haven’t been near.

Q. Then you were not called, Mr. Mock? A. Well, I  got 
this paper, you know.

Q. I mean, you didn’t go in and testify? A. INo, sir.
Q. Have you stated to any person, inside the Legislature or 

out, since these first charges were published in the paper, that 
you did not believe in them, — that you did not think there 
was any corruption up here ? A. I  don’t believe that I  have 
said that. I may have said that I believed that there was some
thing to it; I don’t believe I  ever said, “ I  don’t believe there 
is anything in it.” Since my experience, I believed that there 
was something. I  don’t believe I  ever said to anybody that I 
didn’t believe it.

Q. How, won’t you try to recall all the persons that you have 
talked with about it since that time and since the charges were 
made in the paper, whether inside the Legislature or outside ? 
A. Well, I  have never — I suppose a lot of people have spoken 
about it; I  meet iso many people, you Imow. But I  have never 
made any statement to anybody.

Q. AVell, can’t you think of any person? A. Why, I  meet 
from four to eight hundred people every day. I  wear a coat 
with stripes; I  have had a man come and say, “ Well, you will 
wear wider stripes before you get through,” and things like that, 
you know. I suppose you have heard it, haven’t you: “ Haven’t 
they got you yet ? ” But I  have never made any statement.

Q. Ever talked with anybody about it at all? A. Only as 
I have just spoken to you. I haven’t made any statement to 
anybody, except those people that I told you of.

Q. Well, what did you say to the fellow who said: “ You 
will wear different stripes before you get through ? ” A. I 
only smiled; that is, of course, I took this all as a joke. But
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still, all tlie same, I  don’t like these insinuations all the time; 
of course I have had lots of them.

Q. Well, can you think of any others? A. No, I  can’t; I 
can’t think of anybody, specially.

Q. Outside the Legislature, where were you the day before 
yesterday ? A. The day before yesterday — that was Monday ?

Q. Yes. A. I can’t think that I  was anywhere else beside 
my home and up here and down to my shop.

Q. And yesterday ? A. Yesterday ?
Q. Yes. A. Yesterday I  was up here.
Q. Anywhere else? A. I  went down to dinner and I was 

called here, I  was told to come here at two o’clock. I went 
downstairs to the Ways and Means Committee, I  was here in
cidentally, out here, and I  thought I  would run down to the 
V ays and Means Committee; I  had a notification to appear 
there. And when I  came up here at half past two, I  was told 
that you were not going to hear any legislators, so I went back 
there. And from there I went down to the shop, and from the 
shop I  went home, got my overalls — went to a house that I own 
and put on my overalls — got the screens that I stored away, 
and cleaned them up, oiled them up, and put them up for the 
tenant there. After that I walked home with my children and —

Q. Did you talk with anybody during the day about this, — 
yesterday, — other than this newspaper reporter ? A. No. By 
the way, I  walked down the street with Frank Seiberlich, Sen
ator Seiberlich; I left him at State Street, comer of State, and 
before I  went into the shop he went his way. I  guess he went 
up to his place of business.

Q. Did you talk with him about it? A. Well, I simply told 
him that there was something in the paper that afternoon, 
that’s all.

Q. You didn’t tell him what it was? A. Well, he saw — 
we got a paper — I don’t know whether I had one or whether 
we got one — I think I had one. Oh, by the way, we bought 
one from the boy coming out from the Ways and Means. Up 
to that time I hadn't known that there was anything in the 
paper.

Q. Let me see if I fully understand, Mr. Mock, about how 
this interview came about that was published : Arou approached
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a newspaper reporter and said, “ I don’t believe in the secret 
session”— or something like that? A. That is the only 
reason that I gave out an interview : I didn’t believe in a secret 
session.  ̂ There is a clamor from all the State, and it seems to 
me that it would be better if it was in t‘he open.

Q. TV ell, what did he say, and what did you say? Won't 
you give that, to lead up to this interview? A. I told him I was going to give him a little story.

Q. When did you make up your mind to give him that 
ston . A. I have been thinking about it — about makin* a 
statement on the floor of the House -  for a long while. °

Q, V\ ell, when did you first make up your mind to o-ive the 
newspapers the story ? A. Oh, ever, since this strong pressure
was being brought to bear, that there should be a public hear- mg.

Q. Is your version of the secret hearing, — that the public 
may never know anything about what is said in here by vou
and others? A. That the public would not know anythin* about it ? J G

Q. Ves A. Well, I understand if I say “ a public hear
ing, my idea was that newspaper reporters should be allowed 
to he here Of course, these charges have been made, you know, in the papers — J

Q. I say, is it your notion of the secret hearing, — that what 
you say and others say, here, would never be known to the public? A. No, I didn’t think so.

Q. V ou thought it would be known ? A. I thought probably 
you would size up the situation and bring in a report from the 
eu ence, or the things that you have heard here, and then that 
he House would act upon it. This is my first session up here 
may be wrong; that was my idea of it.
Q. What do you understand, Mr. Mock, is the reason for 

olding grand jury sessions secretly? A. Well, I don't consider this is a grand jury session.
Q. I didn’t say you did. Now, will you answer my ques-

’°n' 1 ' 1 be,leve that the grand jury sessions should be the way they are.
an!/'r A‘ Wel1, ithas bcen tbe established rule,haven t got any great reason to give why, but it seems to me —
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Q. Why do you think that the established rule has existed so 

long? A. Well, I believe that it is not really necessary to —
Q. Don’t you understand that one of the reasons for it is that 

you are more likely to discover wrong doing that way than any 
other? A. Well, here we are —

Q. Never mind what we are. A. Probably, yes. But we 
are not criminals here ; we are elected by the people, and they 
are supposed to know what we are doing up here. We are 
under a cloud now, and those people who sent us up here 
should, in right, know what every man has to say when he is 
brought before the committee in relation to the things — the 
cloud that is over the House.

Q. Do you believe it is true that in grand jury sessions we 
are more likely, by reason of its being secret, to ferret out 
crime? A. I think so.

Q. And then you believe so, — that we are more likely to 
ferret out crime by a secret session here ? A. I don’t think so.

Q. Why the difference between the two? A. Well, I  think 
that whereas every man is under the cloud, the public should be 
allowed to weigh the evidence that is coming.

Q. Now, won’t you give the reasons that I  ask you for, Mr. 
Mock, — why you believe that the grand jury are more likely 
to determine, more likely to find, crime, if it exists, by reason 
of the secret sessions, and we are less likely? A. Well, I  be
lieve that when five or six thousand men send me up here, that 
I  ought not to be afraid to stand in the open and say what I 
have got to say. I  never have been, and I  am not afraid to now. 
And I believe that they are entitled to that. There is a clamor 
now, it seems, that they would like to know what is going on 
here.

Q. Admitting that to be true, will you now give the reasons 
why you think that we will be less likely to find wrong-doing, if 
it exists, in this way, while the grand jury are more likely? A. 
I don’t mean to say that perhaps it will be less likely, but I  be
lieve that my constituency that I  am representing here ought 
to know whether I  am a man who is trying to do right or 
whether I am one that is not trying to do right. If I  am up 
here, and I  go out and they elect me here to represent them 
here, and there is something said that there is a cloud over me,
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my evidence ought to be in the open, so that they could judge, 
and say: “ Mock isn’t the right man that we want up there; ” 
or, “ He is doing something wrong; ” or, “ He is right.” And 
I believe that they are entitled to know that.' I  don’t want to 
say that I  would want to have a whole crowd here, and have a 
rough house, — which it would be, — but I do believe that the 
newspaper men should be allowed to come in here. It was my 
intention to ask this committee to allow the newspaper men to 
come in here and hear when I  was testifying. I realized that 
after I had been in here I could not, and would not, say any
thing; therefore I want to say that I thought that I would like to 
have this public. I am willing to have every one know what I 
have said.

Q. Now, if you have said all you desire about that, will you 
answer the question I asked you ? A. State it once more, 
please.

Q. What reasons do you believe exist for the theory that we 
are less likely to find wrong-doing, if it does exist, in this wav ? 
A. I don’t think there is any less, but I  do believe that my 
constituents are entitled to know what we are doing here. That 
is the only reason — publicity. Those New York insurance in
vestigations — publicity — haven’t they proven good ?

Q. Don t you think, Mr. Mock, that the most important 
duty that we, the committee on Rules, have, in connection with 
this, is to find wrong-doing if it exists ? A. That is primarily 
what I understand that you are here for.

Q. Yes. And I understand you to say that you believe that 
the secret session is most likely to accomplish that. A. Well, 
it isn’t — I believe that it is just as likely to find it the other 
way as what it is this way. But I believe that there is a de
mand of all these people in back of me, for instance, that want 
to know. I  am branded here, you are branded, every one here 
is branded so and so. Wouldn’t you just as soon have your 
constituents know, if you had anything to say ?

Q. Now, you are asking me a question; I  am willing to 
answer it by asking you one: Assuming that I  am perfectly 
willing that they should know, don’t you think it is my duty 
and yours to advise the secret session, if we are more likely to 
determine wrong-doing in that way? A. I don’t believe'this
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thing has been discussed in the House, whether we should have 
had it one way or the other; but I  would have voted to have it 
02>en.

Q. But I  say, notwithstanding the fact that my constituency 
may not like it, and I may be under suspicion, or you may be, 
don’t you think our duty to find facts if they do exist ought to 
surmount that, and say, “ We will have to stand the criticism, 
if criticism there is, but we must do our duty ? ” A. Well, it 
seems to me that the majority of the Legislature ought to decide 
whether it ought to be open or closed.

Q. Would you have said openly this morning that you had 
no reason to suspect the honesty of any legislator except two, 
and that Mr. Newton was one of the two ? A. Would I have 
said that in the open ?

Q. Yes. A. I  said that was the only instance.
Q. If held in the open, knowing that Mr. Newton could not 

be called to-day, and may be not to-morrow, would you have 
been willing to state, and have it come out in big head lines: 
“ Two members believed to be dishonest, by Mr. Mock: one 
Mr. Gethro and the other Mr. Newton; ” by reason of what hap
pened, would you be willing to have those head lines go out 
against Mr. Newton? A. No, sir; I would not be willing to 
have it go out against Mr. Newton, because I  took it as a joke.

Q. If the head lines had come out, wouldn’t you have done 
Mr. Newton an irreparable injury ? A. I  think I  would.

Q. Isn’t that any reason for holding these sessions secretly? 
A. I  believe that is one good reason.

Q. So that your testimony, if published at large, might have 
injured somebody who may turn out to be entirely innocent in 
the matter, —• namely, Mr. Newton. A. I didn’t want to give 
the name here, but you told me that I ought to give the name, 
and I gave it. I told you that there were only those two 
instances up here, and one I took as a joke.

Q. Do you know any other crime? A. No, sir.
Q. When, if you did know of its being committed, you 

would not be willing to give the name of the criminal, — why 
is it that you are adverse to giving the name of some one that 
you say is the criminal? A. I gave the name : I did not say 
that he is a criminal, only that I say I have been suspicious 
since that little incident — which may have been a joke.
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Q. Do you mean to say that you don’t understand that what 

Mr. Gethro did was a crime ? A. I consider that was a crime, yes, sir.
Q. TV hy would you have been adverse to giving the name 

of the criminal ? A. Which one, — Mr. Gethro?
Q. Yes. A. I tell you that I don’t believe that the poor 

man himself should be blamed, so much as the man that he is 
acting for.

Q. (by -Representative Dean). And do you know who he 
is acting for? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any reason to believe there is anybody that he 
is acting for? A. Well, he said so.

Q. (by Representative T u r t l e ). D o you want to change 
your testimony that you gave this morning in any way ? A. I 
don’t think of anything. I gave the testimony to the best'of 
my ability.

Q. (by Representative D ean). Is there any way, Mr. 
Mock, that you would know any of the people who could give 
us any information leading to the people that he was speaking 
for? A. I have nothing, no way of giving that information — 
I haven’t got any. It is simply that he said that people in his 
ward, or, a man in his ward.

Ma y  23, 1906.
F rederick  G. W ooden — sworn.

Q. (by Mr. H all). What is your full name? A. Frederick 
G. Wooden.

Q. And you are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Has anything been said to you by anybody, or in your 

presence, relative to the use of money or other improper in
fluence to affect legislation at this session? A. Yes.

Q. By whom? A. Mr. Leonard had a talk with me.
Q. When? A. Well, it was a few days prior to the time that 

Moran summoned all of the General Court down to the grand 
jury.

Q. After the final disposition of the bucket shop legislation in 
the House? A. Yes.

Q. Where was the talk? A. In the House.
Q. Who was present beside you two? A. No one; that is, no 

one so that they could hear, I believe.
Q. What was the talk in full? A. As nearly as I can remember,
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he said: “ You have heard the story about some Springfield 
member being offered money for his vote,” and I said I had 
heard that rumor. Then he says, “ I am the man. I saw this 
man Gethro, and he told me that he had a friend who wanted to 
get five votes on the bucket shop bill—opposed to the bucket 
shop bill, and that he was willing to pay $50 apiece.” I think 
that was substantially all of the talk at that time. Then I had 
another talk with him.

Q. That completed that interview? A. That was substan
tially all of it, yes; all that related to that subject, as I remember 
it. I had another talk with him after he had been down to the 
grand jury, and he told me at that time that he didn’t believe 
that Gethro intended to offer him any money. He said that he 
was sorry the thing had gone as far as it had; that he didn’t like 
to get him into trouble, and he guessed that he was simply re
peating a rumor to him that he had heard. That is, as nearly as 
I can remember, all of the conversation at the second time that 
related to the subject of bribery in any way.

Q. And that is the full conversation as you recall it? A. As 
nearly as I remember it, yes.

Q. Have you talked with any other person, or has any other 
, person in your presence made any statement, relative to the use 
of money or other improper influence to affect legislation at this 
session? A. No—except the talk that has been going about the 
House since this committee on Rules commenced the investiga
tion and since the Moran business. I mean, I have talked about 
the general subject of bribery, but nothing specific.

Q. Has been said to you? A. No, sir.
Q. Or have you ever said anything to any person relative to 

it? A. I have talked about the two conversations that I had 
with Mr. Leonard.

Q. With whom? A. Well, I can’t say definitely; I mentioned 
it to two or three. Some of the other members of our own 
delegation I have talked with.

Q. Have you ever talked with any person whatsoever that 
has talked with Leonard? A. Not so far as I know.

Q. No person has repeated to you anything Leonard said to 
them? A. Fred Bearse told me that he had had a talk with 
Leonard.
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Q. And he is a member of the House? A. Yes, he is.
Q. From where? A. From Springfield. I am inclined to think 

he did not tell me, however, what Leonard told him. But I am 
sure that he did say that he talked with him about it.

Q. Have you ever been approached directly or indirectly by 
any person whatsoever, and your vote or influence solicited on 
any measure, improperly? A. I have not, no, sir.

Q. Do you know of any person who has been so approached? 
A. I do not, no, sir.

Q. Or have you heard of any person who has been so ap
proached? A. Other than Leonard’s talk, no, sir, I have not.

Q. Have you any knowledge of any person making any offer 
or threat or menace to any member to affect his vote on pending 
legislation? A. I have not.

Q. Have , you ever had any talk yourself with any of the so- 
called lobbyists about the State House? A. So far as I know, 
I think not. I think I may have talked with them about general 
subjects down around the Adams House, but whether or not they 
were lobbyists I cannot say. I know them by sight, and I don’t 
know what their business is. I have seen them round there. I 
never had any talk with them about any legislation, so far as I 
can remember.

Q. Have you ever talked with any person whatsoever about 
legislation, that you did not know? A. I have talked with 
House members about bills I was interested in, whom I didn’t 
know.

Q. Other than members? A. Yes; I have talked with our 
city authorities about our Springfield water bill, the board of 
trade about the hawkers and peddlers bill. Other bills I have 
introduced or been interested in.

Q. Has any person ever approached you or spoken to you 
about any legislation, whom you did not know? A. Not other 
than that people have asked me about bills that were referred to 
the Judiciary Committee, whom I did not know. Some lady I 
remember called upon me at one time in reference to some matters 
referred to our committee; but there was nothing in any way 
improper.

Q. Has anybody spoken to, or approached, you on the bucket 
shop bill, that you did not know? A. No.
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Q. Have you any other information that you can give the com

mittee tha t will assist them in this investigation? A. No; I have 
nothing definite.

Q. Or the name of any person or persons that might assist 
them? A. No.

Q. Now, have you in your own mind any information that you 
have obtained in any way, whether you know it to be so or not, 
tha t you can give this committee, tha t might assist them? A. 
V ell, I think I can truthfully say that in my opinion it is surmise 
more than anything else; referring particularly to the Leonard 
matter, it is only surmise, I think I  may say; it is not evidence in 
any way, shape or manner.

Q. Or have you any information at all that might assist the 
committee? A. No, nothing at all.

Q. Well, now, when you had your second conversation with 
Leonard did you say anything to him? A. Yes.

Q. W hat was that? A. He said tha t he had been down to the 
grand jury then, that he did tell them the name of the fellow. 
And I think the conversation ended then.

Q. Did you say anything to him at that conversation in any 
way relative to his two interviews being somewhat different, with 
regard to the view that he took of the situation? A. Well, he 
said it was an unfortunate predicament, and I agreed with him 
very cordially. And I think I did suggest to him the propriety of 
telling the truth , as the facts were, what ever they might be. And 
I don’t  remember that I said much more to him. I was, I may 
say, just slightly disgusted, and not in a mood to continue the 
conversation.

Q. That completes everything tha t occurred? A. I think so; 
any way, that is in any way definite.

Q. You have no other knowledge of the Leonard-Gethro ep
isode, other than you have told us? A. No, I believe not.

Q. Or any information tha t might assist the committee? A. 
No, I don’t  think of anything more.

Q. Or any suggestion that might help the committee? A. No,
I don’t know as I have anything worth while on that line. If I 
may be permitted to say so and not have it go into the evidence —

Q. Well, I don’t know that we ought to listen to anything you 
say without having it go into the evidence. A. Well, perhaps you
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can draw your own inferences from what I have said, then, and not 
let me ramble on and draw maps from them.

Q. Well, outside your personal opinion on the Leonard-Gethro 
episode, you have nothing to offer? A. Nothing; no, sir.

Q. (by Representative W alker). Do I understand it is some
thing that you suspect, or that you do not care to state? I think 
it would be well to be perfectly frank and free, and we can draw 
such inferences as we choose. A. Oh, I mean to be, surely; but I 
was not sure whether — this is not, I take it, evidence — what I 
was going to say was that that was not evidence, there was noth
ing in that at all.

Q. A hat do you draw that inference from, — your conversa
tion with Leonard? A. In part.

Q. And what else? A. And my knowledge of the man.
Q. Of Leonard? A. Yes.
Q- That is, you don’t have a good opinion of Leonard’s truth

fulness, or accuracy of statement? A. I think he is not apt to be 
careful in his statements.

Q. \\ ell, now, do you know any one else whom we could call 
here, in your opinion, who might possibly give us some light on 
this investigation? A. Well, I don’t know. You have had Mr. 
Bearse in here, I imagine, from the fact that his name precedes 
mine.

Q. Y es. A. He has had more than one conversation with him. 
And beyond this conversation, why, I don’t know.

Q. With Leonard? A. Yes. That is the only thing I think of.

Ma t  23, 1906.
E dw in  F. L eonard —  sworn.

Q. (by Mr. H all). What is your full name? A. Edwin F. 
Leonard.

Q. And you are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever had any talk with Representative Gethro? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. When first? A. Well, you mean in regard to this particular 

bill, I suppose?
Q. Yes. A. Well, I can’t state exactly the day, but I think 

it was Monday, the 30th of April—previous to the bucket shop 
bill.
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Q. Where was it, Mr. Leonard? A. It was in the corridor, 

just at the foot of the stairs as you go up to the gallery.
Q. Who was present? A. No one.
Q. How did you happen to be there? A. Mr. Gethro had 

spoken to me in the House and said that when I had time he 
wanted to see me, and when I got through with whatever I was 
doing, I went to him, and says to him, “What do you want, 
Gethro?” and he says, “ Come outside.” So I followed him out, 
I think into the entry way as we come into the House. We 
stopped there for a minute, and there was some one present 
there, and he says, “ Come out here,” and called me over to the 
foot of the stairs there.

Q. The foot of the gallery stairs? A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is, in the corridor? A. In the corridor.
Q. At the foot of the stairs? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And there, no one was present? A. No one present.
Q. Who spoke first? A. He did.
Q. What time of day was it? A. I imagine it was about noon. 

I can’t say exactly.
Q. What did he first say? A. The first question he said was: 

“ How are you on the bucket shop bill?” And I said, “ I am in 
favor of it.” And he says, “ I have a friend who is in the bucket 
shop business, who wants to get ten men to vote against the 
bill, and he is willing to pay fifty dollars apiece.”

Q. What did you say? A I said that he ought to know 
better than to approach me in that way, that under any con
sideration I couldn’t change—vote against the bill.

Q. What did he say? A. He said that he was simply doing 
it for a friend, speaking for a friend.

Q. What did you. say? A. That was all the conversation we 
had. I left him right awTay.

Q. Have you ever spoken to him since? A. Only to say, 
“ Hullo!” “ Good morning,” or something like that.

Q. Has he ever spoken to you since? A. Not at all, any more 
than that,—to say “ Good morning.”

Q. Has he ever tried, since that time, to make an appointment 
with you? A. Never.

Q. Has any person purporting to represent him spoken to you 
since? A. No, sir.
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Q. When was the first time that you stated that conversation 

to anybody, Mr. Leonard? A. I can’t say, but I have told several 
of my friends immediately after that— I think likely the same 
day, or the following day.

Q. And did you tell them in substance what you now tell us 
was the conversation? A. Just the same thing, practically.

Q. Whom did you tell? A. I told Wooden of Springfield, 
Bearse of Springfield, I think Mr. Walker of Waltham, and I guess 
Mr. Wheeler in this committee.

Q. Of Concord? A. Yes. I may have told others, but that’s 
all I recall, at all.

Q. After you told it to these four gentlemen, or some of them, 
when next did you make the statement to anybody of what 
Gethro and you had talked about? A. The next that I knew 
about it, some reporters came to me and asked me about it. I 
told them I didn’t care to say anything about it. And I had 
meanwhile told the Speaker of the House the circumstance.

Q. About it? A. About' it. And then they asked me if I 
hadn’t made such and such statements—which I had made. 
That is, they had the whole story, practically. And I refused 
either to affirm or deny that.

Q. Well, then, with the exception of the gentlemen that you 
have named—your colleagues, and Mr. Wheeler, and the gentle
man from Waltham—who next did you tell the story to, if 
anybody? A. I don’t remember of telling it to others. When 
the Swig stories were around, I naturally— when his case was 
spoken of, I naturally told of my experience.

Q. To whom did you tell your experience then? A. Well, as 
I say, to these men that I have spoken of.

Q. Well, with the exception of the gentlemen that you have 
named, have you ever told the story to any one? A. I may 
have told others; but that is all that I recall.

Q. Did you tell anybody at Springfield? A. Yes, I did.
Q. Who at Springfield? A. Mr. Wilkins, in the “ Republican” 

office.
Q. What is his position in the “ Republican” office? A. I 

think he is secretary there, or something of that sort. He is a 
friend of mine.

Q. And did you tell him the story as you told it here? A. Yes.
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Q. Who else in Springfield? A. I don’t remember any one 

else.
Q. Did you tell any one connected with the “ Union?” A. No, 

I don’t think so.
Q. Well, now, what was the occasion of your telling this story 

to your colleagues, and to Mr. Wheeler and the representative 
from 'Waltham? A. You mean—

Q. Why did you tell it to them? A. Well, something, I think, 
was brought up in regard to the Swig stories that were prevalent 
in the papers at that time; so I naturally told my experience.

Q. As something you thought they ought to know? A. I 
hadn’t thought about the seriousness of it at the time when I made 
the statement, only as I felt that it was an insult to me, and it 
was the first experience that I had had since I had been a member 
of the House, and so I stated the case to them.

Q. That is, you stated it to them because it was insulting to 
you, and, in connection with the Swig story, you thought they 
ought to know it? A. Well, I don’t know as I thought particu
larly about they ought to know it, but more as a matter of curi
osity for them to know than anything else.

Q. As a matter of duty also? A. Well, I didn’t feel at the time 
that it would do any good to stir up muddy water, because it was 
simply my word against another man’s; and no one overheard this 
that I know of.

Q. Did you realize at the time, and have ever since, that you 
were approached by this man improperly? A. I took it as an 
insult, and his manner indicated that, because he was very careful 
that no one should be around when he made the statement.

Q. There was no suggestion of a joke about it? A. Not at all.
Q. Outside of that experience with Mr. Gethro, have yornat any 

other time been improperly approached by any member of the 
Legislature? A. No, sir.

Q. Or by any other person whatsoever? A. Never; not at all.
Q. Can you give this committee any further information about 

the subject-matter of this investigation? A. That is all that I 
know.

Q. Have you ever at any other time been directly or indirectly 
approached by anybody, and your vote or influence solicited 
improperly? A. Not improperly; never.
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Q. And is this the only occasion where you were approached 

improperly, and any improper inducement made to you? A. 
Yes, sir, the only time.

Q. Can you give this committee the name of any person or per
sons that will assist them in this investigation other than you 
have given them? A. I can’t, any more than the committee 
already know; that is, the names that have appeared.

Q. In the public prints? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Has Gethro ever at any time approached you, or spoken to 

you relative to the testimony that you might give before this 
committee? A. No, never. I haven’t had any words with him 
since this thing took place. I rather resented his approaching me 
in that way, and talked to him rather sharply, that he had no 
business to approach me that way, and he hasn’t said a word 
to me since, or I to him, any more than passing the time of day.

Q. And no person purporting to speak for him has approached 
you relative to your testimony? A. No.

Q. Has any person whatsoever said to you at any time that it 
would be unprofitable, or idle, or impolitic for you to make any 
statement about this? A. No; I have had members, I think, say to 
me that I was rather in disfavor because I had made these state
ments, but that was only in a general way; they didn’t name any 
particular person — I mean, that I had occasioned a good deal of 
trouble, and so forth. I think it was said in a joking way, however.

Q. lo u  think those remarks were made to you as a matter of 
joke, rather than as a serious statement? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Then your reply to my question is, that no person has made 
any suggestion to you that your position in this matter has been 
unpolitic or hurtful to you? A. Well, one gentleman told me the 
other day, in regard to a certain bill I was interested in, that I 
ought to have kept quiet on it, because the Boston men were all 
down on me because I have made this statement, that is all. I 
don t think it affected it whatever, so far as I could see, because 
there were very few Boston men in the House that day. The 
man misjudged the condition that made that statement to me. 

Q. Is that all the talk anybody has ever had? A. That is all. 
Q. Has any one ever spoken to you, or approached you, with 

any suggestion that it would be better for you to let this matter drop? A. Not at all.
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Q. Well, now, I want to make this suggestion to you, as. per

haps it is possible you have made this statement to other per
sons, — you testified before the grand jury? A. Oh, yes, I did; 
that’s true.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ). Have you ever seen any
thing indicative that Mr. Gethro was approaching anybody in the 
way that he did you, that is, calling any members out? A. No, 
I hadn’t. Earlier in the season he had asked me to come out and 
see a representative of the mayor in the corridor, — it was all 
right, some bill that the mayor was interested in. And the rep
resentative of the mayor spoke to me about a certain bill which 
he wanted either to go through or to kill, — I have forgotten 
which; I have forgotten what the bill was. That was the only 
thing, and I hadn’t paid any particular attention to him up to 
the time when this thing occurred.

J une  i, 1906.
E dw in  F. L eonard — recalled.

Q. (by the Spe a k er ). Mr. Leonard, when were you ap
proached by the member of the House who talked with you? 
A. I can’t state the exact day, but I think it was Friday—it 
might have been Thursday—of the week previous to the time 
when the bucket shop bill was acted upon.

Q. Of the week before? A. Yes; I think it was Thursday or 
Friday, I am pretty sure, because on Saturday of that week I 
think that I told my friend in Springfield of the event, what 
happened to me, and told him that I had been insulted.

Q. Did you talk with anybody in Springfield regarding this 
matter previous to the time when you made your announcement 
in the House? A. I beg your pardon.

Q. Previous to the time when you made your announcement 
to the newspapers, I should say? A. Well, I think I made it the 
Friday of that week that I speak of, or Saturday, when I was 
home I think I told my friend.

Q. You mean the Saturday before the bill was acted upon? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that was before you had made any statement to the 
newspapers or to anybody else? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Who did you talk with? A. Mr. Wilkins.
Q. Who is ilr. Wilkins? A. He is secretary, or something of 

that sort, in the “ Republican.”
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Q. Did you talk with anybody else? A. Why, I may have, I 

can’t recall. I think I told my partner there; I may have others, 
I am not sure.

Q. You can’t recall anybody else? A. I don’t recall any one 
else.

Q. Did anybody in Springfield speak to you about the bill, 
in favor of it, and ask you to vote for it? A. I think a Mr. Smith 
talked to me about it.

Q. What Mr. Smith? A. He was a banker there and I asked 
myself—I took occasion that week to go into several banks there, 
to ask about the difference between a bucket shop and a regular 
brokerage shop; among them was Joseph Shattuck of the In
stitution for Savings. But I don’t think I said anything to them 
in regard to this matter that occurred here. I also asked Mr. 
West of the Chicopee National Bank.

Q. Did you say anything to this Mr. Smith about what oc
curred here? A. It is possible I may have, I have forgotten— 
I guess I did.

Q. What was the occasion of your talking with him about it,— 
is he an intimate friend of yours? A. Well, yes, I have known 
him for a great many years.

Q. And do you remember when you had your conversation 
with him? A. Well, I think it was that Saturday that I speak of.

Q. Who was the first person that you ever spoke to regarding 
an attempt to bribe you? A. Why, I think it was Mr. Birch, 
or Mr. Wooden, I think.

Q. Do you know when you spoke to them? A. I can’t recall;
I think it was the same day that the thing occurred that I told 
them that it was the first time that I had been insulted.

Q. When did it occur; tell us again when the man talked with 
you? A. You mean, what day?

Q. What day? A. Well, as I say, I can’t say positively.
Q. You can’t recall? A. I think it was Friday.
Q. Mas it the day the vote was being taken? A. No, it was 

previous to that, because I know the Saturday I took occasion, 
as I say, to look up the difference between a bucket shop and a 
regular brokerage shop, and the nature of the amendments.

Q. (by Representative H ayes). Do you say this Smith is a 
banker? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Well, what kind of a banker? A. Williston, I think the 

name is.
Q. Stock exchange? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Smith works there? A. Yes, sir; he is the manager 

of it.
Q. And he explained to you the difference between the two? 

A. Yes.
Q. W hat did he say when you told him about being ap

proached? A. Well, he said that it only showed that unfair 
methods were being used.

Q. (by the Spe a k er ). Was he in favor of the bill? A. Yes, 
he was in favor of the bill.

The Spe a k er . That is all, Mr. Leonard.
May  23, 1906.

N elson  Sherburne  — sworn.
Q. (by Mr. H all). W hat is your full name? A. Nelson 

Sherburne.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. I am.
Q. Have you ever heard anything whatsoever relative to the 

use of money or other improper influence to affect legislation at 
this session of the General Court? A. Why, nothing definite. 
Of course after the newspaper stories w7ere out I heard more 
or less comment, but nothing definite.

Q. Have you ever talked with any member of the House, or 
any other person, relative to the subject-matter of this inquiry? 
A. Why, it is a subject of general discussion. I don’t remember 
any particular conversation tha t I  have had with any particular 
member.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with Representative Leonard? 
A. No, I have not — hold on just a moment, I 'would qualify 
that a little. I  did just have a wrord with him one night a t the 
Adams House, after the story came out. I  asked him if it was 
true tha t any one had offered him money, and he told me, no, 
tha t it was not true. T hat was in the corridor of the Adams 
House. I had forgotten tha t; it just came to me. That was 
all the conversation.

Q. About wdien was that? A. Well, shortly after the news
paper account came out; I can’t remember the date. I t  was 
several weeks ago — tv7o weeks ago.
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Q. What did you say, other than your question, to Leonard? 

A. Why, I can’t say. I said something to the effect, "Well, I 
thought it was simply a newspaper story.” That’s about all. 
I don’t recall the exact language.

Q. And what did he say in reply to that? A. I don’t re
member that he made any reply to that. That is all that I 
remember about the conversation.

Q. Were you any friend of Leonard’s? A. Yes.
Q. Come from the same section of the State? A. The same 

section. I live,in West Springfield, and he in Springfield; my 
business is in Springfield.

Q. So you knew him well? A. Know him quite well, yes.
Q. Did you ever have any other or further talk with him what

ever? A. No, I never have.
Q. Has any person, directly or indirectly, whether in the 

House or out of it, approached you improperly to solicit your 
vote or influence upon pending legislation? Well, not improperly, no.

Q. Do you know of any member who has been so approached? A. No, I do not.
Q. Or have you heard of any member who has been so ap

proached? A. Only through the newspapers.
Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing or anything in the 

conduct of any person whatsoever, in the House or out of it, 
member or otherwise, that would lead you to believe or have 
just ground for suspicion that improper influences were at work 
in the Legislature? A. No, I can’t say that I ever have.

Q. Have you the name of any person or persons that you could 
suggest to this committee that might aid them in this investi
gation? A. No, I don’t think of any.

Q. Or can you give this committee any further information 
that might assist them? A. No, I don’t think .1 could in any way.

Q. flave you ever been approached or spoken to by any mem
ber of the so-called lobby on any matter of pending legislation? 
A. Why, I know quite a number of them; that is, I know 
them, have a speaking acquaintance with several of them. 
They have spoken to me, either for or against, several, quite a 
number of propositions, but never improperly. They have 
asked me to vote for or against certain propositions; I don’t



190 IN V ESTIG A TIO N  — TESTIMONY. [June,
know as I recall any particular one at this time. I know Bullock 
and most of them, of course, that are hanging round here all the 
time.

Q. State to the committee the names of the ones that have 
asked you to vote for or against measures at this session. A. 
Well, there is Walter Bullock, spoke to me the other day about 
this — what was that bill that was in the other day?

Q. (by Representative W alker). Express bill? A. Yes, yes, 
the carrier bill — told me that he would like to have me vote a 
certain way on that bill. I told him I would look at it.

Q. (by Mr. Hall). For or against it? A. He was for the bill, I 
think.

Q. And asked you to vote for it? A. Yes, yes.
Q. What other matters of legislation has Mr. Bullock ever 

approached you on and solicited your vote? A. Why, I don’t 
recall anything else.

Q. What other so-called lobbyist has approached you, or 
spoken to you, on any matter? A. Why, I know a man that 
comes from my vicinity, up that way, by the name of Whiting — 
comes from Pittsfield, he has charge of the telephone matters, 
and he has spoken to me several times — he stops at the Adams 
House — about telephone matters, and asked me to vote for or 
against them. That was all. He never even offered me a cigar; 
he simply asked me as a favor to him, and sometimes in order to 
explain the proposition.

Q. What bills has he asked you to support? A. Why, I think 
there was a telephone bill this year, putting the supervision of 
telephones in the hands of the highway commissioners; and he 
told me that he wished, if I could see my way clearly to do so, 
he would like to have me support that proposition. And that 
was all there was to it. I thought it was a good proposition and 
I did.

Q. What other bill? A. I don’t recall any other.
Q. What other so-called lobbyist has talked with you about 

the legislation? A. I don’t recall any other at the present time.
Q. Do you know Mr. Fernald? A. I do know him, yes.
Q. Has he ever spoken to you about legislation? A. Well, I 

don’t think he has, this year.
Q. Or Mr. Southworth? A. Yes, I know him. I am on the
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committee on Railroads, and of course he is in our committee 
room at the hearings, and I know him quite well.

Q. Has he ever spoken to you about pending legislation at 
this session? A. I don’t think he has, this session.

Q. Mr. Barter? A. No. Mr. Barter? I know who he is. He 
has never spoken to me on any proposition. I didn’t know who 
the man was until after his name came out in the paper, and his 
picture.

Q. Or Mr. Fleming? A. I know who Mr. Fleming is. I don’t 
recall that he has ever spoken to me on any proposition.

Q. Do you know Mr. Ladd? A. Yes, yes.
Q. Has he ever spoken to you? A. No, he never has.
Q. Has any other person, whom I have not named, connected 

with the “ third house,” or lobby, ever spoken to you about 
pending legislation? A. Not this session, no.

Q. Has any person whom you did not know spoken to you 
about legislation this session? A. Well, there have been quite a 
number of people up around herb about local propositions, that 
I have been introduced to, and they have said, “ Well, here’s a 
good proposition”—but not lobbyists; I couldn’t put them in 
that class.

Q. Has any person whom you did not know spoken to you on 
the bucket shop bill? A. No.

Q. (by Representative W alker). Didn’t Mr. Fernald speak 
to you about the bucket shop bill? A. No, not the bucket shop 
bill; I don’t remember.

Q. He spoke to me about it; I thought naturally he would go 
to you. A. Let’s see—why, I don’t recall that he did.

Q. Did you draw the amendment that you put in, yourself? 
A. Yes, I drew them myself.

Q. When Mr. Fernald spoke to me he submitted what I thought 
was the same amendment which you afterwards put in. A. Mr. 
Fernald never spoke to me about those amendments in any way, 
shape or manner.

Q. (by Representative Dean). I came in when you spoke 
about your conversation with Mr. Leonard, and T don’t know 
whether I got that right. Do you mind repeating that again? 
A. Certainly not. It occurred in the corridor at the Adams 
House. Mr. Leonard was seated in the corridor, and I came
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along, and I sat down beside him, and I referred to newspaper 
accounts, and I said, “ Is that true, Mr. Leonard,”—or practically 
those words—“ that you were offered $50?” And he said, “No, 
I never was offered $50 for anything.” That’s practically what 
he said.

Q. (by Representative P eabody). I am not sure that I under
stand. Did you gather he was evading you, didn’t want to be 
pressed; or did you gather that he was telling a different story? 
A. Well, I took it that he meant what he said at the time—of 
course it was quite fresh then—and that it was simply newspaper 
talk. That is what I gathered from what he said.

J un e  12, 1906.
N elson  Sh erbu rne—recalled.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). Mr. Sherburne, in 
your former testimony you stated something relative to an inter
view or talk that you had with Leonard at one time? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Are you able now to fix the date? A. Why, only that it 
Mas the day following his newspaper interview.

Q. The day following the first time his name appeared in the 
paper? A. Yes, sir, the first time.

Q. And where was it—again? A. It was in the corridor of 
the Adams House.

Q. Were there any other persons present? A. There were 
several around there, but I can’t say who.

Q. What was the occasion of your talk? A. Well, I was 
walking through the corridor and I saw Mr. Leonard seated there 
in one of the chairs, there was a vacant chair beside him and I 
sat down, and I asked him if it was true that he had been offered 
$50 for his vote in relation to the bucket shop bill, and he replied 
to the effect that no one had ever offered him $50 for his vote.

Q. You can’t recall his exact reply? A. Not the exact words; 
but that was pretty near it, as near as I can remember. He said, 
“ No one has ever offered me $50 for my vote.”

Q. And that was the whole statement? A. That was the whole 
statement.

Q. Did you then inquire— A. I remember another thing; 
that is, there were several standing around, and somebody in a
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joking way spoke up and said, “ Well, Leonard, why didn’t you 
take the $50, and say nothing?” and he said, “ I tell you, nobody 
ever offered me $50.” I can remember that distinctly, but I 
cannot remember who said it, or who was there.

Q. Can you remember anybody else who was there? A. I 
can’t remember who w'as there.

Q. Can you remember the newspaper interview that said he 
was offered $50 for his vote? A. Why, the newspaper interview, 
if I remember correctly, stated that he had been told where he 
could get $50 for his vote, he practically had been offered $50 
for his vote — I should call it the same thing.

Q. Did you ask him anything about how it came to be in the 
newspapers? A. No, I did not.

Q. T ou didn’t inquire how it was that it came to be in the 
newspapers that an offer had been made for his vote? A. No, 
I did not ask him that. I saw that he didn’t care about carrying 
on the conversation, so I dropped it right there.

Q. It was apparent from his manner that he did not care to 
carry it on? A. Yes, yes; he didn’t seem anxious to talk.

Q. (by the Spe a k er ). Have you had any further conversa
tion with him, Mr. Sherburne? A. Well, he came to me — let’s 
see, it was a week ago 1 riday — and said that he understood that 
I had made a statement that he had denied all knowledge of this, 
and I said, “ No, I didn’t make that statement.” I said, “ If 
you will remember correctly, you did tell me that you never had 
been offered $50 for your vote,” and I went over the circum
stances with him, and he told me that that was true — that he 
did tell me that. A week ago Friday he told me that, but he said, 
“ You understand that that is not the way I put it,” He said,

I made the statement that I had been told by a certain man 
that he knew where I could get $50 for my vote;” he said, 
“What I told you was, that nobody had offered me $50 for my 
vote.” He seemed to think that was a different thing.

Q. (by Mr. H all). And it is a fact that you asked him, in 
form or substance, “ Have you ever been offered $50 for your 
vote?” A. Yes.

Q. And he replied, not by “ Yes” or “ No,” but, “ I have never 
been offered $50 for my vote?” A. Yes, that is pretty near his 
exact words No, I have never been offered $50 for my vote.” 

The Sp e a k e r . That is all.
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May  23, 1906.

J ohn E. Daniels — sworn.
Q. (by Mr. H all). What is your full name? A. John E. 

Daniels.
Q. And you are a newspaper man? A. I am.
Q. At the present time in what capacity? A. Reporting the 

proceedings of the House.
Q. For what paper? A. A combination of papers.
Q. And what is the association, if any, that you are employed 

by? A. Oh, it is sometimes known as the Copeland syndicate, 
sometimes the State House news bureau.

Q. And what is your official position in connection with that 
bureau? A. I don’t know that there is any official position, ex
cept as assistant.

Q. Assistant to whom? A. Mr. Copeland.
Q. And your duties require you to be at the State House daily? 

A. They do.
Q. And where in the State House? A. In the meantime, in the 

House.
Q. Do you take your orders from Mr. Copeland? A. I do.
Q. Now, the copy that you furnish goes to the bureau? A. It 

does.
Q. And then by them distributed? A. Yes.
Q. Well, now, is the copy that you furnish rewritten, usually, 

before it goes in the newspapers? A. It depends very largely on 
the papers; some papers change, others do not.

Q. Did you at any time hear anything about certain state
ments alleged to have been made by Representative Swig? A. 
I did.

Q. And when first, and from whom? A. I don’t recall the day; 
some days ago. The first I saw of it was on our own “ flimsy.”

Q. Did you ever talk with him? A. I did.
Q. When first? A. That same day —I don’t recall the day.
Q. And where, Mr. Daniels, was the talk? A. In our room — 

440a.
Q. And who were present? A. Several newspaper men: Mr. 

Groves, Mr. Murphy, Mr. White, I think, Mr. McQuaid of the 
“ Traveler,” and others I don’t recall.

Q. And that was after you had seen the “ flimsy?” A. Yes.
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Q„ Now, won’t you state in full the conversation that you 

heard or took part in? A. Mr. Swig came up to see Mr. Copeland; 
Mr. Copeland was not there. He called attention to what he 
claimed to be an erroneous report that had been sent out through 
the bureau. I looked up the copy and read it, read it to him, 
and asked him if it was untrue. He said it was. I asked him if 
there was any foundation whatever for the story. He said there 
was not. I then asked him if any member had ever made any 
such suggestion to him. He said they had not. I asked him if 
there wasn’t some other foundation than perhaps a member of 
the House for the story that had been circulated. “ Well,” he 
said, “ I was improperly approached.” I said, “ In connection 
with the bucket shop bill?” He said, “ Yes.” I said, “ By 
whom? He said he didn’t know who it was, but that it was 
some one who was interested in a bucket shop. I asked him 
what he meant by being “ improperly approached.” Well, he 
said he was told that it would be made all right with him if he 
voted against the bill. Asked him w'hat he meant by “ being 
made all right,” and I don’t recall what his reply was. Another 
member of the press—named Mr. McQuaid, of the “ Traveler,” I 
think asked him if he understood the man to mean money, and 
Mr. Swig replied that he so understood it.

Q. Y as that the whole conversation, Mr. Daniels, so far as 
you recall it? A. Substantially, yes.

Q. Now, did you at any other time have a talk with him, or 
overhear one? A. No.

Q. That completes your entire knowledge of the Swig episode? A. It does.
Q. Did you at any time talk with Mr. Leonard, or overhear 

any talk that he had with anybody? A. No, I did not.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with Representative Gethro at any time? A. No.
Q. Or any other representatives, relative to— A. No, I have 

talked with no other representatives in any particular instance.
Q. Except generally? A. Except general conversations.
Q. Have you ever heard anything from anybody relative to 

the use of money or other improper influence in the Legislature?A. I have not.
Q. IIa\e you e\er seen any act or thing, in the House or out,
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or elsewhere, any member or other person, which gives you 
reason to believe, or just ground of suspicion, that improper in
fluences are at work at the State House? A. No.

Q. Can you give the committee any information other than 
you have given them? A. I cannot.

Q. So, in a sentence, the entire knowledge and information of 
any character that you have relative to the subject-matter of 
this investigation is contained in that one interview with Swig? 
A. It is.

Q. And you know nothing otherwise? A. Nothing otherwise.
Q.. Can you give the name of any person or persons to the 

committee that might assist them? A. I cannot.
Q. (by Representative W alker). I should like to ask where 

the statement that appeared on the original “ flimsy” originated? 
A. Well, I have no knowledge of that, other than asking Mr. 
Copeland.

Q. What is your opinion? A. I understand that Mr. Copeland 
was informed by Mr. Covington of the “Traveler.”

Q. Mr. Covington of the “Traveler?” A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that the first information in regard to this episode came, 

as far as you know, from-- Mr. Covington of the “ Traveler?”' 
A. As far as I know, yes.

Q. And it was the information that Mr. Copeland got from 
him that appeared on the “ flimsy?” A. That is as I understand 
it.

Q. (by Mr. H all). Y ou don’t know who actually wrote the 
“ flimsy?” A. I think Mr. Copeland wrote it.

Q. You think Mr. Copeland wrote it himself? A. Yes.
May  24, 1906.

E dward A. W alker  — sworn.
Q. (by Mr. H a ll). What is your full name? A. Edward 

A. Walker.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yres, sir.
Q. Have you during the session heard from any person, in 

or out of the Legislature, anything relative to the use of money 
or other improper influence to affect legislation ? A. Well, the 
only story that I  heard was that Representative Leonard — I 
was sitting side of him the day the bucket shop hill, I  think,
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went through, and he told me that he had been insulted, and I 
asked him how, and he said that a member of the House had 
him come one side, and said that if he could get ten men to
gether, he had a friend that would give $50 apiece. I  asked 
him who the man was, and he didn’t tell me his name, but lie 
pointed to a seat just a little back of him. And I looked on the 
seat; there I  saw Mr. Gethro’s name.

Q. Other than that, have you any information? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever been yourself directly or indirectly ap

proached by anybody, and your vote or influence improperly 
solicited on any measure of pending legislation? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know of any member who has been — other than 
Leonard? A. No, sir.

Q. Or have you heard of any, other than Leonard? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing, in the House or out 

of it, other than the Leonard episode, — which you have testified 
or anything in the conduct of any other person than 

Leonard, that gives you reason to believe, or just cause of sus
picion, that improper influences are at work at the State House 
to affect legislation? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know any of these so-called lobbyists? A. I 
know them by sight.

Q. Has any one of them ever spoken to you about legislation ? 
A. No, sir, not that I  can remember, through my four years 
here.

Q. No one of them ever spoke to you about legislation ? A. 
Not about legislation.

Q. Have you ever talked with them at all ? A. I have said, 
Good morning,” bowed, as I  go along, but I  have never spoken 

to them; I  always make it a point not to speak to those fellows.
Q. Did you ever see those men, or hear them, talk to any 

members about legislation? A. I have seen them talk to mem
bers, but I  haven’t heard what they said.

Q. h ou don t know what the subject of their conversation 
was? A. No, I  do not.

Q. Have you ever seen anything that would lead you to be- 
fliê  e that they were making improper offers or inducements to
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any members relative to legislation? A. No, I  can’t say I 
have.

Q. Can you give this committee any further information 
relative to the subject matter of this inquiry? A. No, sir.

Q. Or any name of any person who might assist them, if 
called? A. No, sir; if I could, I would gladly give it.

Q. (by the S pe a k er ). Did I understand that your conver
sation with Mr. Leonard was the day that the bucket shop bill 
was under discussion? A. Yes, it was the day before recon
sideration was moved.

Q. It was the day when the session lasted later than the reg
ular time? A. Yes, sir.

Q. I  simply put it that way to try to fix it in your mind. A. 
Let me see —

Q. When the amendments were voted upon ? A. It was the 
day before reconsideration was moved, because I  know that I 
spoke to one member about it.

Q. About this — A. About what Mr. Leonard had said to 
me.

Q. Do you recall whom you spoke to ? A. Oh, I  think it 
was Mr. Peabody or Mr. Walker, I  don’t know which.

Q. Would you say it was Mr. Peabody? A. Oh, I  am sure 
I  spoke to him; yes, I  am sure I did.

Q. You would say that you spoke of your conversation with 
Mr. Leonard, to Mr. Peabody ? A. Well, I  would rather put 
it this way, Mr. Speaker, that I spoke to two or three that were 
standing together.

Q. Can you recall who they were? A. Well, if I  am not 
mistaken, I couldn’t — they kept coming in and going out —- 
I  think I  spoke to Mr. Walker and Mr. Peabody, and I  couldn’t 
say who the others were, but there were one or two standing 
round there.

Q. When did you speak to these ? A. I should say this was 
the day before reconsideration was moved.

Q. Directly after your conversation with Mr. Leonard ? A. 
Oh, no, no, sir; two or three hours afterwards.

Q. Do you remember what time of the day you had your 
conversation with Mr. Leonard ? A. I  should say that it was 
_I couldn’t give the time — I  should say that it was the mid-
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die of the afternoon, possibly a little later, round four or half 
past — for a guess. I  couldn’t state the time.

Q. And you spoke to these gentlemen two or three hours after 
that ? A. I  should think so, yes, sir.

Q. Along about seven o’clock ? A. I  should think so ■— seven 
or half past.

Q. In the evening ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where did you have your conversation with them ? A. 

Down at the Union Club.
Q. Not in the House? A. No, sir.
Q. I  just wanted to fix this as definitely as I  could. A. I 

don’t know but Mr. Lowell was also the third gentleman I  spoke 
to.

Q. (by Representative P eabody). Do you remember when 
you first found out who the man was, and learned the name 
of the man whom Leonard said he spoke to ? A. Well, I  think 
it was after, after, I think it was the next day after I had looked 
on his seat, and then I  had that little book that is got out by 
Macdonald, and looked up his picture — I didn’t know the man.

Q. Do you know that when we were sitting together you 
told me the story, and I said, “ Who was the man ? ” and you 
said, “ I  do not know who the man was,” and pulled out the 
book, and went through the pictures until you came to the 
man, and said, “ That is the picture of the man to whom he 
pointed?” A. Yes.

Q. (by the S pe a k e r ) . Was the man in his seat when he 
pointed? A. No, sir; that is why I had to look through the 
book the next day, to find out who the gentleman was.

Q. (by Representative P eabody). And that was the first 
time that you knew who the man was ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. (by Mr. H a l l ). That is, you identified him by his seat, 
and not by the photograph? A. I  saw the label on his seat, 
and then I looked in the book and saw his picture.

Q. Well, you identified him by his seat, probably, rather 
than by his photograph? A. Well, you could do it both ways 
— by the photograph and the seat — I should think.

Q. (by the S pe a k er ). Had you ever had any conversation 
with this man yourself ? A. No, sir; I  didn’t know him.
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Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . When Mr. Leonard told 

you about being approached in this way, whether he told you 
when he was approached ? A. He didn’t give the time, no sir.

Q. \  ou don’t know whether it was a day or two before, or 
when? A. I couldn’t say, no, sir, when he said that he had 
been insulted — that’s the way he put it.

Ma t  24,1906.
T homas D owd —  sworn.

Q. (by  Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). What is your 
full name ? A. Thomas Dowd.

Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you heard any person whatsoever make a statement 

relative to the use of money or other improper influence to affect 
legislation ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever made any such statement to anybody ? A. 
No, sir. I may have done it in jest. I have heard them in 
jest, if they had a new suit of clothes on, or anything like that 
they would say, “ How did you get it ? ” but nothing further.

Q. Other than that nothing? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you ever been spoken to properly or improperly in 

the House or out of it, and your vote or influence or support of 
any measure or opposition of any measure been, solicited by 
anybody? A. No, sir, only some one would come up and ask 
me to vote for a labor bill.

Q. Well, properly? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Never improperly? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know any member who has been approached im

properly? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you heard of any such member? A. Only what I 

saw in the newspaper.
Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing done or anything in 

the conduct of any person in the House or out of it, member or 
otherwise that gives you reasonable cause to believe, or just 
grounds for suspicion that improper influences are at work at 
the State House? A. No, sir, I  have not.

Q. Do you know any of these so-called lobbyists ? A. I 
know the lobbyists, the members that are around the lobby 
there.



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 201

Q. Have you ever had any talk with them about legislation? 
A. Ho, sir.

Q. Did Walter Bullock ever talk with you? A. Yes, sir, on 
the labor matters, on the over-time bill, I  think.

Q. Was he in favor or opposed to it ? A. I  would not say, 
because one day he was talking and he says I  thought there was 
no chance of reconsideration.

Q. Did he ever ask you to vote for or against any measure? 
A. Ho, sir, he did not.

Q. Did you ever talk with Representative Swig ? A. I  have 
talked with Swig, yes, sir.

Q. Did you ever talk with Swig about any offers for votes? 
A. Ho, I  have not.

Q. Have you heard of any being made ? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Did you ever say to Swig: “ Swig, you were offered $100 

for your vote on the midnight bill ? ” A. Ho, sir.
Q. Either in jest or earnest? A. Well, the fellows in the 

House, said You are all right, Dowd, in that bill, but I was 
against that bill right through.

Q. Is it possible that you did say to Swig or in his presence 
that? A. I  don’t remember that I said it.

Q. Whether in jest or in earnest ? A. Well, I  don’t remem
ber ever saying it, sir.

Q. Did you ever tell Swig on the bucket shop bill that you 
were to get $100 for your vote on that bill, whether in jest or 
earnest? A. Ho, sir, I never did that; no, sir. He came to me 
when the reconsideration was up and asked me to vote for recon
sideration, and I  said, “ Ho, I  am in favor of the amendments 
right along, because I  had received circulars from the Commer
cial Telegraph Company and they were very much opposed to 
the bill as it was.

Q. I  don’t ask you your position on the bill. I  want to 
know whether in earnest or in jest you ever said to Swig any
thing about getting money on the bill. I  don’t care whether 
he was fooling or not. A. Ho, sir.

Q. You never had a talk with Swig or in his presence when 
.you said anything about money? A. Ho, sir, I did not.

Q. Or anything, or any offer? A. Ho offer.
Q. Or any inducement? A. Ho, sir.
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Q. Or anything of value given you ? A. No, sir.
Q. Or that you expected it from anybody? A. No, sir, I 

did not.
Q. And you never said anything to Swig, either in earnest 

or in jest, or substance or fact, that would give him any ground 
for thinking so? A. Not that I  remember, sir.

Q. Did you make any statement about it, whatsoever? A. 
Not that I  remember.

Q. Will you put it any stronger than that you have no recol
lection of it ? A. I have not, I  don’t remember.

Q. Will you go farther than your recollection; will you say 
you did or did not? A. I  will not go so far as that.

Q. Your best recollection is that you did not? A. Yes.
Q. And that is as far as you will go, your best recollection ? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, have you got the name of any person that could give 

this committee any information on this subject-matter ? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Or have you any further information? A. No, sir, I 
have none.

Q. Now, to clear up the other proposition entirely, will you 
go so far as to swear that you never did, either in jest or in 
earnest, form or substance say to Swig, or in his presence, or 
in the presence of anybody whatsoever, that you had been 
offered money or anything of value, for your influence or vote ? 
A. I  don’t know as I  want to swear to that, because I  don’t 
remember whether I  said it in jest or not, because there is so 
much joking with the members in the lobby on different bills.

Q. If you ever did say it, did you ever say it in any other 
spirit than in jest? A. Well, if I  did, I did not, sir.

Q. (by the Spe a k er ). You are a member of the Liquor Law 
Committee? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was there any improper influence ever exerted upon you 
there in that committee? A. No, sir, there never was.

Q. Who approached you to induce you to change your posi
tion on the twelve o’clock bill ? A. There wasn’t anyone. I 
didn’t change my position.

Q. Did anybody try to influence you to change it ? A. There 
are lots of people in my own city who are not against this, and
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some of them said, “ What do you want to he against the twelve 
o’clock hill for ? ” and I  said, “ You don’t understand, you have 
to pay $500 for the privilege.” There was only one man in 
Tail River who spoke to me about it.

Q. Any attorney talk with you about it? A. No, sir, never.
Q. Any lobbyist? A. No, sir, never.
Q. As a member of the Liquor Law Committee did you see 

anything there that would indicate that any improper influ
ences were used to promote or defeat any of the measures that 
were before that committee ? A. No, sir, I  never did.

The S peak er . Any member desire to ask Mr. Dowd any 
questions ?

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). Did you ever 
have any talk with Representative Swig after his newspaper 
report came out, or his name was mentioned in the papers ? A. 
What, about the case he was in, do you mean ?

Q. Yes. A. Not as I  remember it.
Q. Would you put it any stronger than that, that you did or 

did not, or have no recollection? A. Well, I says, “ Kind of 
funny to have you mentioned in the papers.” I  spoke to him 
on the train when he got on at Taunton. He rides up in the 
train.

Q. Did he make any explanation to you? A. Never did.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with Representative Gethro ? 

A. Never did. I  have talked with him, but I  didn’t know who 
he was until after his picture appeared in the paper. That is, 
I  knew him as a member of the House, but I  didn’t know him 
by name.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ). I  would simply like to 
ask when you had the talk with Gethro what he said ? A. This 
was the morning after the paper came out, I went to him and 
I said, “ That looks bad for you.”

Q. You hadn’t had talk with him before the picture ? A. No, 
I knew the gentleman was in the House, but I didn’t know his 
name at all, until I saw his picture in the “ Boston American.”

The Spe a k er . Any other questions ? That is all, Mr. Dowd.
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May 25, 1906.

W illiam  H . Granger —  sworn.
Q . (by  Assistant Attorney-General ITa ll) . What is your 

full name? A. William H. Granger.
Q. You are a member of the House, Mr. Granger? A. 

I am.
. Q. Have you ever heard anything from anybody about the 

use of money or other improper influence to affect legislation 
at this session ? A. Not directly.

Q. Have you heard it indirectly? A. I have heard what 
Mr. Thompson said to Mr. Hayes.

Q. From whom have you heard it? A. I have heard Mr. 
Thompson —

Q. Speak to you? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he say to you? A. This was the morning, I 

think, before it came out, soon after he had learned of it, that 
Mr. Swig said that he had been offered so much to vote against 
the bucket shop bill.

Q. How much? A. $100.
Q. Now, Mr. Thompson told you this? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where did he learn it, do you know? A. He said that 

Mr. Swig told him.
Q. That he had been offered $100 to vote against the bucket 

shop bill? A. Yes.
Q. Now, anything else you ever heard? A. No, I have 

not, I don't recall anything.
Q. Did Mr. Thompson say anything to you other than that? 

A. No, I think not.
Q. And that is your entire information relative to the use 

of improper influence to affect legislation? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Thompson is Representative Thompson? A. Yes.
Q. Have you ever yourself been approached, directly or in

directly, by anjdiod}' and your vote or influence improperly 
solicited? A. I have not.

Q. Do you know, or have you heard of any member of the 
House, other than you have testified that has been so ap
proached. A. 1 have heard this talk of Mr. Leonard, and 1 
have read it in the paper, but I don’t know anything about it.

Q. Have you ever had any talk with Mr. Leonard? A. I 
have not in regard to it.
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Q. Have you seen anything or heard anything in the House 

or out, or seen anything in the conduct of any person that 
gives you reasonable cause to believe, or just grounds for sus
picion that improper influences are at work at the State House 
other than you have told us? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you any other information? A. No, I have not.
Q. Have you heard anything? A. No, I have not heard 

anything.
Q. Do you know anjr of these so-called lobbyists? A. I 

know there are some here ; I am not acquainted with them.
Q. Have they ever spoken to you? A. They have not, 

none of them.
Q. Has any person you didn’t know spoken to you im

properly about any legislation? A. Yes, this is in the House, 
at one time, I was sitting on the side seat, in the Hall of Rep- 
resentatives and some one that said something in regard to 
some bill, and I don’t recall the bill, it was a month or so ago, 
that he was denouncing the bill, and I made no reply to him in 
regard to it. Who he was, I don’t know.

Q. Did he make any improper suggestion or statement to 
you? A. He did not.

Q. Have you any further information or the name of an}̂  
person or persons that might assist the committee in this inves
tigation? A. No, I have not; I don’t know anything about 
any —

The Spe a k e r . Any member who would like to ask any 
questions ?

Q. (b y  Representative L o w e ll) . Mr. Granger, when 
Thompson told you about Swig’s talk with him, did he say that 
Swig said who had offered him $100? A. He did not.

Q. (by  Representative W a lk er ) . Mr. Granger, have you 
had any further talk with Thompson about Mr. Swig’s state
ment to him? A. I think I have.

Q. Does he stick to his original statement that Mr. Swig 
said that to him? A. He does, I think. I was sitting by Mr. 
Thompson after Mr. Swig made this statement,— I was not sit
ting by him, but soon after, being well acquainted with 
Thompson, I went over and said something to him about it, 
and when I was sitting there, Mr. Swig came with a copy of 
the afternoon paper containing the statement I suppose Mr.
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Thompson had given the reporter and asked him to read it and 
Mr. Thompson did so and then showed him a paper with some 
writing on it that he wished him to sign. Mr. Thompson said 
that he could not read it, and afterwards I came away.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) . Did you under
stand by the statement that he could not read it, that he would 
not read it, or could not decipher it? A. I understood it was 
not legible.

The Sp e a k e r . Any further questions ?
Q . (by Representative L o w ell) .  At that time, when you 

were talking with Mr. Thompson, did }rou ask him anything 
about the statement that he had formerly made to you? A. I 
said to Mr. Thompson “ that gives you the lie.”

Q. What did he say? A. He laughed, I don’t know as he 
made any reply.

Q. Did he say that his former statement was true, or any
thing of that sort? A. I don't think that he did.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ) . Did you have any reason to believe, 
Mr. Granger that Mr. Thompson was joking about it at all? 
A. No, I did not.

Q. You think he was in earnest? A. I thought so ; I think 
so now.

The Spe a k e r . Any other questions?
Q. Has Mr. Leonard made any statement to you, Mr. 

Granger? A. No, sir.
Q. (by  Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) .  Y ou never 

talked with Representative Swig? A. I have not, no.
Q. Did you ever talk with Representative Gethro? A. No, 

I don't know the gentleman ; that is, I don't know as I would 
know him if I met him.

The Spe a k e r . That is all, Mr. Granger.
Ma t  25, 1906.

L yman W. G riswold  —  sworn.
Q. (by  Assistant Attorney-General H a ll). What is your 

full name? A. Lyman W. Griswold.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. I am.
Q. Have you ever heard or seen anything whatsoever in the 

House or out of it relative to the use of money or other im
proper influence to aflect legislation at this session? A. No. 
I have heard something, and the only thing I heard was —
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Q. Well, you have seen nothing? A. I have seen nothing.
Q. But heard something? A. Heard something.
Q. What have you heard? A. I heard Representative Swig 

say that Senator Cusick was offered some money in relation to 
the osteopathic bill.

Q. Was offered some money? A. As near as I can remem
ber, I don’t know whether he used those exact words or not, 
but that is what I understood.

Q. When did you hear that? A. Oh, at the time that we 
had the hearing on the bill.

Q. Did Swig say by whom the offer was made? A. No.
Q. Did he say where it was made? A. Outside the room 

where we had the hearing, — 240, T think it was.
Q. Did he say whether he saw the transaction or heard of it? 

A. I could not say as to that.
Q. Wliaf did you say in reply to that statement? A. I 

don’t remember.
Q. Did you ever investigate this further? A. 1 did not.
Q- Or ever make an inquiry of it again to Swig or anybody 

else? A. No, sir.
Q- Now, what other things have you heard? A. That is all.
Q- Did you ever hear Swig say anything about his own 

experience? A. No.
Q. What was the occasion of Swig’s making that remark? 

A. Well, we had quite a discussion on the bill, and the thing 
was pretty evenly divided and it was while we were discussing 
the bill the remark was made. 1 have forgotten the particular 
circumstances at the time. In fact', I hadn’t thought of it 
seriously until this investigation began.

Q. Did he make it to you as a statement of fact? A. So I 
took it.

Q. Were you two alone when he made it? A. I could not 
say as to that. That was along, you see, — that was — well, it 
must have been back in February, I should think, or the first 
part of March.

Q. Well, what was the subject-matter of your conversation 
when his statement was made? A. The bill relative to the 
osteopath —
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Q. Did you and he hold different views about the bill? 

A. Well, we did at that time, as I remember it.
Q. Was this statement made to you by him at this time, 

made in connection with his views and arguments to convince 
you to come to his view of it? A. No, I don’t think he ever 
argued the matter with me.

Q. That is, when you were talking about the bill ? A. Yes, 
sir, there was quite a little talk going around the lobby at that 
time as to the use of money on that particular bill. I didn’t 
hear anything particular except that one instance that I 
know of.

Q. Is that the only incident or occasion upon which you 
heard anything whatsoever relative to the improper use of 
money or influence in the Legislature? A. I should say it 
was,'except— until after this matter of the bucket shop bill 
came up.

Q. Well, was Senator Cusick on the committee that had the 
osteopath bill? A. Yes, sir. I might say that he voted 
against the bill in the committee.

Q. Now, after this investigation came up, or after charges 
of alleged bribery and corruption were made in the papers, what 
else did you hear, Mr. Griswold? A. Nothing, only casual 
remarks upon the newspaper reports.

Q. Did j'ou ever hear any affirmative statements of any
body? A. No, sir.

Q. So, reviewing, if you please, your entire experience this 
year in the Legislature, have you ever heard any statement of 
anybody except Swig’s statement to you on the osteopath bill ? 
A. I don’t think I have.

Q. Have you amT other information whatsoever, other than 
that which might assist the committee? A. I don’t believe I 
have.

Q. Can jmu give this committee the name or names of any 
persons who, if called here, might assist them in this investiga
tion? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you yourself ever been approached either directly 
or indirectly by anybody, member or otherwise, and your vote 
improperly solicited ? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you heard or do you know of any member who has 
been so approached? A. No, sir.
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Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing done, or anything 

in the conduct of any person in the House or out of it, member 
or otherwise, that gives you reasonable cause to believe or just 
ground for suspicion that improper influences are at work at 
the State House to affect legislation ? A. No.

Q. Do you know these so-called lobbyists ? A. No, sir.
Q. Ever talk with them ? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever talk with any person, or an}r person with 

you, that you didn’t know, about any matter of pending legis
lation? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Who? A. Well, there was a fellow from New Bedford, 
— he said he was from New Bedford, an ex-member, he said- 
who spoke to me on the bucket shop bill. I don’t know what 
his name was. He had a very peculiar face, sir, a one-sided 
face. I didn’t know what his name was. He merely intro
duced himself. I have forgotten his name. He said that he 
was acquainted with my brother-in-law down in New Bedford, 
and he said that, — asked how I stood on the bucket shop bill, 
and I told him I didn’t know, and he said that my brother-in- 
law was a friend of the bucket shop men down there, and he 
would like to have me consider the matter seriously before I 
voted one way or the other, and I tolcl him I would, and that 
is all the conversation.

Q. Did you ever confirm the statement whether your 
brother-in-law was a friend of the bucket shop men in New 
Bedford? A. I did not.

Q. You don’t know whether that is a fact or not? A. No, 
sir.

Q. What is your brother-in-law’s business? A. Well, he is 
not in business ; he is retired.

Q. Do you know Walter Bullock? A. Walter Bullock?
Q. Yes. A. That is not Senator Bullock? I know Senator 

Bullock. I don’t know Walter Bullock.
Q. You know Senator Bullock in the present Senate, jrou 

mean? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You don’t know Walter? A. I don’t know what his 

first name is, William I think it is, I would not be sure.
Q. You don’t know Walter Bullock then, a man not a sen

ator? A. No, sir.
Q. Did this man say his name was Bullock? A. No, sir,
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not as I remember, he gave me his name, but I don’t remem
ber what it was.

Q. When you say he had a one-sided face, what do you 
mean by that? A. Why, his face was developed more on one 
side than it was on the other; it was a very peculiar face. A 
person who once saw it would never forget it. His mouth was 
rather crooked.

Q. Ever seen him since? A. No, sir, but I saw him — I 
think I saw him a day or two after in the lobby, but I don’t 
know as I have seen him since the bucket shop bill came up.

Q. (by Representative L o w ell) . Mr. Griswold, have you 
had a talk with Mr. Swig since these charges came out in the 
papers? A. No, sir, that is —

Q. About the charges? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you with Mr. Leonard? A. No, sir.
Q. Or Air. Gethro? A. No, sir.
Q. Or Mr. Jabez P. Thompson? A. No, sir.
Representative H ayes (chairman pro tern.'). Any other 

questions ?
Q. (by Representative H ayes) . Did I understand you to 

say that Mr. Swig said Senator Cusick was offered money to 
vote against the osteopath bill? A. That is as I remember 
it, yes, sir.

Representative H ayes (chairman pro tern.). Any other 
question? You are excused.

May 25, 1906.
J abez P. T hompson — sworn.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) . What is your 
full name, Mr. Thompson? A. Jabez P. Thompson.

Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever seen or heard anything, either in the 

House or out, relative to the improper use of money or other 
influence to affect legislation at this session? A. Nothing 
only what Simon Swig told.

Q. Is Simon Swig’s statement to you the only thing what
soever that you know of anything relative to the use of money 
or other improper influence? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, won’t you state, Mr. Thompson, to the committee 
in full, Mr. Swig’s statement ; give us the time and place
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and the occasion of it and his words if you can recall them, 
and your reply, ■—the substance of them if you cannot recall 
the exact words? A. It was some of the first days in May, 
I cannot give the date, — it was the day that the bucket shop 
bill failed to pass the third reading.

Q. In the House? A. Yes, sir. I was sitting beside Mr. 
Swig, and I said I didn’t understand why that failed to go 
through, it had gone through the two readings, and it looked 
to me as if there was some money somewhere, and he says, 
“ There is.” And I says, “ How is that?” and he says, “ I 
was offered $100 for my vote.” And I says, “ Were you?” 
and he says, “ Yes.” And he says, “ I didn’t take it, I told 
the man to go away. I never took any money for my vote 
and I should not.” He didn’t state where it was, and I didn’t 
ask him. I didn’t make any inquiries who the man was, ^nd 
that is all that I know about it.

Q. Was that the whole of that conversation? A. Yes, sir.
Q. He didn’t tell you at the time who the man was? A. 

No, sir.
Q. You didn’t ask? A. No, sir.
Q. Was anything said by either of you, or anything in his 

conduct that gave you any intimation that the person he said 
made the offer to him was a member of the House or not? A. 
No, he didn’t say whether it was a member of the House or 
some one outside.

Q. And you could make no fair deduction or inference from 
anything he said, or from his conduct? A. No, sir. I didn’t 
press it any further, only he told me that.

Q. I suppose that it impressed it somewhat upon your mind ? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. So much so that you spoke to other members about it? 
A. Yes.

Q. What other members? A. Mr. Granger, I think was 
one that I was pretty well acquainted with, and I think Mr. 
Hoyle, and I may have spoken to others, I don’t remember; 
we were sitting together and speaking of it.

Q. And you stated this to other members of the House that 
a statement had been made to you? A. Yes.

Q. And as a fact coming from him? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Now, did you have any talk with Mr. Swig after that? 

A. Well, I kept seeing these pieces in the paper, and he was 
pretty well exercised about it, and he said, “ You have got 
me into a scrape all right.”

Q. When did he say that to you? - A. That was after,—
I could not give the date. It was after the time that he told 
me that he had been offered this $100, and then, on the day 
that he got up and made his retraction, he came with a paper 
for me to sign, and I could not read it very well, — it was his 
writing, — and I said I could not read it, and he went and got 
it typewritten, and that was a statement to the House that he 
didn’t say any such thing, and I said I would not sign it, and 
he said, “ If you will do that I will invite you to my wedding,” 
and 1 don’t know whether there was anything else he was going 
to invite me to, or not, — and he was very anxious for me to 
say to the House that he had never told me ; that it would in
jure him politically, and that he would never get things straight
ened out, seeing his name in the papers so much.

Q. Who was present at that talk? A. That was in my scat,
1 can’t tell whether there was any one else or not. I did not 
notice. There might have been some one ; I didn’t notice any
thing about it at the time. He brought the paper in typewrit
ing, — I didn’t read it only to look it over and see what it was, 
that he didn’t say any such thing to me.

Q . Did any reporters interview you about Swig’s statement ? 
A. There was a reporter that 1 thought was a member, he looked 
like a member.

Q. Was it Mr. Covington? A. I think so, he looks like one 
of the members, I thought it was.

Q. A reporter for the “ Boston Traveler? ’ A. I think so. 
Afterwards I found out who it was.

Q. And he had a talk with you? A. He asked me if Simon 
Swig didn’t tell me the statement that was published in the 
“ Traveler,” this statement from Swig, and ho asked me it 1 
didn’t hear Simon say that, and I said, “ le s , 1 did, if he was 
offered a hundred dollars.”

Q . Did you say to Mr. Covington that, as you were coming 
out of the House on Tuesday after the bucket shop bill had 
been rejected, you made a remark that all these fellows hadnt
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changed their minds for nothing, and then Swig said he guessed 
not, and said he had been offered a hundred dollars for his vote 
by a House member? A. I cannot tell whether that is so or 
not; I don’t remember.

Q. This statement that you made to the “ Traveler” was 
made after your talk with Swig? A. Oh, no, it was some 
time —

Q. Well, a good deal less time than that after? A. Oh, it 
was some time after there was a statement in the paper. There 
was something in the “ Traveler” stating Simon Swig had 
been offered a hundred dollars and he denied it, and this man 
said, “ He told you, didn’t he?” and I said, “ Yes,” and he 
said, “ I thought he did,” but whether he was present, I don’t 
know. He was, as T say, one who looked like a member, but 
I got deceived in him until I found out.

Q. Your recollection of it at the time you talked with the 
“ Traveler” man would be as accurate as it is now? A. Oh, 
yes. We were out in the corridor when I talked with him. 
I was going into the House, and he came along.

Q. Assume you said to the “ Traveler ” reporter that Swig 
said to you that he had been offered a hundred dollars for his 
vote by a House member, assuming that you said that to the 
“ Traveler” man — A. That I told a third man?

Q. Yes. A. Oh, yes, I think I did.
Q. That Swig said to you that he had been offered a hundred 

dollars for his vote against the bill by a House member — 
A. I don’t think he said whether it was a House member, I 
don’t think he said whether it was a House member. I don’t 
think I asked him, if he did; I don’t remember his saying it 
was a House member. He spoke of his being offered this 
hundred dollars, but whether he mentioned its being a House 
member or not I don’t remember.

Q. Have you told the “ Traveler ” reporter .that the offer was 
by a House member? A. No, sir, I don’t think so.

Q. Then you are of opinion you did not? A. No, sir, I 
never have, because I never heard that.

Q. That is what I wanted to get at, whether you told the 
“ Traveler ” man that? A. No, sir, because I never heard Swig 
say who it was.
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Q. I don’t mean any particular member, but didn’t he say 

it was offered to him by a member of the House without nam
ing him? A. Ho, sir.

Q. Outside of these two interviews with Swig did you ever 
have any other talk with him about his position on the bucket 
shop bill or any offers made to him, or anything relative to 
that statement made by him to you? A. Well, he told me 
two or three times not to say any more. He says, “ Don’t say 
any more to anybody, we want to hush this thing up, it has 
gone far enough,” so I kept still, and didn’t say any more.

Q. Did he ever to you at any time deny that he made the 
statement? A. Oh yes, at the time he wanted me to sign the 
paper.

Q. At any time has he spoken to you? A. I don’t remem
ber.

Q. And did he ask you at other times not to say anything 
about it? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you ever been 3murself approached, directly or in
directly, by any person and your vote or influence improperly 
solicited? A. No, sir.

Q. Other than the Swig episode do you know or have any 
information of any member of the House who has been im
properly approached? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever seen anything, Mr. Thompson, in the 
House or out of it, in the conduct of any person, member or 
otherwise, that leads you to believe or gives you grounds for 
suspicion that improper influences are at work at the State 
House? A. No, sir, that is the only thing I ever saw.

Q. Do you know any of the so-called lobbyists ? A. I don’t 
think I do.

Q. Never talked with them? A. Only there may be Chip- 
man, is he a lobbyist?

Q. Who? A. Chipman. He asked me to vote for one bill, 
that is all. I don’t know what the name of it was. It is the 
bill to have the dockets of the court printed in one paper, the 
McDonald bill.

Q. Did he make any improper inducement? A. No, sir, 
that was before I knew what the bill was. He said he had a 
bill he was interested in with a friend, who wanted, — I had
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been acquainted with him, and he worked with General Black- 
mar, and 1 was with Lovering, and I saw him,— and he was 
here and called up and I told him I didn’t know anything 
about the bill; if I thought it was right when it came up I 
would vote for it, but I didn’t vote for it. That is all any per
son ever talked to me.

Q. Have you the name of any other person other than you 
have suggested to the committee, or any information that 
might assist them? A. I don’t think of anything.

Representative H ayes (chairman pro tern.). Any member of 
the committee desire to ask any questions ?

The W it n e ss . Speaking about Swig, he said since, once, he 
would count out $500 in cash to have this thing never happen. 
I don’t know who he was going to give it to.

Q . (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Were you over near 
Swig’s seat the first talk and not your own? A. I think I 
said I was, I think I said I moved over to his same row. 
I think there was two seats between us.

Q. Was that remark to you probably overheard by others? 
A. No, I don’t think it could have been when we were so 
close together, still it might have been.

Q. This was.made in all seriousness? A. Yes, sir, I see no 
reason why it was not made seriously. I thought so at the 
time.

Q. Had you ever noticed on any general topics that he had 
been in the habit of making loose remarks of any kind? A. 
No, sir; I never noticed. Any bills that went through, he 
always spoke on them, and I never thought of any such thing.

Q. (by Representative H ayes). Mr. Thompson, did you, 
in your own mind, think he had been approached? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. That is, approached with an offer of money? A. Yes, sir.
Representative H ayes (chairman pro tem.). Any member 

of the committee desire to ask any questions? If not, we will 
excuse you.

Ma t  25, 1906.
W alter  A. W ebster  — sworn.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll). W hat is your 
full name? A. Walter A. Webster.
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Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever seen or heard anything at this session of 

the House, or out of it, relative to the use of money, or any 
other improper influence ? A. I  have.

Q. What ? A. Representative Mock told me on May 5 that 
he had been approached by somebody.

Q. What is the whole statement that he made to you at that 
time ? A. In effect, while passing through the corridor, near 
the Senate chamber, that a man approached him, and asked 
him how he stood on the bill, and he said he was in favor of 
the bucket shop bill, and the man told him that he had a con
stituent in his ward that was very much interested in the defeat 
of it, and that he wanted to get 50 men to go and vote against it, 
and that if Mock would vote that way there was fifty in it for 
him.

Q. Meaning $50 ? A. $50.
Q. And Mr. Mock told you this about May 5 ? A. Yes, it 

was the Saturday following, — May 5, I think.
Q. Saturday, May 5 ? A. Saturday, — following the day 

after the reconsideration.
Q. What was the occasion of his saying that ? A. Well, he 

is my colleague, he is from the same ward, and he is a friend 
of mine too, so that he would probably confide things to me as 
quick as he would to anybody.

Q. How did you happen to meet him on that Saturday ? A. 
Oh, I see him every day.

Q. That was not a legislative day, was it ? A. No, sir.
Q. Where was this place that you saw him? A. I  think it 

was down in his place.
Q. You were there — A. I am not sure whether it was 

there, or exactly where it was.
Q. He told you the name of that man ? A. No, not at that 

time.
Q. Hid you inquire at that time what the name was ? A. No, 

I  did not.
Q. What comment did you make, if any, on the statement 

which he made to you ? A. I told him, of course, that that 
was a rather serious matter.
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Q. What did he say? A. He said, of course, he knew it 

was.
Q. Did you afterwards talk with him about it? A. Yes, I 

talked with him a number of times. He came down to my 
house the next day, which was Sunday, and we talked it over 
at great length.

Q. Did he tell you Saturday, May 5, that it was a member 
of the House? A. Yes, I think he did.

Q. On Sunday, just what was the talk, in full, Mr. WTebster ? 
A. Well, I  don’t remember very much, except, of course, he 
went over the facts — I don’t know but what he went over them 
again on that day.

Q. The same story ? A. The same story.
Q. And did he tell you the man’s name on that day ? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Did you ask him? A. No, I don’t think I did then.
Q. What was his attitude of mind towards you on Saturday 

and Sunday, the 5th and 6th, respectively ? A. Well, I  should 
say he sort of felt insulted that an offer should have been made 
to him.

Q. Did you talk with him after that? A. Yes; not at any 
length. I  think the following Sunday he came to my house 
again.

Q. That would be the 12th of May — the 13th, rather ? Did 
he give you the name of the member at that time ? A. I  can 
tell you the day he gave me the name of the member, — it was 
while the grand jury was in session, and there came out a 
piece in the paper the next morning, or afternoon, in which the 
name of the House member appeared. He said to me, “ That 
is the man; that is the man I  was telling you about.” I have 
an idea that I did ask him who the man was before, but I  didn’t 
press him very hard.

Q. Did he show any reluctance to tell you his name at first ? 
A. Yes, to tell the name of the man who did it.

Q. Did he say at any time — the 5th, 6th or 13tli of May, 
— the first Saturday and the next two Sundays, — as to what 
he ought to do in the premises, as to what his duty was or what 
his conscience dictated ? A. Yes, he was in some doubt as
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to what he should do. I  told him what he should do was to 
think it over very carefully, that it was a very grave matter, 
and he said, “ Well, when I get down before the grand jury I 
will tell the story; I  won’t commit perjury.” He, in effect, 
said he would not volunteer any statement or make any state
ment unless he was compelled to; that if he went before the 
grand jury he would tell it.

Q. Since the 13th, Sunday, have you had any talk with him ? 
A. I had a talk with him last Sunday.

Q. What was that talk? A. That was practically the same, 
when he knew he had to come before this committee, and he 
said he would, of course, tell all, the whole thing.

Q. Was there any talk subsequent to last Sunday ? A. I 
think we talked it over from time to time, at other times.

Q. Did he at every interview, where he told the story, tell 
it substantially the same? A. Always.

Q. Outside of that incident which you have given, is there 
anjr other information relative to the improper conduct of any 
member that vou can give us? A. No, I have not. Some- 
body or other, I think, made some reference to a remark that 
Representative Leonard had said to him, but I don’t know 
who it was. Then that was after he had made the statement 
public. I don’t know who it was that said that to me.

Q. Have you any other statement or bit of information 
whatsoever, relative to Gethro’s conduct at this session of the 
Legislature? A. No, sir; I have not.

Q. Have you yourself been approached, either directly or 
indirectly, or your vote or influence on any subject of legisla
tion improperly solicited or requested? A. No, sir.

Q. Other than the Mock incident have you heard, or do you 
know, of any member that has been so approached? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Have you yourself seen an}r act or thing, or anything in 
the conduct of any member that gives you cause to believe, or 
reasonable ground of suspicion, that there were any improper 
influences at work in the State House? A. To be frank, I 
thought there was.

Q. What have you seen or heard that gave you that idea? 
A. Simply the day the vote was taken.
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Q. On the bucket shop bill? A. On the bucket shop bill 

— they didn’t seem to me — it didn’t seem to me that some of 
them were voting from conviction. That was mere conjecture, 
of course.

Q. You have no information that jmu can give the commit
tee other than what you have given us? A. No, sir. It 
seemed strange that the members for Boston should have all 
voted according to what I understood was against the interests 
of their constituents, — as I understood the situation in 
Boston.

Q. Do you know any of the so-called lobbyists? A. Yes.
Q. Ever talk with any of them or they with you? A. Yes, 

quite frequently.
Q. Who has talked with you? A. Well, I know Walter 

Bullock; I know Henry Bowdoin; I know Benjamin F. 
Gibby; I know Mr. Southworth.

Q. Did Bullock ever talk with you about any pending bill? 
A. Well, yes.

Q. What one? A. But everything I have had to do with 
him wras of an entirely proper nature.

Q. I do not question that, but that is not what I am inquir
ing about. He has talked with you ? A. Yes.

Q. About what bill or bills? A. He talked with me on 
this bill relating to the carrying of liquor, — licensing express 
companies.

Q. The pony express bill, so called? A. Yes.
Q. Did he request you to vote for or against it? A. The 

only thing, — he was interested in the bill, and he thought it 
was a good proposition, and he would like to have me look 
into the bill.

Q. What other bill did he ever talk with you about? A. I 
don’t know whether he ever talked with me about any other 
bill or not. He may have, and I might have forgotten it.

Q. Mr. Bowdoin, — what did he talk with you about? A.
I don’t know that he ever has talked to me about any specific 
bill.

Q. Mr. Gibby, — what did he talk with you about? A. I 
don’t think he ever did talk with me about any bill.

Q. Mr. Southworth? A. No. I know all these men; I
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met them long before I came here, and I always speak to them 
when I see them, and may be, from time to time, both last 
year and this year, they may have said something about some 
bill or other that I have forgotten.

Q. Have you ever received from any member any induce
ment or any improper suggestion about any legislation? 
A. No, sir.

Q. From any member? A. No, sir.
Q. Can you give us any other information about Mr. 

Bullock? A. No, sir.
Q. Or can you give us the name of any person or persons 

that may be of assistance to us in this inquiry? A. No, sir.
Q. (by the Spe a k e r ). Mr. Webster, did I understand you 

to say that Mr. Mock told you that the men who approached 
him said that he wanted to get fifty men to vote against the 
bill, or, if that is not right, will you state just what his state
ment was there? A. Well, either that he wanted to get fifty, 
or, “ We are trying to get fiftŷ  men.”

Q. It was one or the other of those two statements? A. 
That was substantially what it was.

Q. He didn’t say to you, “ I have a list of fifty men, and I 
want to put you on it,” or, “ make you one of them,” or, “ of 
which you are one?” A. No, sir.

Q. He didn’t say anything of that sort? A. No, I don’t 
think so.

Q. Did he say anything further to you, Mr. Webster? 
A. Well, I imagine, of course — he went over the matter very 
thoroughly with me — he talked it over at great length.

Q. Can you tell in detail just what he told you as to the 
conversation between him and this man ? A. I think the way 
I have told it, I think, is substantially what it was — it was 
not a long conversation anyway, it was a short conversation. 
He told me that he broke right away after the man told him 
that, refused to listen, and went right ofi.

The Spe a k e r . Does any other member desire to ask Mr. 
Webster any questions? That is all, Mr. Webster; thank you.
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May  25, 1906

S im on  Sw ig  — sworn.
Q. (by Assistant Attorney General H a l l ). What is your 

full name ? A. Simon Swig.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes.
Q. When did you first make any statement to anybody rela

tive to the use of money in the house ? A. I  haven’t made 
any.

Q. Never in your life ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you tell this committee that you never made any state

ment to anybody relative to the use of money, or offers of money 
in the Legislature ? A. Not that I  can remember.

Q. I didn’t ask you that. I  ask you if you have ever made 
any such statement? A. Not that I  can remember.

Q. Can you say yes, or no, — whether you have or not ? 
A. Not that I  can remember.

Q. Is that as far as you care to go? A. Yes.
Q. Have you any recollection about it one wav or the other ? 

A. No.
Q. Do you think it likely, if you made any such statement, 

you would have forgotten it? A. No, I  don’t think I  would.
Q. That being so, do you mean to say that you never made 

any such statement ? A. To the best of my recollection I  don’t 
think I have.

Q. Will you swear you never have ? A. Never have what ?
Q. Made any statement to anybody relative to the use of 

money or offer of money in connection with legislation ? A. 
What do you mean by “ relative to the use of money ? ”

Q. I mean anything about money. A. That I was talking 
about such things ?

Q. Yes. A. I  have no such recollection.
Q. Will you say either you did or did not? A. No, sir.
Q. You have forgotten, — is that it ? A. I  don’t say I have 

forgotten, but I don’t remember it, whether I did or did not.
Q. That is the way you want to leave it with this committee, 

— that you don’t remember ? A. Yes.
Q. Would the fact that other persons have a clear recollec

tion of the fact that you did make such statement affect your 
recollection about it? A. No, sir.
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Q. You don’t want to remember anything about it, do you 2 

A. I do.
Q. Would the fact that other persons had a clear recollection 

of the fact that you have made a statement about the use of 
money tend to recall it to your mind ? A. I  don’t know who 
made any such statement.

Q. I  say if anybody did make such a statement. A. Well, 
I  don’t know about anybody. All I know is what I answer you.

Q. Do you know a man named Henry W. Bird? A. Bird, 
the newspaper man ?

Q. Yes. A. Yes.
Q. You know him, do you? A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever talk with him in your life about anything ? 

A. Ares.
Q. Did you ever talk with him about corruption, or bribery, 

or the use of money, or any improper influence in the Legis
lature ? A. I  may have talked to him.

Q. Do you have any recollection whether you did or not? 
A. I  think I  had some talk with him.

Q. Do you have any recollection of what it was ? A. I  think 
I  told him that some one spoke to me who represented himself 
as being interested in the bucket shop bill.

Q. You told him of some one that talked to you as being in
terested in the bucket shop bill? A. Yes.

Q. You remember that, do you? A. Well, that is the best 
of my recollection.

Q. What else did you tell him? A. I told him that he 
wanted me to vote, — asked me to vote against the bucket shop 
bill, and that he would either make it right with me, or see me 
all right. I  don’t recollect the exact language which he did use.

Q. And that is what you told Bird? A. Hot exactly; that 
may not have been just the exact words. There have been so 
many things said to me, and so many spoke to me, that I have 
no recollection about it.

Q. How did you happen to speak to Bird ? A. He spoke to 
me.

Q. What did he ask you about it ? A. I  don’t remember the 
particulars.
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Q. Did he ask you about bribery in the Legislature ? A. I 

cannot tell you.
Q. You don’t know whether he was talking about the Legis

lature, or something else ? A. I cannot tell you what he asked 
me.

Q. Why did you tell him the story ? A. I  suppose he may 
have been talking about it —

Q. Was it true ? A. What say ?
Q. Was it true ? A. Was what true ?
Q. That a person did approach you and say that if you did 

vote for the bucket shop bill he would make it right with you ? 
A. Yes.

Q. That was true ? A. Yes.
Q. When were you approached by that person ? A. I think 

it was either the day the vote was taken on the bucket shop bill, 
or the day before.

Q. The day before ? A. I won’t say for sure.
Q. You understood from that statement, didn’t you, that 

the man was offering you money? A. No, he didn’t mention 
money.

Q. No. You understood from the statement that he was 
offering you money ? A. Well, I  understood that he might 
have meant that.

Q. No. You understood that he was offering you money, 
didn’t you ? A. That he meant money ?

Q. Yes. A. The way I  understood it, he meant some
thing.

Q. You understood he meant money, didn’t you? A. I 
don’t know that I  want to put it that way.

Q. Why did you tell Bird that you understood he meant 
money if you did not so understand it ? A. I don’t remem
ber of saying that.

Q. Didn’t you say to Bird that he made a statement to you 
that you interpreted as meaning money if you voted for the 
bill? A. I can’t remember of savins: that.

Q. Will you swear you didn’t say that to Bird? A. I don’t 
remember of saying that to Bird.

Q. Will you swear that you didn’t say that to Bird ? A. To
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the best of my recollection I  will say that I  didn’t make that 
statement.

Q. Very well. Now, do you say, to your best recollection, 
that it was money you understood he was offering you? A. I 
didn’t say that.

Q. Well, what do you say now? A. I  thought he meant to 
make it right with me. He didn’t use the word “ money.”

Q. But you thought it meant money? A. I  thought it 
was something, — he meant to fix it up.

Q. Or something of value? A. Something of value, yes.
Q. For your vote on the bucket shop bill? A. Yes.
Q. Did you go to the grand jury? A. I  did.
Q. Did you testify ? A. Yes.
Q. Did you have any talk with Mr. Bridgman, — Raymond 

L. Bridgman, a reporter for the “ Springfield Republican ? ” 
A. Yes.

Q. When did you have your first talk with him ? A. I don’t 
remember.

Q. What did you tell him? A. I can’t tell you. There 
were so many reporters spoke to me, and so many questions 
they have asked me, and they have answered the questions 
themselves, and asked questions, and everything of that kind, 
that I  can’t remember the particulars as to what I  said or what 
I  didn’t say, and what they said to me.

Q. Did you ever tell more than one story to any of them? 
A. More than one story?

Q. Yes. A. I  have only told the story, to the best of my 
recollection, what I  tell here to the committee.

Q. The same story? A. Yes.
Q. Always? A. To the best of my recollection.
Q. Then what difficulty do you have in remembering it? 

A. I  simply have the difficulty because one reporter may ask 
another question from the other, and each one ask different 
questions. That is the difficulty. They don’t all ask the same 
question.

Q. But you have no question but what you told them all the 
same story, have you? A. Well, they have asked different 
questions, so I  couldn’t tell them the same. One would ask one
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question, and another would ask a different one, and I  cannot 
tell the same, what somebody else didn’t ask me.

Q. Didn’t you say to Bridgman that Mr. Dowd of Ball River 
told you that he was to have $100 for his vote on the midnight 
liquor bill as soon as the bill was signed? A. I  don’t remem
ber of making any such answer as that.

Q. Did you ever mention Mr. Dowd’s name to Mr. Bridg
man? A. I don’t remember; I  can’t say.

Q. Did you ever mention any sum of money in conection 
with Dowd’s name, or the name of any member, to Mr. Bridg
man? A. I might have mentioned it to some.

Q. Did you mention it to Bridgman? A. I cannot say.
Q. Do you know of any reason or motive that Bridgman 

would have to make that statement as coming from you, if it 
was not true ? A. I am not acquainted with him.

Q. No. Do you know of any reason or motive that Bridg
man might have for making such a statement, if it was not 
true ? A. I  am not acquainted with him, so I  don’t know 
what his motives are.

Q. Have you a n y t h i n g  against him? A. No, sir.
Q. Or he against you? A. Not that I  know of.
Q. Then your relations are perfectly pleasant? A. I  don’t 

know only what I have seen.
Q. Are your relations pleasant or not? A. So far as I  am 

concerned they are.
Q. Is there any reason, then, why he should not tell the 

truth about this ? A. I  cannot say. I cannot tell about some
body else’s reasons.

Q. Will you swear you didn’t tell Bridgman that Dowd told 
you that he was to have $100 for his vote after this bill was 
signed ? A. I  don’t remember.

Q. Will you swear you didn’t say in substance that? A. I 
don’t remember.

Q. Then you may have done so, if you don’t remember 
whether you did or not ? A. Possibly.

Q. So it is possible that you may have told that to Bridgman ? 
A. Not the question that you asked me.

Q. In substance ? A. Not the question that you asked me.
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Q. No, but in substance. A. Well, I don’t know — as I 

said before, I  bave talked with different reporters and —
Q. Wo; I am asking you whether or not in substance you 

may have told Bridgman this story. You say you have no recol
lection of it. I  ask you if you may have told it to him, in sub
stance ? A. I don’t know as I can answer that very well.

Q. Assuming that you have no recollection about it, and as
suming that he says that you did tell him this story, was it true ? 
A. Well, this man might have told me jokingly, like a good 
many others did.

Q. Did he tell you that, whether in joke or in earnest? A. 
He might have.

Q. Don’t you know whether you did or not ? A. There are so 
many of these things said in joking that he might have said it.

Q. Whether in joke or in earnest, did Dowd say it to you, 
in substance ? A. Well, I don’t know, I  don’t —

Q. You don’t know whether he did or not? A. I  don’t re
member.

Q. You don’t remember. Well, then, assuming that Bridg
man does remember, and you did say it to Bridgman, and that 
Dowd did say it to you, did Dowd say it in a joke or in earnest? 
A. Well, I  wouldn’t want to say that.

Q. Was it in joke or in earnest that he said it to you? A. I 
cannot say it, — I wouldn’t be doing justice to the man to say 
that it was in earnest, — of course a man might say something 
in a joke, — that is, if he did say it, he might have said it jok
ingly, and I  don’t want to go —

Q. Did he say it in joke or in earnest, — that is what I am 
trying to get at for the committee ? A. I don’t know.

Q. Then you have no recollection about it at all? Is that 
right? A. No, sir.

Q. That being so, you cannot tell anybody whether it was 
said in joke or in earnest, can you? A. Not at present.

Q. No. When do you think you can, if you cannot at pres
ent ? A. I  don’t know as I  can at any other time.

Q. You cannot, can you ? A. There are so many things said, 
and so many different men —

Q. You cannot tell us at any other time rather than now,
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whether it was in joke or earnest, can you? A. I  don’t know 
as I  can.

Q. Well, assume that he, Dowd, said this thing to you in 
joke, — what was the occasion of your telling Bridgman ? A. I  
didn’t say I did tell that to Bridgman.

Q. You knew Bridgman was a reporter ? A. Yes.
Q. And you knew that anything he might interview you on 

might go into the paper? A. No; there are some things,— 
they come and tell you, and talk with you confidential.

Q. Did Bridgman say to you that he would not put in what 
you told him ? A. Some things, ■— I don’t just remember 
what, — but some things he said he wouldn’t.

Q. What was it he said he would not put in the paper ? A. I  
don’t remember.

Q. Did he say he would not put in the paper what you said 
about Dowd ? A. I  don’t remember.

Q. You don’t remember. Do you see any reason why, in 
talking with a reporter of a public newspaper, that you should 
have said something about Dowd of Fall.River that was said 
in a joke? A. What is that?

Q. Can you give the committee any reason why in talking to 
the reporter you should say anything that was said to you by 
Dowd in a joke ? A. I didn’t say I told him so.

Q. No. I  ask you, assuming that you said this to a reporter, 
can you tell this committee why you should have said it if you 
called it a joke ? A. I don’t want to assume anything.

Q. You don’t want to assume anything? A. No, sir.
Q. Then let us come to what you told Bridgman. Did you 

go on and tell Bridgman that you felt disgraced at the action 
of the House ? A. I  told Mr. Bridgman —

Q. Did you tell Bridgman that, in substance, you felt dis
graced at the action of the House ? A. They have different 
phraseologies on different words, — they interpret any state
ment I make —

Q. What did you say to Bridgman that might be fairly re
ported by him as a statement that you felt disgraced at the 
action of the House ? A. I didn’t use any such word as “ dis
graced.”
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Q. What did you say ? A. I said I didn’t like the way that 

some of the members acted in the House.
Q. And that was all you said to Bridgman whereby he could 

use the word “ disgraced ” at the action of the House ? A. So 
far as that is concerned, that is the best of my recollection.

Q. To the best of your recollection? A. I didn’t use the 
word “ disgraced ” at all. I don’t remember of using that 
word.

Q. Hid you say to him further that two members had told 
you that they had been offered money? A. Ho, sir.

Q. Or anything like that? A. Ho, sir.
Q. And nothing upon which he could phrase such a state

ment as that? A. Ho, sir.
Q. And that you had promised one of them that you would 

not mention his name ? A. I  promised one man —
Q. Did you say to Bridgman that you had promised one 

member that you would not mention his name? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or anything like that? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or anything upon which he could phrase those words? 

A. Ho, sir.
Q. And that you did not make any such promise to the 

other, and was at liberty to give his name? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Did you say that or anything like it, or anything upon 

which he could phrase those words ? A. Ho, sir.
Q. And that the other man’s name whom you did not prom

ise not to give way was Dowd ? A. They said —
Q. Ho. That the name of the man you did not promise to 

keep was Dowd, and you gave it to Bridgman ? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or anything like that? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Or anything upon which he could phrase that statement? 

A. Ho, not that.
Q. What did you say to Bridgman? A. I don’t remember 

all of the conversation I  had with these damn different re
porters.

Q. Do you remember a word of the conversation that you 
had with Bridgman ? A. What ?

Q. Do you remember a word of the conversation that you 
had with Bridgman ? A. As I  said before, I  said that I  didn’t 
like the wav some of the different members had acted.
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Q. And that is every word you said? A. We might have 

talked longer; I  don’t remember all the conversation.
Q. Do you remember anything besides that, — that you dis

liked the way the members acted, that you said? A. dSTo, sir.
Q. Do you remember that one of the members came to you 

afterwards and said it was a joke? A. I know Mr. Bridgman 
started to ask me some questions. He says to me, “ What was 
it,” lie says, “ you talked to me the other day ? I want to make 
it sure in case I  am summoned in before the committee,” or 
something to that effect. He says, “ What was it you said to 
me about some of these things ? ” And he commenced to ques
tion me. I said, “ Don’t use my name, or anything of that 
kind because,” I said, “ if you hear anything I said about these 
things, if I said anything of that kind, it was simply a joke.”

Q. If you said anything like that it was a joke? A. Yes.
Q. Then you meant by that that all the talk you had with 

him was a joke ? A. Ho, I  didn’t put it that way.'
Q. What way did you put it? A. He told me that I  had 

accused some of the members there at the lobby; that I said 
somebody had received money, and he said, “ And I know 
who the man is,” etc.; and I  said, “ If I  talked that way it 
was simply a joke; ” there was nothing to it.

Q. You told him that after you had been to the grand jury? 
A. Yes.

Q. And before you went to the grand jury you didn’t say 
anything about its being a joke to Bridgman? A. I  don’t re
member whether it was after or before I  went to the grand 
jury; I  cannot say about that.

Q. You are not sure about that ? A. Ho, sir.
Q. Did Bridgman say to you, after you went to the grand 

jury, “ Did you tell the grand jury what you told me? ” and 
you said, “ Ho, because it was a joke?” A. Some of the re
porters —

Q. Just confine yourself to Mr. Bridgman for the present. 
A. I  want to say what I said to the other rejiorters. I  want to 
explain this to the committee.

Q. Well, we will let you do that at the end, when you get 
through. A. I have got to make this explanation when you 
ask me the question.
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Q. Very well; then go ahead and make it now. A. Bridg

man may have been among the reporters that asked me what I 
testified before the grand jury. I  told them when I testified 
there I  was under oath, and I told facts, not anything that had 
been said in a joking way among the members, like when one 
would state he made $100 and another one $500 on this bill and 
that bill. I told them I stated facts and nothing else.

Q. Before you went to the grand jury did anybody say any
thing to you about being offered money or anything of value in 
the Legislature ? A. They may have said it jokingly.

Q. Did they say it jokingly ? A. Some of them joked in the 
lobby like that.

Q. Did anybody say before you went to the grand jury that 
they were offered money or anything of value for their vote? 
A. They might have; I don’t remember. That is all the way 
I  can put it; I  don’t remember.

Q. Then, if you don’t remember, what did you mean by say
ing to Bridgman that you didn’t tell what you said in a joke to 
the grand jury ? A. Because the reporters came to me, as I 
said before, and asked me what it was there about the lobby, 
and what I  said to some of the members, and I  told them I 
might have said something to the members jokingly, and they 
said some things to me, but what I  said there was just what I 
knew.

Q. Did anybody say to you before you went to the grand 
jury that they had been offered money or other thing of value 
for their vote? A. I don’t know as I  can say just now.

Q. You don’t know? Is that what you mean,— you don’t 
know ? A. Well, I  don’t remember. There are so many say 
things in a joke that I  don’t know.

Q. Who in a joke did say that they were offered money or 
anything of vahre ? A. I  don’t want to say, because I  don’t 
feel that I  would be doing justice to any of the members, — it 
will get out in print; it might hurt them. I  don’t think it would 
be doing justice to them, and I  don’t think the committee should 
expect me to.

Q. Do you mean to tell the committee that some persons did 
say to you in a joke at some time at this session that they had 
been offered money or something of value for their vote ? A. 
There was something like that; there was some that said it.
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Q. Who were they? A. I don’t remember.
Q. You just said you did remember, didn’t you, — or is it 

that you do not want to remember? A. I  don’t want to remember.
Q. 1 ou can remember ? A. I  don’t want to remember. I 

don’t want to use a man’s name, when they say things possibly 
jokingly, and the public will misconstrue these things, and I 
don’t think I ought to do that.

Q. You have already told us, haven’t you, that you knew the 
names but didn’t want to tell them ? A. I  didn’t say that.

Q. Do you say that, in reply to my question ? A. I  don’t 
say that.

Q. Now, I  ask you, if any member in joke or otherwise said 
anything to you about an offer of money or anything of value 
for their vote, to tell me who it was. A. I  won’t say the name.

The Speaker. I  think you ought to have an answer to that 
question.

Q. The Speaker rules that you are to answer the question. 
A. I  don’t remember any names, that is all.

Q. You mean by that you won’t remember ? A. I  don’t remember.
Q. Did you tell Bridgman that Dowd told you that a man 

had approached him, a lobbyist, a black-moustached man, who 
told him that if he would vote against the bill he would get 
$100 ? A. I  don’t remember what conversation I  had with these 
reporters.

Q. So you may have said that to Mr. Bridgman ? A. I  don’t 
remember.

Q. Then, I  say, if you don’t remember you might have said 
it? A. I  can’t tell you, sir.

Q. If you did say it was it true ? A. I don’t remember.
M ay  31, 1906.S imon Sw ig  —  recalled.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). D o you know 
Mr. Archer, the reporter for the “ Boston Herald?” A. Mr. 
who ?

Q- Archer? A. No, I don’t know as 1 do, sir.
Q. Did you ever have any talk witli reporters that you 

didn’t know? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. IIow many reporters that you didn’t know have you 

talked with? A. I couldn’t tell you, sir.
Q. Well, did you ever make a statement to any person — 

reporter or otherwise — that you didn’t know, that you had 
been approached through a member who said that if you 
would do the right thing there was a tall, dark-complexioned 
man with a dark moustache in the corridor who would see that 
you were taken care of? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever make any statement like that? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Or anything like it whatsoever? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever tell any reporter that you had not ever 

been approached by a member? A. I have.
Q. Did you ever tell any reporter that you had been ap

proached by somebody not a member? A. Well, not any 
more than I have told at the last time here about this par
ticular person that approached me.

Q. Did you ever tell a reporter that you haven’t talked with 
anybody about it? A. About this matter?

Q. Yes. A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Copeland? A. les, sir.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with him about this matter ? 

A. I don’t know but what I have.
Q. Did you tell him that you had been approached by some

body connected with the bucket shop? A. Not any more 
than what I have told you the last time.

Q. Did you tell him that you had been approached by some
body connected with the bucket shop is the question? A. I 
can’t tell you, sir; I don't remember now.

Q. You have no recollection about it? A. No, sir.
Q, Well, you may or may not have told him that? A. 

Well, in such a way as I have told before, the last time I was 
here.Q. Did you say to Mr. Copeland, in substance, that you 
had been approached by somebody connected with a bucket 
shop? A. No, I have told him that the one that spoke to me 
said that he was running a bucket shop.

Q. And that if you voted for the bill you would be taken 
care of? A. Well, something to that eilect.
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Q. You told that to Mr. Copeland, did }mu? A. Well, I 

won’t be sure, but that is my impression, that I have said 
something of that kind to him. I won’t be sure about that.

Q. Well, then, did you later talk with Mr. Bird, whom you 
know? A. Mr. who?

Q. Bird? A. Of the “ Boston Advertiser?”
Q. Yes. You know him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And did you afterwards talk with Mr. Bird and Mr. 

Copeland when they were together? A. I don’t think so; I 
don’t remember.

Q. And you told them both that you had never been offered 
money by anybody? A. I did.

Q. You told them that? A. I believe I did.
Q. And then did Copeland say to you in the presence of 

Bird : ‘ ‘ But, as a matter of fact, Mr. Swig, when you came 
to our office you made this statement,” — repeating a state
ment that you had been offered $100 for your vote on the 
bucket shop b ill; and did you say, Yes, that you had made 
that statement? A. I never made any such a statement, sir; 
I have no such recollection.

Q. Did you afterwards tell Mr. Copeland in leaving the 
State House that night, the same night, that you didn’t know 
whether the man who offered to take care of you was connected 
with a bucket shop or not? A. I don’t think Mr. Copeland 
spoke to me more than once, anyhow.

Q. Did you ever say that to Copeland? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Mr. Covington? A. Mr. who?
Q. Covington ? A. No, sir.
Q. Reporter for the “ Boston Traveler ” ? A. Well, I know 

one of them here in the State House ; I don’t know his name.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with any of the “ Traveler” 

men ?
A. Well, the one here in the State House had some talk 

with me.
Q. Well, did you ever make any statement about this trans

action to any reporter of the “  Traveler? ” A. What transac
tion is that?

Q. Don’t you know what we are talking about? A. The 
proposed bribery, do you mean?
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Q. Yes. A. Did I ever make any statement to him?
Q. To any reporter of the “ Traveler?” A. Well, I don’t 

know what you mean by a “ statement.”
Q. Say anything about it? A. Well, I simply told him 

that he was a damned liar, and such things as that, after I seen 
it in the paper.

Q. Well, now, didn’t you tell a man named Covington, — 
or, if you don’t know the person whom you talked with, some 
person, — on the 2d of May, that you were offered $100, and 
that you could prove it, and that the offer came through 
House members, and you could prove it? A. I never told him 
such a thing in my life.

Q. And didn’t you further say to him that when you came 
to the Legislature first you thought it was honest, but jmu 
have since changed your mind? A. No, sir: I never uttered 
any such words to him at all, in any such way, shape or 
manner.

Q. And didn’t he ask you the name of the person who offered 
you the money or other inducement; and didn’t you decline 
to give him the name? A. It’s entirely false.

Q. Didn’t you also have another talk, later, with Covington 
in the presence of Mr. Swan, who is a reporter? A. Did I 
have a talk with him ?

Q. Yes. A. He talked to me, but I didn’t answer him.
Q. And didn’t you say, in the presence of Swan and Cov

ington, that you never told anybody any such stories as I have 
just asked you about? A. That other gentleman, whoever he 
was, asked me if I made those statements to him, and I said 
that I did not.

Q. Didn’t you then say that it was not a House member? 
A. He asked me —

Q. No; did you then say that it was not a House member 
that approached you ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And didn’t you further say that it was a representative 
of the bucket shop? A. Y'es, sir.

Q. And didn’t he ask you to name the man, and you said 
you would not? A. No, sir, that is not true ; he never asked 
me that.

Q. Do you know Mr. Power, the reporter for the “ Boston 
American?” A. A short fellow?
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Q. I can’t describe him to you. A. I don’t know but what 

I do, if he is that little short fellow with a black moustache, — 
no, he hasn’t got any moustache.

Q. Well, did you say to Power, or anybody else on the 2d 
of May, or at any other time, that you had been offered some 
influence, or some influence had been brought to bear, to try 
to have you vote against the bucket shop bill ? A. Well, you 
want me to answer whether this is the language I have used ?

Q. I want to know if it is the substance of that that you 
said? A. No, that isn’t the way I have told him.

Q. Didn’t you say also to Mr. Power, or some other person, 
upon that day or some other time, that it was money? A. 
No, sir ; I never told that to any living soul.

Q. And he said, “ You are sure it was money?” and you 
said, “ Yes, I am sure of it? ” A. No, sir.

Q. Then didn’t he show you the statement that you had said 
that a member of the House had offered $100 to you, and he 
asked you whether it was true, and you didn’t answer him. A. 
I don’t remember such an incident.

Q. Will you swear it didn’t occur? A. Yes, I would.
Q. Did you tell Power, or any other man, two or three days 

after that, that you thought it was a mean thing to print any 
such story as that about you? A. I believe I did.

Q. You did? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And didn’t he ask if you hadn’t told him the story; and 

you said it made no difference, he shouldn’t have printed it? 
A. That’s false. I told him that he had no business to go and 
print such false stories, and he said, “ Well, didn’t you make 
these statements?” and said I, “ Well, you know damned well 
that I didn’t.”

Q. Do you know a man named J. Frank Davis, that works 
for the “ Boston American?” A. I don’t know him by name.

Q. So that you can’t say whether you had any talk with him 
or not? A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know Air. Charles S. Groves of the “ Boston 
Globe?” A. No, I don’t know him by name.

Q. Was there some time when you were up in Copeland’s 
room, talking with a lot of reporters? A. Did I stop there 
long, do you mean ?
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Q. No. I asked you if there was a time when you were 

upstairs in the reporters’ room, talking with a lot of reporters. 
A. Well, not a lo t; there were three, I think.

Q. Several ? A. Several. I went up there for the purpose 
to deny it, because the first time I have seen that in the paper, 
— somebody called my attention to it.

Q. And did you say in the presence of those reporters at 
that time that you had been approached, and that a man came 
to you and said that if you would vote against the bucket shop 
bill it would be all right, that he would make it all right with 
you ,— or something of that sort ? A. I told them something 
of that sort, just the same as I told the other time. That is 
the only statement I ever made to anybody.

Q. And didn’t you say then that you understood that to be 
an offer to you? A. No, no, I don’t know as I said that.

Q. Do you know Mr. Murphy, the ' ‘Boston Globe'’ re
porter? A. Is he the State House reporter?

Q. Y”es. A. I believe I do.
Q. Did you tell Murphy that a man connected with the 

bucket shops from Taunton came to you? A. I told him he 
represented himself as such.

Q. And did you say that he wasn’t a regular lobbyist? A. 
Well, he asked me if he was one of the lobbyists that are 
round here : I told him I never seen him around here.

Q. And that fellow told you that if you voted against the 
bill it would be all right, that you would be fixed? A. Well, 
he said he would make it right, or something to that effect. I 
don’t recall just the exact language he used.

Q. What did you understand him to mean ? A. What do 
you mean?

Q. What did you understand this man to mean by the lan
guage he did use? A. Well, I supposed he meant that he Avas 
going- to fix it Avith me some AvaAr.

Q. How fix it? A. Well, reAvard me, I suppose.
Q. With money or something of value? A. Some Aralue, I 

suppose.
Q. Well, now, what day was that? A. I believe it aa-us the 

day that they Avere discussing the bill. I don’t remember now 
the exact day.
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Q. Do you know James C. White, who is a reporter for the 

“ Boston Journal ?” A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever talk with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he asked you what this man said to you, didn’t he? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you said, ‘ ‘ This man outside came to me, and said 

that he would take care of me if I voted against the bucket shop 
bill? ” A. No ; I told him substantially the same as I told the 
others ; there wasn’t any change.

Q. And then did he ask you what you understood that “ tak
ing care of you” meant? A. Well, he asked me, and he 
answered it himself. He said, “ What was it, — a silk um
brella, a silk hat, or something of that kind ? ” He asked me 
something, and he answered it himself; he joked.

Q. And you answered, “ No, I don’t think he meant a.silk 
umbrella or a silk hat; I think he meant money?” A. No, 
sir ; I never made such a statement. He asked the question 
himself, and this is just the way he answered it himself; I never 
said such words.

Q. And then did he say: “ Well, Simon, I see you have 
got your twenty-third denial out. How long are you goino- 
to keep the thing up?” A. No, sir.

Q. And you said you had been very much abused ? A. No; 
there was no such talk at all.

Q. Now, at any of these talks that I have referred to, did 
you say at any time that the man who offered it to you was 
joking? A. No, sir.

Q. When did you first think he was joking? A. Not at 
any time.

Q. You don’t think he is joking, yet? A. No, sir.
Q. So you think you were seriously offered by that man 

some money, or other thing of value, to affect your vote on 
the bucket shop bill? A. I think just what I stated here.

Q. Would you say that now? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you have some other talk with White, and you said, 

“ What is the use of putting some good fellow in a hole?” 
A. No, sir.

Q. Nothing of that sort? A. No, sir.
Q. You never said anything to White or any other person
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about, “ What is the use of putting some good fellow in a 
hole?” A. No, sir; not that I can recall.

Q. Do you think it is possible that you have made such a 
statement? A. I hardly think so.

Q. Do you say you know Mr. Swan? A. Swan?
Q. Yes. A. Let’s see — who is he?
Q. Well, he is a representative of the Associated Press. 

A. Oh, no, I don’t know him.
Q. Do you know a man named Mr. Prescott, connected with 

the Boston News Bureau? A'. No, I don’t know as I do.
Q. Do you know James T. Barrett, a member of the House? 

A. From Cambridge?
Q. Yes, from Cambridge. A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with him, or make any state

ment before him ? A. I can’t recall it just now.
Q. Do you remember having said to him, or in his presence, 

something about having been offered some money or something 
for your vote on the twelve o’clock bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever make that statement to anybody ? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Or anything like it? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know Representative Andrew P. Doyle? A. 

From New Bedford?
Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever talk with him about being approached? 

A. I have no recollection, sir.
Q. And did you say to him that all the reporters of the 

papers had lied about you? A. Well, I don’t know as I said 
to him all the papers; I might have said to him that some of 
the papers lied about me.

Q. Do you remember saying that? A. I remember saying 
that to some members of the House, but I don’t remember as I 
said it to him.

Q. Then did you say to Doyle that you had never said any
thing about being approached, or an attempt to bribe you, or 
any such statement at all, to anybody? A. No, I don’t recall 
that.

Q. Will you swear you didn’t say that to Doyle? A. Yes, 
sir.
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Q. Did you ever joke with members about this thing? A. 

I have, sir.
Q. And they with you ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who were some of the members that you talked with, 

and joked about this? A. Oh, there were so many I didn’t 
take any notice of i t : I don’t know as I remember just the 
names.

Q. Do you know Malcolm E. Nichols, a reporter for the 
“ Boston Post? ” A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you have any talks with him about this? A. I 
don’t think I did. Let’s see — he called me out one day ; I be
lieve it was him.

Q. Well, you did have some talk with him, did you? A. I 
am just going to tell you. lie sent a messenger in to call me 
out, and he simply introduced me to another member of the 
“ Boston Post” staff, and said that they wanted an interview 
with me for the next Sunday “ Boston Post.” I told him that 
he would have to excuse me, that I was not to be interviewed. 
And I went back into the Plouse. I didn’t make no reply one 
way or the other, not any more than what I have said ; but I 
seen the next Sunday “ Boston Post” that they had a two or 
three column interview with me, just the same.

Q. Did you tell Nichols, or say in his presence, that you 
had never been approached by anybody improperly, either in 
or out of the Legislature? A. No ; I don’t think he had any 
talk with me at a ll; I have no recollection of having any talk.

Q. Will you say that you did not say that to him? A. To 
the best of my recollection I didn’t have any talk with him on 
this at all.

Q. And didn’t he ask you further if that isn’t what you told 
the grand jury, — that no person, in the Legislature or out of 
it, ever approached you improperly? A. No, he never asked 
me any such a question.

Q. And didn’t you tell him that that was exactly what you 
told the grand jury? A. No, sir, I never told him that; I 
don’t have any such recollection of talking with him at all.

Q. You made a statement on the floor of the House at some 
time, didn’t you? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was that statement? A. I made a statement that
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I was never offered any money by any member of the House, 
as long as I have been a member in the House, or by anybody 
outside.

Q. W as that all you said in your statement? A. Some
thing to that effect; something to that effect.

Q. Did you say, in your statement to the House, that no
body at all had ever approached you improperly? A. I can’t 
recall it. I might have said that.

Q. Did you tell the House that somebody connected with 
the bucket shops had made you an offer? A. Did I tell that 
to the House?

Q. Yes. A. No, I don’t know as I did.
Q. Did jmu testify before the committee on Rules once be

fore, — not last Friday, but I mean some time ago? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. What did you tell them then? A. I told them about 
this particular person ; I told them all the same thing.

Q. Did you ever say to anybody that you had been told by 
a member of the House that a dark, tall man, who was not a 
member, had promised to do something handsome for any one 
who would vote against the bucket shop bill? A. No, sir; 
all I ever said Avas ju s t-----

Q. Well, you never said that to any one? A. No, sir, I 
did not.

Q. Do you know Mr. Daniels, a reporter? A. A reporter 
on what paper is it?

Q. I can’t tell you. You don’t know Daniels by name? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Did vou ever make that statement to anybody you did 
not knoAv? A. The statement that you asked me before?

Q. Yes. A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever go up to the reporters’ room to see Mr. 

Copeland? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And didn’t find him? A. Relative to this matter, you 

mean ?
Q. Yes. A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Did you see a man up there that day that you talked 

with, when Copeland Avasn’t there? A. Tes, sir.
Q. Do j'ou know that man’s name? A. No, sir. That is, 

the first day when this thing came out I Avent up —
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Q. You have got a pretty clear recollection of most of this, 

haven’t you? A. Some of it; yes, sir. The first day I 
remember I went up there to deny it.

Q. Do you know Representative Griswold? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever talk with him in any way at all about 

legislation of any kind? A. Well, I suppose we talked about 
different things. He has served with me on the committee on 
Public Health.

Q. Did you ever say to him, or in his presence, in form or 
substance, that Senator Cusick had been offered some money 
in relation to the osteopath bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Nothing of the sort? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you say that offer was made to Cusick outside the 

room where the hearing had been — 240? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you knowr Mr. Barrett of Cambridge? A. Yes, sir. 

The representative?
Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever say anything to him about being offered 

any money, or anything else, for your vote on the twelve 
o’clock bill? A. No, sir. If you will permit me —

Q. Let me ask you the question. Did you ever say any
thing to him to the effect that you hoped you would never see 
your wife or family again if you weren’t offered something to 
vote for a bill, — or against one ? A. Never.

Q. Did yon ever have any talk with him about this subject of 
improper influences in the Legislature? A. I believe I have 
talked with him on the twelve o’clock bill, if I remember right.

Q. Did you ever say to him, in any way, shape or manner, 
that anybody had improperly approached you on that bill? 
A. On the twelve o’clock bill?

Q. Yes. A. No, sir.
Q. Or on any other bill, did you ever make a statement about 

an offer, using the words $200 or any other sum of money? 
A. No, sir; never such a thing.

Q. Do you know Mr. Noble, reporter for the “ Boston 
Traveler? ” A. No, I don’t know that I do ; no, sir.

Q. Did you ever tell anybody that you were going to vote 
for the bucket shop bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever tell anybody that you believed it was a 
good thing? A. No, sir.
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Q. And that you were going to help it along? A. No, sir.
Q. Or anything like that ? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know a man named Ashley that lives in your 

place? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know him very well? A. Ashley, do you say?
Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is his business? A. Well, he was in the bucket 

shop business.
Q. Did you ever talk with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever talk with him about the bucket shop bill? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he ask you to do? A. He asked me to go 

down with him to Tom Lawson, and that Tom Lawson will 
give me $5,000 if I will tell him, give him the information, or 
tell him the one that approached me; I give him the particu
lars, and Tom Lawson will tell me this will be in confidence 
and that no living soul will know it only Tom Lawson and I, 
and that he would give me half of it ($2,500) then, the next 
morning, and $2,500 after they will indict the person, — not 
convict, but simply indict. I told him — You want to know 
what I say to him, or what he say to me?

Q. Let us have it all. A. I told him I wouldn’t do such a 
thing if he would go and line me up with gold, for the reason 
that I don’t know of anybody that gave money ; that nobody 
offered me any money, and I haven’t any information to give 
him. Well, he said it meant a great deal to him, too, for 
the reason that there is somebody that he represented from 
Boston, — I have forgotten some name that he used to me that 
night, — and told me that they done him out of considerable 
money, the Boston broker done him out of considerable money ; 
and that now he wants to get square with him, and that is 
the reason he is doing it. And he said that Lawson himself 
was going to give him a certain amount of money for doing 
this thing; that is, give it to Ashley for getting me to 
come to his place — to Lawson’s place. And he said that he 
would give me half of his money, and talked to me in such a 
way as that. I told him that I never had any talk with Law- 
son and didn’t want to have any talk with him, and that I 
have no information to give him any more than what 1 have
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said, — that somebody spoke to me; and then I don’t know—- 
I told him — I don’t know just, he didn’t say that he is going 
to give me any money— that is just as I explained to you. 
That is our conversation. He called me out, I was in the 
People’s Coal Company office in Taunton, and I was talking 
with Dr. Golden, and he came in — it was in the evening. 
He said, “ Mr. Swig, can 1 see you for a few minutes?” and I 
said, “ Yes.” “ Well,” he said, “ I would like to talk to you 
privately.” So he called me outside, and we went into an 
archway right close to the People’s Coal Company’s office, 
and he started to try to talk to me and tell me what a grand 
and good thing they will have, and by and by how they will 
convict somebody ; that Lawson is going to give $25,000, and 
all such kind of cheap talk as that.

Q. Was that the first time that Ashley ever spoke to you 
about the Legislature, or the bucket shop bill, or any improper 
influence? A. The first time and the last time, the only one 
time.

Q. He never asked you to vote for the bill or against it? 
A. No, sir.

Q. What does he do now? A. I understand that he is
going back to work in Barker’s drug store.©  ©  ©Q. Do you know the name of the person who he said had 
done him out of $1,000? A. If I should hear it I think I 
should.

Q. Quinlan? A. I don’t know but that was the name.
Q. Flanagan? A. Let’s see, — I think it was Quinlan. He 

told me he done him out of some money, but Dr. Golden asked 
me what he wanted to see me for ; after I came back I told Dr. 
Golden about what he wanted me to do, and he says, “ Why, 
instead of Quinlan’s doing him out of money,” he said, “ he 
done Quinlan out of a few thousand dollars.” He said, “ He 
is no good, this fellow.”

Q. Meaning Ashley? A. Meaning Ashley. I told Dr. 
Golden just about the same as I have told you, what he wanted.

Q. Did Ashley say whether he had ever seen Lawson? A. 
Yes; he told me that he saw Lawson, and he also seen the 
“ Boston Traveler,” — the editor, or somebody at the head of 
the “ Boston Traveler.”
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Q. Would you know'that name if you heard it? A. Well, 

I don’t know as I would. And he wanted me to go to see the 
“ Boston Traveler,” and also to see Lawson.

Q. What did Ashley say Lawson said to him? A. Well, I 
don’t know whether he said that Lawson said these things to 
him, but he wanted me to go. He had, he said, a talk with 
Lawson.

■ Q. What about? A. About coming down to see me. And 
he also had a talk with the “ Boston Traveler,” and he said 
that they wanted to see me, and wanted me to give that in
formation. And then he commenced to tell me how much I 
am going to get out of it.

Q. Anything further that he said about his talk with Law- 
son? A. What do you say ?

Q. Anything further that he said about his talk to Lawson ? 
A. Well, he said that he wanted to telephone that night, and 
to let them know what I said as to whether I can make the 
date for the morning to be there, because Lawson had to be 
away, and he wanted to let him know about it.

Q. What day was this? A. Well, I will tell you; I have 
got a memorandum what day, for this reason, — I went into the 
People’s Coal Company’s office, I bought of the Old Colony 
Street Kailwaj  ̂Company some rails and different things there, 
and I was weighing them at the People’s Coal Company’s 
office, and I went into there to get the weight at that time in 
the evening. That is, they carted it for several days, and I 
wanted to get the weights from them because I was just about 
ready to straighten out the accounts with the company. And 
so that was the last day that they carted. So I can look that 
up and see.

Q. Will you get that date and give it to the committee? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did Ashley say anything about the talk that he had with 
the ‘ ‘ Traveler ” people ? A. Well, my impression is he said 
that the “ Traveler” people told him that the committee is 
only trying to make a scapegoat out of me, and that they are 
mad because I gave the thing away; they are going to get 
square with me, and the only thing for me was to go and give 
the thing away, — and such things as that. I told him I had 
nothing to give away.
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Q. Did Ashley tell you the name of the man on the 

“ Traveler” that he talked with? A. lie did, but 1 can't 
seem to remember the name he gave me.

Q. Would you know it if you heard it? A. I don’t know 
as I would. Evidently, from the conversation that I had with 
him, it was with the head ones of the concern, that is, not with 
any reporter, because he wanted to telephone. He insisted I 
should go and have a talk with them, anyway, and I told him 
I would go and have a talk with the “ Traveler ” man. I went 
up to see the “ Traveler” man; I asked for the city editor ; 
I went up to see him, that is, I called for him. And he came 
over and I told him that I thought they had used me absolutely 
wrong ; that their representative started this story without any 
foundation. I never told him any such a thing in my life, he 
never had any such a conversation with me, and they are doing 
me an injustice, and they are doing the members of the House 
an injustice, because, I told him, the majority of the members 
of the House are as good men as there are in this Common
wealth,— honorable men. And I said, “ I feel very bad to 
think that there is so much said about the whole House.” I 
did go up there.

Q. Do you know that man’s name? A. He was the city 
editor.

Q. Mr. Nye? A. I guess so ; I won’t be sure.
Q. Smooth face? A. Smooth face.
Q. About thirty-five years old? A. Yes, sir. I told him 

that it was entirely false, and I told him that I feel worse for 
the House than I do for myself.

Q. What did Mr. Nye say? A. Well, he said that of course 
they have got to rely upon their representative, and that his 
representative made that statement. “ Well,” says I, “ I 
guess he made that statement, but,” said I, “ it is entirely 
false,” said I. “ If I had made that statement,” said I, “ I 
would have backed it right up ; I am not in the habit of mak
ing statements and then going and backing out.”

Q. Well, now, besides the people that I have called your 
attention to, Mr. Swig, who else have you talked with about this 
matter? A. Well, I couldn’t te ll; there was so many talked 
to me about i t ; each one had a different thing to say, and each 
one had different questions to ask, and they will answer them-
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selves. They don’t wait for any answer; they will answer 
themselves.

Q. Do you know Representative Thompson ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you on good terms with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he with you? A. As far as I know.
Q. Did you ever have any talk with him about the bucket 

shop bill, and why it failed to pass? A. I believe we did.
Q. And he said to you that it looked to him as if there 

might have been some money somewhere, — did he ever say 
that to you? A. He might have said that.

Q. And you said, “ There is ”? A. No, I didn’t say there 
was.

Q. And he said, ‘‘ How is that ” ? A. No, no.
Q. And you said, “ I was offered $100 for my vote”? A. 

No, sir, I never told him that.
Q. And he said, “ Were you? ” and you said, “ Yes”? A. 

No, no; there was no such talk at all.
Q. And you said, “ I didn’t take it, I told the man to go 

away ; I never took any money for my vote and I shall not.” 
You remember saying that last to him, do you not, — that you 
never took any money for your vote and you never would?

A. I remember in a general way saying this : I have said to 
some members of the House that I served four years in the 
board of aldermen and am finishing up two years in the Legis
lature, and I can stand up before God and say that I never 
received any bribe from any living soul.

Q. Did you have any such talk with Thompson, in sub
stance ?

A. No, sir, I did not.
Q. Did you tell him that you have never been offered money ?
A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever mention money in talking with him? A. 

No, sir.
Q. Well, now, after the first interview came out in the 

paper, in which you were alleged to have said that you had 
been offered money for your vote by a member, did anybody 
come and see you ? A. Well, the newspaper men.

Q. Outside of that? A. Came to see me personally?
Q. Yes. A. I don’t recall anybody.
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Q. Or send word to you? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who? A. John B. Moran.
Q. To go and see him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you go down and see him? A. I did.
Q. Where? A. At his office.
Q. And talked with him ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you tell him? A. I told him that —
Q. What did he ask you, first; what was your whole talk 

with him? A. Oh, he asked me if I was approached with 
any money by any member of the House. I told him No. 
He asked me if I was approached with any money by anybody 
outside of the House.

Q. Let me interrupt you. This was in John B. Moran’s 
office? A. In John B. Moran's office, yes, sir.

Q. Not before the grand jury? A. No, sir, not before the 
grand jury ; he had a stenographer.

Q. Well, go on. A. I told him, No, sir. He asked me if 
I knew of anybody that was. I told him I didn’t. He asked 
me if I heard that anybody was. I told him I did not. And 
he asked me these kind of questions, and finally, till the last 
one of them I refused to answer it, and he said he would make 
me tell it before the grand ju ry ; he asked me my opinion as 
to whether or not there was any money used in defeating the 
bucket shop bill, and I told him that I would not give him my 
opinion ; and he said I might as well tell then, because I would 
have to tell afterwards. And I said that was something I 
wouldn’t tell him or anybody else.

Q. That is, he said that if you wouldn’t tell him your opinion 
he would have you before the grand jury to tell your opinion? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Any more talk that you had with him at that interview ? 
A. Not at the first one.

Q. Did you go down and see him again? A. Well, he 
called me in his office before I went in to the grand jury, to 
have another interview with me before I went in to the grand 
jury.

Q. What was that? A. He asked me if I made up my 
mind to tell him what he asked me the last time, and I asked 
him what was that, and he said, “ About giving your opinion
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as to whether there was money used to defeat the bucket shop 
bill. I told him my mind was made up on that, and he asked 
me what was that, and I told him, “ I won’t give any.” He 
said, “ Well, you know you will have to appear before the 
grand jury in a few minutes?” I said, “ I do.” “ Well,” he 
said, “ supposing it is asked in there?” I got kind of mad 
when he asked me that, and lost my temper, and said I 
wouldn’t tell them that if Jesus Christ asked me.

Q. That was all the interview you had with Mr. Moran? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. In either of these interviews did you name the name of 
any person? A. No, sir.

Q. You didn’t use a single name of anybody? A. Not a 
single name.

Q. Now, outside of that interview with him, did anybody 
else communicate with you about your statements to the 
paper ? A. I can’t recall anybody.

Q. Did any person whatsoever, since the day of the first 
interview with you and the paper, ever see you or communicate 
with you in any manner with a request that you didn’t name 
any person? A. No, sir, no, sir; no living soul asked me 
that I should not name any person, or tried to use any influ
ence on me, or requested me, or offered any inducements, or 
suggested in any way, shape or manner.

Q. Or threatened you with any disclosures about yourself 
if you did talk? A. Or threatened me with any disclosures, 
or anything of that kind. I am not afraid of any disclosure; 
my record is as clean as a whistle. I am not afraid of anybody ; 
as to how I voted on any measure, or how I acted in the Leg
islature, there is nothing I am afraid of.

Q. And no person did communicate with you, or make any 
threats to you, or threaten to disclose anything about you? 
A. No, sir, no person made any statement to me in any way, 
shape or manner. I went voluntarily to the Speaker and told 
him that I had seen some misrepresentations had been made in 
the paper about me, that I had made certain statements, and it 
is false, and I wish to get the privilege to explain my position —

Q. Of course I am not suggesting or insinuating anything 
of the so rt; of coui’se I do not think that Mr. Moran made
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any suggestion, or that the Speaker did, — but any other per
son ? A. Nobody tried to influence me to try to conceal 
anything here in any way, shape or manner whatever. I 
did as I did simply just because I did everything as it occurred, 
and everything just as it happened. I told just the truth, and 
nothing else.

Q. Well, now, in your testimony of last Friday you said 
that you couldn’t recall whether you ever mentioned the name 
of Mr. Dowd of Fall River to Bridgman, the reporter for the 
“ Springfield Republican.” Have you now any recollection 
whether you did or not? A. No.

Q. And you also said last Friday that you might have men
tioned to some person in connection with Dowd’s name, or the 
name of a member, some sum of money to Mr. Bridgman. What 
do you sav about that now? A. I might have said— Well, 
as I said at that lime, I might have joked with some members ; 
I might have joked with some newspaper men. You are sit
ting at the table there in the restaurant, and somebody will 
come in and say, “ Well, there is a fellow, he has got $500.” 
I might have said, “ No, he got $200.” I might have said 
things of that kind, as they often say, jokingly.

Q. Then, as a matter of fact, you may have joked about 
the oiler and the receipt of money to affect legislation? A. I 
might have joked, yes, sir.

Q. And mentioned sums of money? A. Yes, sir; that is, 
jokingly ; never thought it would have any effect, — as lots of 
others joke.

Q. You said last Friday in your evidence that you could not 
remember whether you did not tell Bridgman that Dowd told 
you that he was offered $100 for his vote on a bill. Do you re
member now? A. No, I can’t, because I don’t think he ever 
said it to me.

Q. You can’t remember whether he did or not, — is that 
right? A. No; I don't think he ever said it.

Q. You said last Friday, in talking with Bridgman and 
speaking about the offer that was made to you, that you felt 
that you didn’t like the way that some members of the House 
acted. What did you mean by that? A. In relation to ac
cepting a bribe ?
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Q. I don’t know. I ask you what you meant by that 

statement to Bridgman? A. I don’t remember that kind of 
language.O  OQ. Last Friday you said that. I am now asking you what 
you meant by it. A. I said it where?

Q. You said to Bridgman : “ I don’t like the way that some 
of the members acted in the House.” What did you mean by 
that? A. Well, I mean relative to the bill.

Q. Did you have in mind, or do you now have in mind, any 
members that you didn’t like the way they acted? A. Any 
particular ones?

Q. Yes. A. No, not any particular ones, only general.
Q. You said last Friday, in your testimony about naming 

persons, that you promised one man. What did you mean by 
that, — that you would not name him? A. I said that I prom
ised a man ?

Q. That is the way the testimony reads, yes. A. Well, I 
don’t remember making any such a statement.

Q. Did you promise anybody that you would not mention 
his name? A. I didn’t make any such statement last Friday,
■—-with all due respect to the stenographer.

Q. Did you ever promise a man that you wouldn't mention 
his name? A. What on?

Q. I am waiting for your answer. A. Well, I don’t know 
what you mean. I have talked with people, of course, on 
different things, and I might have made promises that I won’t 
tell the things.

Q. ’Well, now, who is the one man that you did promise? 
A. Well, I want to know what on. If you have reference to 
this particular case, I have no recollection of making any 
promises.

Q. Will you swear jmu haven’t made any in this case? A. 
I don’t remember of making any promise to anybody; I don’t 
remember of anybody asking me that I should make any 
promise.

Q. Is that as strong as you want to put it, — that you don’t 
remember? A. That is the best I can do, if I don't remember.

Q. What did you mean when you said to Mr. Bridgman, 
“ I promised one man.” A. I didn’t tell him any such a 
thing.
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Q. Well, let me read you your testimony, so that you will 

understand it: “ Q. Did you say to him further that two 
members had told you that they had been offered money? 
A. No, sir. Q. Or anything like that? A. No, sir. Q. 
And nothing upon which he could phrase such a statement as 
that? A. No, sir. Q. And that you have promised one of 
them that you would not mention his name? A. I promised 
one man. Q. Did you say to Bridgman that you had promised 
one member that you would not mention his name? A. No, 
sir.” Now, what did you mean when you said “ I promised 
one man ? ” A. I don’t remember ever saying that here.

Q. Well, it may possibly have been in connection with 
something else. I want you to explain, that is all. A. Well, 
I haven’t anything to explain, because I never made any such 
statement. I couldn’t have made such a statement. That is 
an error, some way.

Q. You said on Friday last that Mr. Bridgman commenced 
to question you, and you said, “ Don’t use my name, or any
thing of that kind, because if you hear anything I said about 
these things, if I said anything of that kind, it was simply a 
joke.” Do you now say that? A. Well, I have told him, 
and I told some other representatives of the papers, and as I 
have told you, — if there was any talk at all on my part, that 
whatever talk there was it must have been a joke, because it 
couldn’t be otherwise.

Q. Do you have any recollection that it was a joke? A. 
Well, it couldn’t be anything else, because —

Q. Do you have any recollection of saying it at all? A. 
Well, I have a recollection of telling people, representatives 
of the press, and told here the first time I came before the 
committee, that I might have joked, just the same as other 
members did, and that is the only way that he could ever have 
had printed that I said anything.

Q. So that the only serious thing that you ever said at all is 
that somebody did approach you and told you that they would 
fix you all right? A. That is the only single thing that I ever 
uttered to anybody.

Q. And that person who said that represented a bucket 
shop? A. Yes, sir. That conversation was just about two 
minutes, just as I was going into the House.
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Q. And you didn’t know who it was? A. No, sir.
Q. And you have never found out who it was? A. The 

name, you mean ?
Q. Yes. A. Well, I couldn’t guess ; I didn’t know it.
Q. You never found out since? A. Not that I know of.
Q. Nor before? A. Not that I know.
Q. Describe him. What did he look like? A. Well, I 

should say he was just a trifle taller than I am, a little younger 
than I am, and wouldn’t weigh quite so much, I should say. I 
thought Ire had a moustache, and he was dark.

Q. What colored clothes was he dressed in? A. I don’t re
member that.

Q. Did you notice his linen ? A. No.
Q. Did you notice his necktie? A. No, I didn't.
Q. Scarf pin? A. No.
Q. Hat? A. I don’t know as I took any notice. I didn’t 

take any notice of it. If he had said outright that he would 
give me some money or said something of that kind, I would 
have taken more notice of it.

Q. Anything peculiar looking about him? A. No.
Q. Would you know him again if you should see him? A. 

Yes, I don’t know but what I would.
Q. He spoke in English? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever try to find out who he was? A. Did I?
Q. Yes. A. No, I didn’t tr}? to find out who he was.
Q. Now, you realized, as I  understand you, when this man 

approached you, that he was doing something that was wrong. 
Do you have any difficulty in answering that question ? A. 
Well, yes. I  will tell you why, if you want me to explain to 
you.

Q. I  should he pleased to have you, yes. A. If there was 
not any general talk made that day possibly I  would not have 
taken it so very serious, I  would not have thought of i t ; hut after 
the talk was made then it occurred to me that he might have 
meant something about it, otherwise —

Q. Do you mean to tell this committee you didn’t know 
whether he was joking with you or not? A. I didn’t say 
whether I  knew he was joking.

Q. I now ask you if you think he was joking with you ? A.
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I mean by the language he used. I  didn’t say at no time he 
was joking at all.

Q. I now ask you the specific question, did you think that 
man at the time he approached and spoke to you was joking 
with you ? A. No, I  did not.

Q. Then you thought he was serious ? A. I  thought he was 
serious when he talked, yes, sir.

Q. And you thought he was making an offer ? A. I  kind of 
think so more now.

Q. Did you think so then? A. I didn’t think so when he 
was talking to me, really.

Q. Now, you, a member of the Legislature was approached 
by a man you never saw before in your life, that you didn’t 
know, and he told you if you would vote against the bucket 
shop bill you would be fixed and taken care of; that is a fact, 
is it ? A. No, that is not the fact; that is not the way he talked 
to me. You are now putting your own language to me.

Q. What did he say to you, let’s have it just as he said it to 
you. A- He said he would either see me or write, or make it 
right.

Q. L ou have told us that you expected to have something of 
value for your vote ? A. I have told you so, and I think so now.

Q. Now, I  ask you if you didn’t think at that time, when 
you, a member of the Legislature, were approached by an un
known man and had something of value offered for your vote, 
that you had been improperly approached ? A. I didn’t think 
so at that time.

Q. 'When, in Heaven’s name, did* you think so? A. When 
the vote was taken I  heard some talk, and then it occurred to 
me.

Q. Did you ever have a like experience, like this, before in 
your life? A. No, and I hope I  never will again.

Q. Do you mean to tell this committee it didn’t impress you 
that there was anything wrong about it until after the vote 
was taken ? A. After the vote was taken, that is the time I 
began to think it over.

Q. And before that you never thought of it? A. No, I
never.
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Q. Do you want this committee to understand that between 

the time this man approached you and this vote was taken it 
never occurred to you that it was an improper thing? A. No, 
I didn’t.

Q. Do you say that on reflection to this committee? A. I 
was ■— at that time when he spoke it, I did not, but when they 
started to talk about it, I began to think it over; at that time 
I  paid no attention, because he was a stranger to me, and I 
went in in a hurry, and the conversation was two minutes, and 
I  paid no attention; I  probably had something else in my 
mind.

Q. And if this discussion of the bucket shop defeat hadn’t 
come up you would never have thought of it again ? A. No, sir, 
probably I  would not.

Q. You say that on reflection ? A. Yres.
Q. Then when the bucket shop bill was defeated in the 

House you made up your mind that there was something wrong 
with this man who approached you ? A. Yes.

Q. And then for the first time you realized that he was at
tempting to bribe you? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that he had committed a crime ? A. .Well, I am not 
sufficiently familiar with the law to say how much of a crime 
he committed, or whether he committed any crime by using the 
kind of language he did use.

Q. Do you mean to say to this committee you didn’t know it 
was an offence in the law for a person to offer you a thing of 
value for your vote in the Legislature ? A. He didn’t offer me 
anything tangible.

Q. Well, tangible or intangible ? A. Well, intangible, there 
is no bribe.

Q. What did he offer you as intangible ? A. He didn’t offer 
anything tangible, so it is intangible.

Q. Where did you pick that up ? A. Well, only common 
sense.

Q. Well, in any event, you didn’t make any disclosure of it 
to anybody? A. Not until the afternoon.

Q. And you never made any statement of it to the House at 
all, did you? A. About this particular thing.?
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Q. Y es, sir. A. No, I  don’t tliink I have; I  don’t remember 

as I  did.
Q. A hy didn’t you ? A. Because I  told the members that it 

was all that was said to me, different members talked, and I said 
besides that nobody ever approached me in any improper way; 
I  would not say for sure now that that was an improper way, 
the way he approached me. I may have had my opinion of it, 
but I can’t say that it was.

Q. Well, are you going to change your statement, that you 
said it was improper? A. No, I don’t want to change the state
ment. I  can simply give my opinion.

Q. You don’t want to change your statement that you say 
an unknown man approached you in this State House and of
fered you a thing of value for your vote, do you want to change 
that ? A. I don’t want to change anything different from what 
I  say. I say everything to the best of my ability and the best 
of my understanding.

Q. What ? A. Everything I have answered to the best of 
my ability and best of my understanding.

Q. Let me ask you once more, so it will be perfectly clear: 
Do you have any doubt in your own mind, but what, upon your 
own statement and your own proposition that this thing oc
curred, you were approached by an unknown man and your 
vote solicited by the offer of a thing of value? A. Well, let me 
see if I understand you right, so there wilNbe no misunder
standing. Do you want to know what I think of it at the pres
ent time or what I  thought of it some time ago?

Q. I want to know if you want to change any of your testi
mony about it ? A. No, I do not.

Q. That is all I want to know? A. No.
Representative H ayes (Chairman pro tern). Any other 

member desire to ask any questions ?
Assistant Attorney-General H a ll . Just let me ask one 

more question.
Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). I  would like to 

clear up one thing: Have you anything against any of these 
persons whose names I  have given you, or have they, to your 
knowledge, anything against you ? A. Well, T should say they 
had.
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Q. Which ones of them ? A. Well, I should say by the way 

I  have been treated in the House, the “ Boston Journal” man.
Q. The “ Boston Journal” man. Anybody else? A. Of 

course, I  cannot prove some of the things. I  have my opinion 
of some of those things.

Q. What other person besides the “ Boston Journal” man 
can you say to this committee that you think has something 
against you, of the names of those persons I  have given you? 
A. I  have no proof but I certainly believe, and I  believe it 
from what I  have seen, and the way the thing looks to me, 1 
feel just as confident as I  sit in this chair that Silas D. Reed 
has urged on some of these newspapers to get up all of these dif
ferent things, and have these things continually appear in the 
paper. '

Q. Then you think all these statements in the paper have 
been instigated by Mr. Reed ? A. Most of them, yes, sir.

Q. Has he something against you ? A. Has he ?
Q. Yes, sir. A. Certainly he has.
Q. And have you certainly something against him? A. Yes, 

sir; I  have.
Q. Other than your explanation that Mr. Reed instigates all 

these reporters to publish things that are not true, have you 
any other reason to think that they have moved improperly in 
the matter ? A. Ho, I  don’t know, not any more than they mis
represent the committee in just the same way they do me, and 
they misrepresent the speaker, and they misrepresent their 
speaker where they have more prominence and respect and 
regard than they have for me, -—-1 suppose they think I  am 
Simple Simon, a Russian Jew, and they can have lots of sport 
with me, and they talk about a dark man and all that. If they 
think I  am a mark, let them go ahead.

Q. Are your relations pleasant with Representative Barrett ? 
A. Yes.

Q. Representative Doyle ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Representative Conroy, if that is his name? A. I know 

very little of him, — Conroy, — I never had any talk with him.
Q. Conway ? A. Conway ?
Q. Yes, sir. A. I know very little of him.
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Q. Representative Griswold ? A. Mr. Griswold, I  know him, yes.
Q. Are your relations with him pleasant? A. Yes, sir.
Q. With Representative Davenport? A. Yes, sir.
Q. With Representative Thompson ? A. Yes.
Q. Then what, in your mind, is the conceivable reason that 

these men have come before this committee and made state
ments that you characterize as absolutely false about you ? A. 
I  don’t say about the members that their statements are false, 
I didn’t say that right, only that their language is entirely dif
ferent than the language that I have used with them. For in
stance, there is Mr. Griswold; I  have talked with Mr. Gris
wold, and I have fold Mr. Griswold that on the twelve o’clock 
bill I was approached by somebody, — that it will mean a few 
hundred dollars to me, but sooner than to vote wrong on it I 
would be willing to make the sacrifice of a few hundred dol
lars. That is what I told Mr. Griswold. I never told him I 
was ever offered any money or improper inducement or any
thing of that kind. You know how easy it is to misrepresent 
a thing, and yet I told him just these words, what I  said to 
you, and I  will explain to you now. I do business with Reed 
& Barton’s silver concern in Taunton; I do possibly two or 
three thousand dollars worth of business with them in a year;
I buy all their metal only of the concern, and Reed & Barton 
asked me to vote in favor of the twelve o’clock bill and also in 
favor of the Touraine bill, for the reason that they sell them 
their goods, they sell them of course thousands of dollars worth 
of their goods a year, to the Touraine and the other hotels. 
They have not made any improper suggestion to me, nothing of 
the kind, but this bill — I didn’t explain to Griswold all these 
things, but at the same time for Reed & Barton — I voted 
against the Touraine, and I voted against the twelve o’clock 
bill, and I am only showing that it is liable to do me a few 
hundred dollars worth of hurt of the business, and now he comes 
and tells you in a different way. I didn’t go and explain the 
whole thing to him. lie possibly told you everything all right, 
and he told it to you in good faith, and he didn’t mean to mis
represent me, but he didn’t understand me. I told him it
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meant loss to me of three hundred dollars. How, he must be
lieve it, because nobody meant to bribe me.

Q. Is that all the talk you had with Eepresentative Gris
wold ? A. Yes.

Q. Then upon what statement you made to him was based 
his statement to this committee that you told him Senator Cusick 
was offered a hundred dollars to vote on the osteopathic bill? 
A. Well, now, I never told him any such.thing.

Q. Or anything like it ? A. If you want, I  will explain you 
that, too.

Q. Ho, I would like to have you answer a few questions be
fore you explain. Did you ever use the words “ Senator 
Cusick” to him? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you tell me a minute ago that all the talk you had 
with him about money or the use of money in the Legislature 
was in relation to the Touraine bill and the midnight bill ? A. 
To Mr. Griswold ?

Q. Didn’t you say that ? A. I  don’t remember that I  did.
Q. Can’t you remember the last answer you made ? A. The 

last answer I  made was relative to Reed & Barton, as I remem
ber.

Q. Can you remember a moment ago you told me the only 
talk you had with Mr. Griswold was about the Touraine bill 
and the midnight bill? A. If you want me to explain things 
right, I will explain.

Q. I want you to answer that question. A. If you want 
me to answer in a way you can get at the truth, I will answer 
it just as things are.

Q. All right; I  am asking you about Mr. Cusick now. A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. Go ahead and tell us about Cusick now. A. I  was going 
to vote in favor of the osteopath bill. I thought by the way 
that they explained to us, — these doctors of the osteopathy, 
they claimed they weren’t getting a fair show, that they wanted 
the same privilege, and I  was going to vote in favor of the 
osteopath bill. Finally Senator Cusick told me inasmuch as 
that there was something wrong with the osteopath bill, that 
there was general talk that there was something wrong about 
it —
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Q. Did he mean by that that improper influences were at 

work ? A. I  should say by the conversation he had with me 
that he thought that.

Q. Yes, go on. A. Yes, sir. And I  say to him that if that 
is so, if I  get convinced that there was something wrong there, 
that I  would vote against it. Well, he told me he would, so he 
called me over and he said he was going to show me some 
doctor, and we was to go up to the Senate Chamber, and so we 
see the doctor over there and we went over there and we didn’t 
find the doctor, and so I might have told Mr. Griswold about 
the same as T am telling you now.

Q. That is all the explanation you want to make about this ? 
A. Well, that is all that I can remember. As I  say, I  might 
have told Mr. Griswold, and I  might have told somebody else 
just about the same way.

Q. Now, having made your explanation, will you answer two 
or three questions which I will ask you ? A. I shall be only too 
glad to answer any question I  can.

Q. What did you mean by telling this committee a few 
moments ago that you never used Senator Cusick’s name to Mr. 
Griswold ? A. I might have said that to him.

Q. I  say, what did you mean by telling this committee a few 
moments ago that you never used Senator Cusick’s name to Mr. 
Griswold? A. Possibly I  didn’t remember it.

Q. You remember it now? A. Possibly I didn’t remember 
it then, but when you go and recall different things to me, it 
comes to me.

Q. Your memory isn’t very good, is it? A. It ,is good, 
but these things were going on, and these people spoke to me, 
and as you remind me of some things, I  recall.

Q. Yoit said on Friday last you didn’t want to remember? 
A. I  don’t want to remember this foolishness they talked about.

Q. You said in reply to my question last Friday that you 
didn’t want to remember? A. Well, I am telling you what I 
meant.

Q. Can you answer that question? A. I  will tell you just 
what —

Q. I  want you to answer me the question whether or not you 
said to me, “ I  don’t want to remember, I don’t want to use a
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name, I  don’t want to remember ? ” A. If I  remember whether 
I said it ?

Q. I  want to know whether you said it to me last Friday. 
A. I  think I did.

Q. You have no doubt you did? A. I  don’t think there is.
Q. Is that your attitude to-day that you don’t want to re

member ? A. Have I  refused you anything ?
Q. I  ask you if that is your attitude to-day, that you don’t 

want to remember? A. Well, I  have not refused you any
thing.

Q. Won’t you please answer my question? A. I  won’t an
swer any such question as that. I  think you are taking kind of 
advantage of me asking me questions in any such way. I  have 
been frank with you and answered all your questions to the best 
of my ability, and to the best of my understanding.

Q. Last Friday you told me you didn’t want to remember. 
I  ask you if that is your attitude to-day, that you don’t want to 
remember ? A. I will answer you to-day the same I did the 
last time, that all these foolish things I  didn’t remember, and I 
don’t want to remember.

Q. Now, I  ask if your attitude of mind to-day is that you 
don’t want to remember anything? A. That I  don’t want to 
remember anything ? I don’t understand what you mean.

Q. Are there any things to-day that you don’t want to re
member? A. Yes, sir.

Q. There are ? What are they ? A. All those foolish things 
they talked about in the House, where they jolly and laugh with 
each other, — I don’t care anything about remembering.

Q. Other than those things that they jolly and laugh about 
in the House, is there anything else you don’t want to remem
ber? A. No, sir.

Q. You told me a little while ago that you never said to Mr. 
Barrett of Cambridge or in his presence, anything about the 
twelve o’clock bill, or about any money on the twelve o’clock 
bill, and that the word “ money ” was not mentioned in con
nection with it, or any sum of money. Do you still say that? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Then let me ask you what can possibly be the motive of 
any person, Mr. Davenport, a member of the House, to make
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that statement about you, if it is not true ? A. Well, does Mr. 
Davenport make that statement?

Q. I  will read you his testimony: “ He stated that he heard 
Mr. Barrett of Cambridge make a statement that you made to 
him ” — A. Well, he don’t say that he heard me say it ?

Q. No. A. Well, I  am not responsible for that.
Q. Very well. How are your relations with Mr. Barrett of 

Cambridge ? A. All right, so far as I  know.
Q. W ell, what is there between you, if anything, that would 

dictate to Mr. Barrett to make that statement? A. You will 
have to ask him. I  cannot give you any explanation about it.

Q. \  ou don t know the answer? A. No, sir, I  cannot tell 
you. I thought Mr. Davenport could not say that.

Q. Well, do you think Mr. Barrett could ? A. Well_
Davenport didn’t make that statement.

Q. That Mr. Swig said he hoped never to see his wife and 
family again if he was not offered a hundred dollars to vote, — 
I can’t say whether for or against the twelve o’clock bill.” You 
did have some talk with Mr. Griswold about the twelve o’clock 
bill ? A. With Mr. Griswold ?

Q. Haven t you just told us you did? A. On the twelve o’clock bill ?
Q. Yes. A. I told you about that affair —
Q. Beed & Barton ? A. No, the last time I  told you about 

Griswold was the affair about Senator Cusick.
Q. Didn’t you tell us you had a talk with Cusick about the 

twelve o’clock bill? A. The twelve o’clock bill.
Q. Or the Touraine bill ? A. To Mr. Griswold. You have got what I  said.
Q. I haven t got what you said to-day. Did you not say to

day that you had a talk with Mr. Griswold about the twelve 
o’clock bill ? A. The last we said was with Senator Cusick.

Q. Y hat was the first thing we talked about in relation to 
Griswold ? A. Griswold ?

Q. Y es. A. I don’t remember, do you ?
Q. Do you mean to toll the committee that you have for

gotten what you just said a few moments ago, what Griswold 
said to you, before 1 asked you about Senator Cusick ? A. 
About Griswold ?
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Q. Yes; have you forgotten that so soon? A. Well, you 

evidently have got to look up and find it.
Q. I ana not looking it up. A. Well, you look it up and see.
Q. I mean what you said today. A. In regard to Griswold ? 

I told you about Senator Cusick.
Q. Did you tell us anything about Griswold just a little 

while ago ? A. I  don’t remember anything.
Q. Do you know any motive or reason that would cause Mr. 

Jabez P. Thompson, a member of the House to say that you 
said you had a talk with him and told him there was improper 
influence or words to that effect, relative to the bucket shop bill, 
and that you told him you were offered a hundred dollars for 
your vote, — do you know any reason why he should tell that to 
this committee if it is not true? A. Well, yes, I  can see the 
reason why.

Q. Well, let’s have it, please. A. My impression is this: 
That as Mr. Thompson told me that a newspaper man called 
him out and asked him questions as to whether I say anything 
to him, as he sits in the seat next to me, and he talked with him 
and they possibly take some advantage of him, just the same as 
they have of me, and asked some questions, and he would an
swer one thing and they will add three things to it. He had 
some talk with me and after a while he seen some of these 
things in the paper that he said, that I  have said before him 
that there was one hundred dollars offered to me, he seen that 
in the paper, and I  don’t know but by and by he will commence 
to believe it himself.

Q. Is that your honest opinion ? A. I honestly believe that 
is how Thompson, if he made any such statement, — that is 
just about the statement. I  don’t believe that Thompson means 
to do me injustice or tell any false stories, but I  believe he 
heard things, and he got confused, and he possibly thinks some
thing of that kind has been said to him, because the reporter 
of the “ Boston Record ” came to him after he had seen in the 
paper that he had made that statement and asked him there in 
my presence, and he told him then “ he didn’t say anything of 
the kind.” He said he talked with me in general.

Q. So you now say that Thompson denies that you made that 
statement? A. 'Yes, sir; and the reporter came right up to
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our seat from the “ Boston Record ” and asked Thompson that 
in my presence.

Q. What is the name of that reporter ? A. Bird.
Q. So you tell this committee that Thompson in your pres

ence told Bird, of the “ Boston Record,” that you never told 
him in substance or in form that you were offered any money ? 
A. He told him that, —

[The last question read.]
The W it n e ss . That is not the way I  said. I say that he 

told the “ Boston Record ” man that he talked with me in gen
eral about bribery, but he didn’t say that I told him that I was 
offered one hundred dollars.

Q. Did Thompson tell Bird — A. Yes.
Q. — that you never said that to him ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is what I want to get at. A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you now say that you never had in your life any 

talk in which you said to Thompson that you were offered money 
for your vote ? A. That is just what I  say.

Q. And you say — the only explanation you have is that 
Thompson read it in the paper and got, after a while, to believe 
that it was so ? A. That he got confused, if he made any such 
statement, that that is the only way he said that, because he 
denied that that day in my presence when the reporter came up 
to the desk, and I  asked the reporter afterwards, — I was talk
ing with him, and I said, “ You can see how they misrepre
sented me when you asked him that question.” And, by the 
way, I  believe he went over and told that to the Speaker at the 
same time, because I  have seen him walk up to the Speaker.

Q. (by Representative P eabody). When did.it first occur 
to you that the suggestion made to you by the unknown man was 
an improper one; was it as soon as the vote for reconsideration 
was taken ? A. After the vote was taken, I believe.

Q. After the vote was taken? A. Yes, sir; that was my —
Q. As soon as you saw what had happened to the bill, then 

it occurred to you that the suggestion was an improper one ? 
A. I started to consider then, at that time, to think it over, 
what happened. I won’t be sure whether it was after the 
vote was taken that day or whether it was after they refused 
to reconsider.
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Q. Certainly, by the time they refused to reconsider you 

began to think something wrong had been said to you? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. Do you remember having a conversation with me after 
the vote for reconsideration was taken and the debate was 
closed ? A. I  believe I  had some conversation with you, Mr. 
Peabody.

Q. Do you remember where it was? A. No, I  don’t.
Q. Let me put it this way: Do you remember meeting me 

in the lobby just inside the door after the vote for reconsidera
tion was all over ? A. I haven’t any recollection.

Q. You don’t remember the conversation? A. No.
Q. Do you or not remember whether there was any other 

person there ? A. No, I  could not remember that.
Q. Let me put it to you so it will suggest itself to you as 

much as possible, and see if I cannot refresh your recollection. 
Do you remember that you were talking with another man right 
inside of the door, and I  was on my way to the telephone booth, 
and you stopped me and said, “ Mr. Peabody, come here. I 
want to talk to you about this ? ” A. This thing ?

Q. Yes. A. Well, as I  say, I  cannot recall this talk of ours, 
there were so many talking to me and I  talked to others.

Q. You don’t remember our conversation at that time at all? 
A. Well, I don’t know that I  do, Mr. Peabody.

Q. You were kind of excited at the time, weren’t you, about 
the result of that vote? A. Well, I didn’t like it very well.

Q. You were surprised at the result? A. YYs, sir.
Q. You thought it was going the other way? A. I thought 

it was sure of reconsideration.
Q. You thought it was sure of reconsideration? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. And you thought there was going to be reconsideration 

until it was all over, that is, you assumed everything was right, 
right up to the end, for reconsideration ? A. I  thought they 
would realize there was a mistake made the night before, and 
they would reconsider it the next day.

Q. So until after the reconsideration you had not begun to 
think there was anything wrong? A. No, sir.

Q. And when you talked to me it would — at the time you
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talked to me it then hadn’t occurred to you, in spite of the vote, 
that anything was wrong, or any improper suggestion had been 
made to you ? A. I  had done what ?

Q. I  will try to put it clearer. Even as late as the time we 
talked, which was the time the vote on reconsideration was 
taken, it hadn’t occurred to you that anything improper in the 
way of suggestion had been made to you ? A. That is, by that 
person ?

Q. Yes. A. No, I  didn’t stop to think of that.
Q. And although you were much surprised at the way the 

vote for reconsideration had gone, could you say you thought 
there was something wrong in the House? A. Well, I thought 
they voted wrong.

Q. What could have happened to make you change your 
mind between the time we talked in the middle of the morning 
and the time you talked to the newspaper reporters ? A. Why, 
was I against the bill when 1 talked with you ?

Q. You told the newspaper reporter or somebody afterwards 
that improper advances had been made to you? A. No, I 
didn’t use that language at all.

Q. Well, you said improper suggestions had been made to 
you ? A. No, I  didn’t use that word “ improper ” to them at 
all. I  simply told them that there was a person to see me, ex
plaining just as I  explain to you.

Q. How late was it, if it hadn’t occurred to you, that anv 
wrong suggestion had been made to you, at so late a time as 
after the vote of reconsideration wras taken and the matter was 
closed, — when did it occur to you that you had been wrongly 
approached ? A. When did it occur to me ?

Q- 1 es. A. Well, the longer I thought of it, the more I 
thought of it, the more it occurred to me that it was his intent.

Q. Now, you thought at the time that you saw me that there 
had 1 >een something wrong which made members vote against 
reconsideration, but you didn’t then, as I understand it, think 
that any improper remark had been made to you ? You thought 
that the motion for reconsideration had failed on account of 
something wrong, but it didn’t occur to you even then that the 
remark made to you was an improper one? A. Well, it might 
have occurred to me, too, and yet not thinking of telling you at 
that time.
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Q. And although we talked about it, and you expressed in

dignation at the result of the vote, it hadn’t occurred to you at 
that time — A. Well, I won’t say it didn’t occur to me, it 
might have occurred, and yet I could not think of it.

Q. It was not on your mind at that time ? A. No, it was not. 
Possibly it was on it, and I might not have had time to tell you 
all those things.

Q. You don’t remember what our conversation was ? A. No, 
I don’t.

Q. Would you be prepared to say that at the time you talked 
with me and said, “ Mr. Peabody, come here, I  want to speak 
to you,” and I said, “ What is it ? ” and you said, “ I  was very 
much surprised at the result of this reconsideration bill, I 
thought that everything was all right, and that the people really 
wanted reconsideration, and I really understood the bill would 
go through, but it looks to me now that there must be something 
wrong.” Do you say that you said that ? A. I  may have said 
that, Mr. Peabody.

Q. It didn’t occur to you at the time you were expressing 
indignation in regard to other people voting that you had been 
improperly approached ? A. I won’t say it occurred to me, or 
didn’t occur to me; it might have been on my mind and yet I 
didn’t say anything to you about it.

Q. Then why was it such a surprise to you that there was 
something wrong, if you knew at that time you had been wrongly 
approached? A. I don’t know as I have stated here, I  didn’t 
consider at that time, — the person didn’t say to me, — if they 
had said to me, “ I will give you five hundred dollars, or one 
hundred dollars, or two hundred dollars,” I would have thought 
of it right off, but the way he put it I didn’t take it very serious 
until they started to talk over about it, and then it came to me.

Q. Mr. Swig, you talked to me at that time, and stopped me 
to ask if I  thought things were wrong, did you not ? A. That 
does not follow that I  should think of everything and say it to 
you at that time.

Q. I  ask you at that time, when you talked with me, if you 
did or did not know you had been approached ? A. I cannot 
remember what I  thought at that time. It would be too much 
to expect from me to ask me to remember what I  thought at 
that time.
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Q. (by  Mr. A m es). Mr. Swig, you haven’t seen this m an 

since up to the present ? A. I  don’t know, I m ay have seen him, 
but not to recognize him.

Q. Would you recognize the man if you saw him again? 
A. Well, if he would come right up, — it would depend alto
gether under what conditions he would appear.

Q. T ou made no effort to find him, I don’t suppose, have 
you ? A. No, sir.

Q. I  don’t understand when they were talking about Mr. 
Ashley’s speaking to you, and when he told you to see the 
“ Traveler,” that he told you what the “ Traveler ” would do 
for you ? A. He didn’t say what the “ Traveler ” would do. 
I  told you what Lawson would do.

Q. I  know, but he also told you to see the “ Traveler,” accord
ing to your statement ? A. My impression is that the head of 
the “ Traveler ” wanted to have a talk with me, but-particularly 
to see Lawson, and he wanted me to tell him when I  could see 
Lawson, as Lawson intended to leave town the next day, but if 
I  would come over he would stay over, and such things as that.

Q. There was no statement of money m connection with 
your possible visit to the “ Traveler ” ? A. No, I don’t think 
so. Lawson was the one.

Q. T es. T ou told us about that. A. He said he would give 
me $3,000, and this Ashley himself wTas to get some money for 
going between us, and he would give me half of his.

Q. (by Representative T u rtle) . Did you understand from 
that talk of Ashley with you that he was trying to get you to 
tell things that you did do, or to make such statements whether 
you knew them or not? A. Well, X thought he was not very 
particular, so long as he could get the money, judging from his 
conversation, the way he talked with me, and from what I in
ferred he was looking after the money.

Q. A hat did he say to you when you told him that you didn’t 
know of any, what did he say ? A. Well, he wanted me to 
see Lawson anyway, because Lawson wants to have a talk with 
me, he heard of me, and so on, and he wanted to have a talk 
with me with this “ Traveler” man, — and there is another 
thing, he says he was going back that same night as he had an 
appointment with Lawson and he says of course that he will



268 INVESTIGATION — TESTIMONY. [June,
make the son of a b----- , that is, the bucket shop, make him
suffer, that is, for the money he got away from him.

Q. Was it after you told him that you didn’t know anything 
that he told you it would make a lot of difference to him, be
cause he wanted to get back at this fellow? A. Yes, he said he 
wanted to get back and he went back and told. Dr. Golden, and 
Dr. Golden told him he knew something about it, because he 
had been dealing in the bucket shop.

Q. When was that in reference to the time of your making 
the statements about the man that approached you, whether it 
was before you made those statements to anybody ? A. No, it 
was after.
. Q. It was after? A. No, I  didn’t make those statements. 
That is, after he alleged that I made those statements. I didn’t 
make those statements to the newspapers; that is entirely false.

Q. I don’t mean the statements in the papers, but I  under
stand you had some talk with somebody about somebody ap
proaching you ? A. Yes, I had some talk.

Q. Now, was it before or after you made those statements in 
reference to somebody approaching you ? A. Well, after it 
appeared in the papers.

Q. (by Representative A m es). Mr. Swig, have you told 
this story to any other person besides Dr. Golden prior to now ? 
A. No, sir. No I didn’t tell it to anybody.

Q. And when did you say this occurred? A. Well, I can
not remember now the date. The only way I can recall the 
day, as I say, I could go to Dr. Golden and look up the books, 
the last day they gave me the weights.

Q. Was it shortly after the day the bill was defeated in the 
House ? A. Oh, I should say it was about — it must have been 
about four or five days, after it appeared in the paper; the first 
time after the first publication.

Q. You make reference now to what appeared in the paper 
through your first revealing the circumstances that this man 
approached you in the corridor ? A. I never revealed anything; 
I  never had anything to reveal to the press.

Q. The first time you made mention of that, do you mean? 
A. The first time I  said something to this person.
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Q. You said four or five days after it occurred, what oc

curred ? A. What it said in the “ Traveler,” what I said about 
a hundred dollars.

Q. Mr. Swig, why didn’t you tell us this the last time you 
were before us ? A. About Ashley ?

Q. Yes. A. I  didn’t think of it, and I  was not asked about 
it. If  I was asked I would have thought of it. Nobody asked 
me about it and he asked me now, and I told him all the cir
cumstances.

Q. Mr. Swig, is there any other circumstance in connection 
with this bucket shop bill that we haven’t asked you specifically 
about that would be of interest to this committee ? A. I don’t 
know of a single thing.

Q. And that would embrace just such an occurrence as this 
you have just now given ? A. I  don’t know — of course, I went 
over to the “ Boston American,” and I  went over to the “ Boston 
Traveler,” to see the editors, and I  told them they were having 
wrong publications in their papers, and that they better be care
ful, that they should not take any stock in their reporters; of 
course, I have not made such statements, and something of that 
kind.

Q. What did they answer ? A. They said as much that they 
didn’t know anything about it, and they all got their information 
from was from their reporters, and if anything was done wrong, 
why they would be willing to correct it, and they were sorry for 
me, or something of that kind, something to that effect, but they 
didn’t show much sympathy, they kept it up all the time, just 
the same.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). Have you in
structed any attorney to take any proceedings against any of 
those papers ? A. No, sir.

Q. Haven’t contemplated any action against them in any 
way? A. No, sir.

Q. Taken any advice on it, hired an attorney? A. No. I 
suppose all the papers and Tom Lawson would just like such 
things as that.

Q. Bo you know the name of any person, or persons, that, 
if summoned here might throw any light on the subject-matter
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of this inquiry? A. There is one Jew fellow stopped talking 
with me on School Street and wanted to tell me some of the 
things that appeared before your committee, and I  told him I 
didn’t want to listen to it at all, I heard enough of those things.

Q. Any person, or persons, whose names you can give who 
might assist this committee if called here to testify? A. No, I 
don’t know of anybody.

Q. Is there anything, fact, statement, or information of any 
kind that you can offer in addition to what you have already 
testified that will aid this committee in ascertaining if bribery 
or improper influences or corruption existed in the House of 
Representatives this year? A. Yes, I  think I  can offer this, 
although it might look ludicrous for me to offer to this broad 
intelligent committee with broad minds, — a simple fellow like 
me to take any suggestions. I  would simply suggest to take no 
stock in Lawson and Raymond, because I  think it is all hot air 
and cheap talk, and there is nothing to it.

Q. Did you ever have any talk with Representative Thomp
son in which you came to him with a paper to sign? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. And afterwards went and got the substance of the paper 
typewritten ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And he read it ? A. The typewriting; no, he didn’t.
Q. Did he read the typewriting ? A. No, he didn’t.
Q. Did you read it to him? A. Yes, sir; he said he didn’t 

have his glasses, or something.
Q. And he said he would not sign it? A. No, he didn’t 

sav that.
Q. Did you ask him to sign it? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he say? A. He said that—-it was like this: 

I  brought it to him first in writing, and he started to read and 
he said he could not read it very well, the writing, that he could 
not read the writing very well, so I told him I  will have it 
typewritten, and I had it typewritten, but by the time I  had it 
typewritten, he told me, when I asked him to sign it, he told 
me that he appeared before the committee, I  believe, and 
somebody suggested to him that he better not have_ any more 
to say about it, or do anything about it. And now, I  am glad 
vou called my attention to that, that itself shows you how posi-
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tive I  was that I  didn’t say to him that I didn’t make any such 
statement to him when I had it written and brought it to him 
to sign it —

Q. With all due respect to you, that is argument. That is 
not testimony. We want to get your testimony. Did you offer 
to invite him to your wedding if he would sign it ? A. Why, 
no, there was no such a thing at all.

Q. Did you say further to him that you were very anxious 
for him to say to the House that you had never told him any
thing about the offer of money; that it would injure you polit
ically ? A. No, sir; I say to him this, Mr. H all: “ Mr. Thomp- 
son, you know’ I  never niake any such statement to you and I 
believe it is in justice to me and yourself that you ought to make 
that statement before the House.” That is what I say to him, 
and if he says now about this, T offered to invite him to a wed
ding and all that, if he makes that statement, then I  will take 
back when I say that I  thought he was honest, and that he was 
simply mistaken, — I simply will say he is crooked.

Q. Did you have any other talk with him afterwards in 
which you said to him, “ Don’t say anything more about this to 
anybody, we want to hush this thing up ? ” A. NTo, sir, I  never 
say that.

Q. Now, you are going to get the date in which the interview 
with Ashley was had? A. Yes, sir.

Q. (by Representative D ea n ). Did you see him, Ashley, 
more than once on this matter? A. No, sir.

Q. (by Representative W heeler). Who was the Jew on 
School street, who wanted you — A. Oh, I  have seen his name 
in the paper —

Q. (by Representative T u r t le). Was it Jacobovitz?. A. NTo.
Q. Biloski ? A. Yes, sir.
Representative H ayes (Chairman pro tem). That is all.
The W itness. I want it corrected, so far as T say, what I 

said about remembering, — I want it corrected to say that I 
don’t want to remember the different jokes, but so far as giving 
you any information or knowledge in regard to the bribery case,
I would be only too glad to give you any information, and I 
want to remember what I have done or said so T could give you 
any information.
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Ma t  25, 1906.

J ohn M. M cD onald — sworn.
Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) . What is your 

full name? A. John M. McDonald.
Q. You are a member of the House? A. Yes.
Q. Have you ever seen or heard anything in the House or 

out of it relative to the use of money, or other improper 
influence, at this session of the Legislature? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you been approached yourself, directly or in
directly, or your vote solicited, either properly or improperly, 
on any subject of legislation ? A. No, sir; not improperly.

Q. Do you know of any member that has been so ap
proached? A. No, sir.

Q. Have you ever seen any act or thing on the part of any
body in the House or out of it that gives you just grounds to 
believe, or reasonable grounds for suspicion, that improper 
influences are at work in the State House? A. No, sir; not 
in my two years of experience.

Q. Do you know any of the so-called lobbyists? A. Yes, 
some.

Q. Have they ever spoken to you or you to them relative to 
any matter of legislation at this session? A. No, sir.

Q. Has any person whom you did not know spoken to you 
about any bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Has anybody spoken to you, properly or improperly, 
about this bucket shop bill? A. No, sir.

Q. Can you give the name of any person to this committee 
that you think will assist the committee in this inquiry? A. 
No, sir ; I cannot give you any name, under the circumstances ; 
I don’t know of anybody that would be likely to enlighten the 
committee.

Q . (by Representative L o w ell) .  Have you had any talk 
with Mr. Swig since the newspapers came out on this matter? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Or Mr. Le'onard? A. No, sir.
Q. Or Mr. Gethro? A. No, sir; I don't know Mr. Leon

ard— I didn't know him until about a week or two ago; I 
knew he was a member of the House, but I didn’t know who 
he was.
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Q. Did you ever have any talk with Mr. Getliro, either be

fore or after the papers came out? A. No, sir. Of course 
we talked about matters pertaining to things in the House,—I 
had known him for some time, and I had served with him in 
the City Council, — but nothing in regard to any legislation.

The Spe a k e r . Any member desire to ask any questions ? That is all, Mr. McDonald.
J un e  8, 1906.J o h i M. M cD ostald — recalled.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all). Y ou have been sworn before ? A. Yes.
Q. Ion  have been recalled here for the purpose of giving 

any information you have relative to a statement alleged to 
have ^been made in your presence by Representative Mock ? 
A. Well, one day, I  have forgotten exactly what clay it was, it 
vas three or four, perhaps five days, after the statement came 
out about Mr. Leonard, Mr. Burnett of Melrose and myself 
were walking through the back corridor of the House- and we 
got to the door where the vestibule is, and we were talking, 
going along, and Mr. Burnett and I  were talking over the sit
uation of affairs, and I  spoke of the bucket shop briberv, and 
he asked me what I thought about it, and I  told him I  didn’t 
knov what to think of that, and I  said it is strange because this 
is my second year, and nobody has approached me in regard to 
anything, and he says, “ This is my fifth month and nobody 
has said anything to me,” and just as we got to the vestibule, 
we met Mr. Mock, and Mr. Burnett spoke to Mr. Mock and 
asked him practically the same questions.

Q. -Just what were the questions? A. The questions were 
these: What do you think of the bribery matters in regard to 
the bucket shop bill ? ” Mr. Mock says, “ I  don’t know what to 
think, I  think they are all bosh, or buncombe.” And I says,
'• It is my second year, and I  never have been approached,” and 
I never thought any more about it, and I  think it was a week, 

two weeks ago to-day, — two or three weeks ago, I  have for
gotten which, Mr. Burnett came to me and asked me if I  re
membered the statement Mr. Mock made to me, and I  said I 
did distinctly, now you brought it up, and he asked me what 
they were, and I said that Mr. Mock said that he had never
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been approached by anybody, that it was all bosh or buncombe, 
he used one of those two words, I don’t know which, and then I 
was down near City ITall, some two weeks ago, two weeks ago to
morrow, and I  came out of the back of City Hall, and I met 
Mr. Gethro’s attorney, Mr. Coakley, and we shook hands, and 
he asked me how things were looking on the hill and I  told him 
that I couldn’t tell what was going on, but I told him I did 
know of some information that perhaps would do him some good, 
his client, and he asked me what it was, and I  told him about 
Mr. Burnett and I  meeting Mr. Mock and the statement he 
made, and he said, “ Would you be satisfied to go before the 
committee and tell it to them,” and I told him I  had been before 
the committee, but I  told him if I  was recalled I  would have to 
give the truth. I  said, “ I have not been mixed up in the thing, 
and I don’t care to be dragged into the matter, but if it is going 
to do the committee any good, I  will have to go and tell the 
truth.” I  heard no more from him — he said, “ Perhaps I  will 
see you later,” and yesterday he sent a messenger to me and 
told me he was going to have me appear before the committee 
again, so I didn’t hear any more until I  got a notification this 
morning that I  was wanted again in the State House. That is 
all I  have to say in regard to it.

Q. Hid you see Mock’s statement in the paper? A. I saw 
the picture, I  read the statement, but I read so much of it, I 
didn’t bother reading his statement at all, I just saw the head 
lines; I  did not go through it thoroughly; I  saw the statement in 
the “ Globe.”

Q. Did you know the purport of the article from the head 
lines? A. That is all.

Q. Did you ever have occasion to speak to Mock about it 
afterwards? A. Ho, sir; I  never spoke to him afterwards; we 
passed the time of day or something like that.

The Spe a k er . Any questions to ask Mr. McDonald?
Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ). So I  understand, Mr. 

McDonald, you met Mr. Mock as he was going in when you 
were coming out? A. Ho, he was coming out as we were going 
in, and we met in the vestibule near where Mr. Patrick sits; it 
was in the vestibule between the two doors, it didn’t last but 
about two minutes and we separated.
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Q. Did the conversation that Mr. Burnett had and Mr. Mock 

joined in with occur to you when Mr. Mock’s statement ap
peared in the paper a little later ? A. Well, it did occur to me, 
and I  didn’t think anything of it until Mr. Burnett spoke to 
me about the matter. It didn’tyjccur to me just at that present 
time, but when Mr. Burnett spoke to me I  remembered- every 
word he said as we met in the corridor, and after that I went to 
Mr. Coakley and told him of it. I thought no more of it until 
after Mr. Burnett spoke of it, he came to me and said, “ Do 
you remember the statement that Mock made ? ” I said, 
“ Yes, I  do now when you speak of it.” I  says, “ Yes, I do 
remember it distinctly, the words he used.”

Q. (by the S pe a k er ). I will ask you to repeat the exact 
words Mr. Mock used again, the statement and the order in 
which he said it ? A. The order in which he said it, — he said, 
“ I  have not heard anything.” And he said, “ It was all bosh,” 
or “ buncombe.” He said, “ I  don’t know anything of it.” lie 
said, “ It was all bosh,” or “ buncombe ” — I think it was 
“ buncombe.”

Q. Did he say he hadn’t been offered it, or approached? A. 
He said he didn’t know anything at all about it, that he hadn’t 
been approached by anybody, and he thought it was all bun
combe.

Q. Whether he said he didn’t know anything about it, or 
whether he said he hadn’t been approached? A. Or words to 
that effect, that he hadn’t been approached by anybody.

Q. You remember that distinctly? A. Yes, those are the 
words he used when Mr. Burnett spoke to him; those were the 
words he used, that he hadn’t been approached by anybody, and 
he thought it was all buncombe.

The S pea k er . Any other questions ? That is all.
J u ne  7, 1906.

T homas W . L awson —  recalled and sworn.
Q. (by the A ttorney-G e n e r a l ). I am asked by the com

mittee to ask you some questions, Mr. Lawson. Have you 
personal knowledge of any act in your presence, or any state
ments made to you by any member of the present Legislature 
relatino- to or connected with any corrupt or unlawful offer,
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suggestion or solicitation or demand with regard to any legis
lation which was or is pending in the present House of Repre
sentatives? A. Made to me personally?

Q. Have you personal knowledge— A. I take that to 
mean —

Q. — of any act in your presence, or any statements made 
to you by any member of the present Legislature ? A. Haven’t 
I already answered that, Mr. Attorney-General?

Q. I will request that you answer it now, if you please. 
A. Well, I should like to answer it as I did before, that I 
have never been present when a member of the Legislature 
was given a bribe, or gave a bribe, and I have never had a 
member- of the Legislature, — present Legislature, — person
ally tell me that he had taken a bribe or given a bribe. I 
think that answers it.

Q. Then you have no personal knowledge of any act in 
your presence or any statements made to you by any member 
of the present House of Representatives? A. Well, if that 
is what my answer means. I intend to have it mean that.

Q. That is what I wanted to get at. Have you re
ceived any information from any person, or persons, of facts, 
transactions, or statements tending to show any corrupt or 
unlawful conduct of any member of the present House of 
Representatives with regard to any legislation which was or 
is pending in the present Legislature? A. May I have that 
again ?

Q. Have you received any information from any person or 
persons, of facts, transactions or statements tending to show 
any corrupt or unlawful conduct of any member of the present 
House of Representatives with regard to any legislation which 
was or is pending in the present Legislature? I will read the 
first two lines again : Have 3 011 received any information from 
anj? person, or persons, of facts, transactions or statements 
tending to show any corrupt or unlawful conduct of any member 
of the present House of Representatives ? A. I could not 
answer it yes or no. I may have.

Q. Give the name or names of the person or persons, if any, 
from whom you received any information relative to anjr cor
rupt or unlawful conduct ot any member of the present House 
of Representatives? A. I should have to answer that, I think,
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as I did the other day, but I am advised I have no — that I will 
be held liable for any damage I may do to any one by repeating 
those things that I do not personally — that I have no personal 
knowledge of.

Q. I ask you to give the name or the names of the person or 
persons, if any, from whom you received any information rela
tive to any corrupt or unlawful conduct of any member of the 
present House of Representatives. I haven’t asked what it was. 
I ask you to give the name or names ? A. I don’t think I could 
give any name or names. I have heard so much, and it has 
been so — some general and some specific, and so widely scat
tered that I don’t think that I could, if 1 wished to.

Q. Do you mean to answer that you can give this commit
tee no name or names, and that you have no information of any 
such name or names? A. I mean to say that I don’t think that 
I can give any name or names, that I would be willing to make 
oath to as having given me information or facts in connection 
with the subject.

Q. What person or persons have you communicated with, 
directly or indirectly, relative to obtaining information con
cerning any corrupt or unlawful offer, suggestion, solicitation 
or demand with regard to any legislation which was or is pend
ing in the present House of Representatives ? What persons, 
— I will ask that again,— what person or persons have you 
communicated with, directly or indirectly, relative to obtain
ing information concerning any corrupt or unlawful offer, 
suggestion, solicitation, or demand, with regard to any legis
lation which was or is pending in the present House of Rep
resentatives? A. I think I should give the answer that I did 
to the previous question.

Q. And that is, Mr. Lawson, what, please? A. That I 
have heard so much, and it has been so scattered, and in such 
ways, that I don’t think I could give the committee, even if I 
desired to, the names of any particular persons.

Q. As a matter of fact, Mr. Lawson, do you mean that no 
one has given you the information I ask you to give this 
committee? A. Well, I don’t think, although I believe the 
Attorney-General means to make it a fair question, that it is 
hardly a fair question, after my answer.

Q. My question is whether, — and 1 do not think it is priv-
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ileged, according to the cases, Mr. Lawson,— whether you 
have anjr name or names of persons who have communicated 
with you directly or indirectly, relative to these corrupt or 
unlawful offers, suggestions, solicitations or demands with 
regard to any legislation which was or is pending in the 
present House of Representatives? A. Well, I don’t think 
that— I think that if I had any particular name in mind 
when that question is asked, I think perhaps I should give it, 
but with a general question of that kind, covering such ground, 
and leading me into that dangerous ground of rumor and sur
mise where I might cause a considerable damage to others, to 
which I understand I have been held personally responsible, I 
don’t think I should want to change my answer, with all due 
respect to the committee, and my desire to do what I can to 
assist them in their investigation.

Q. Have you anything, or any names, except obtained by 
rumor or surmise, Mr. Lawson? A. I think, Mr. Attorney- 
General, that that is, seems to be an unfair question to ask me, 
after my lengthy explanation before, how I have proceeded in 
this matter.

Q. The committee desire and insist upon an answer, Mr. 
Lawson. A. Will you repeat your question ?

[The question read as follows: “ Have you any thing, or 
any names, except obtained by rumor or surmise, Mr. Law- 
son ? ”]

The W itness . I should have to fall back on my previous 
answers, as your question covers, to me, a layman in law, such 
a broad field as to the meaning of rumors, surmises, etc., that 
I should have to fall back on my original answers.

Q. That you have no such names, or name, that you can 
give this committee? A. No, I don’t think I have given any 
such answer.

Q. Then, what will that answer be, please ? A. The answer 
will be, as my previous one was, that I don’t see that I can give 
an answer yes or no to that question.

Q. Will you please make your own answer to it then? A. 
T think I have covered it in my — in the answer just previous, 
that it is a question covering so broad a ground that to answer 
it properly and safely, that is, safely within my rights, it would
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be necessary for me to know what that question meant, so far 
as it involved my rights legally.

Q. What the committee wants is the name or names of any 
persons who have informed you that there was bribery prac
tised in the present House of Representatives, and I ask you 
that question. A. I don’t think, Mr. Attorney-General, that 
you did ask that question.

Q. I ask it now, then. A. I think I have already answered 
fully, when I answered I do not think I could answer that, that 
I could give any names, even if I desired to. I think that 
would cover that.

Q. In an advertisement which you published, and which was 
read to you the other day, you said that members of the House 
of Representatives had been bribed. The committee now ask 
you to give the nature of that information from which the ad
vertisement was published. A. I have already answered that 
when I have said that I cannot, never having been present when 
bribes were given or taken, and never had any confessions from 
those who had given them or taken them, I could not make 
oath that they had been taken or given without doing that 
which is wrong.

Q. But you have published an advertisement that some of 
the members of the Legislature, whose names you have not 
given, have taken bribes for aiding in the passage, or in the 
defeat of a bill. You are called upon to testify now in the 
matter, and the committee ask you for the name or names of 
those from whom you have received information touching your 
charge of bribery and the nature of that information. A. I 
have explained that fully, I think, in my previous examination, 
when I stated how I went to work to arrive at that conclusion, 
and when I stated that it was not — that I am advised that it 
is not safe for me to damage any person, member of the Legis
lature or any other, by stating things that I cannot personally 
prove.

Q. Could you give any names, even if you desired to, Mr. 
Lawson? A. I think my previous answer covers that, that I 
could not give any names that I could testify to in a court of 
law as having personal knowledge that they have received or 
given bribes.
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Q. But my question is narrower than that. I ask you, have 

you names from whom you received information, and the com
mittee rule that that is competent in cases which have been 
decided in that way, and that if you have such names, you 
must answer. A. I think I have already answered that when 
.-I stated that I don’t think I  could give any names, if I desired 
to ,— if I desired to is another thing, — but I don’t think I 
could give the names if I desired to.

Q. (by the Spe a k e r ) Mr. Lawson, do we understand by 
that, that you would not be able to give them, if you desired 
to ? A. I don’t think at the minute I would be able to give 
those names if I desired to, now, when you ask me.

Q. Would you change that, that jrou would not be able to 
give anj7 names if you desired? A. I don’-t think I would be 
able to give any names at the time you asked the question, if 
I desired to.

Q. Is it your desire to help this committee in finding out 
any information? A. It is my desire, as I stated at my 
previous examination, to aid the committee in every way 
possible, and I wish to give them all the information that I 
fairly and honestly can, but I don't think it is fair of the com
mittee to attempt to make me do the work of the committee, 
or the work of those whom the committee can hire to have it 
done.

The Spe a k e r . Does the committee desire to ask  Mr. 
Lawson any questions? Mr. Lawson would you be willing 
to sit out in the other room and wait for us?

Mr. L awson. Certainly.
[Mr. Lawson retires.]
[Mr. Lawson recalled.]

’ The Spe a k e r . Mr. Lawson there is nothing more; we just 
wanted to thank you for your attendance on the committee. 
That is all.

Mr. L awson. Much obliged to you.
J u ne  7, 1906.

Ch ester  W. A shley  —  sworn.
Q . (by Assistant Attorney-General H all) . M hat is the 

full name? A. Chester M . Ashley.
Q. And you live, where ? A. Taunton.
(). What is your business? A. Druggist.
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Q. How long have you been engaged in the drug business? 

A. About fourteen years.
Q. Have you at any time had any financial interest as a 

dealer in any brokerage concern? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When? A. Oh for the last three or four years, up to 

the first of this year.
Q. Where. A. The biggest part of it was with J. J. 

Quinlan & Company.
Q. Where? A. What do you mean, where they were?
Q. Where your office was? A. That was in Taunton.
Q. What was your connection with the office? A. Why, 

I ran the office; I did business with them on a commission 
basis ; they paid me so much.

Q. You ran the office on a commission basis? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And dealt with them in Boston ? A. Yes.
Q. You ceased to do that on the 1st of January? A. I 

ceased to do business with them the 4th of January, 1905.
Q. Who was your successor? A. They sent a man from 

their Boston office to run it.
Q. Does he still run it? A. Yes.
Q. What is the name of their local man ? A. Fred Harmon.
Q. Do you know him? A. Yes, I speak to him, but I 

have not been in love with him since then, so I am not very 
well acquainted with him.

Q. Have you ever exchanged any words with him about the 
bucket shop bill? A. Yes, all I said to him, I met him the 
other day, and he said I heard you were in Boston the other 
day before the House, and I said no.

Q. He said to you he understood you were in Boston? A. 
Yes.

Q. And that is everything you said to him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you have any interest yourself in the bucket shop 

legislation this year? A. No, sir.
Q. None at all? A. No, sir.
Q. Either for or against ? A. No, sir.
Q. Either for yourself or any other person? A. No, sir; I 

am out of it, I didn’t care.
Q. Did you talk with anybody about it? A. Yes, sir; I 

talked with Mr. Flanagan about it.
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Q. When? A. About a week, I guess — or when it was 

on in the House.
Q. Is that John V.? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where did you talk with him? A. In Boston.
Q. Which Boston office? A. Kilby Street.
Q. Who was present besides you two? A. Nobody.
Q. What was that talk? A. Oh, he was talking about how 

the market bad been going against him, and he said this too 
coming on top of the rest of it makes things prfetty hard.

Q. What was the occasion of your being there? A. I went 
there to see if I could get some money that he owed me.

Q. That arose out of your connection at Taunton? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. And in the course’of your demand for an accounting of 
the money he spoke about the market? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And then, he said, among the other evils that he was 
having, was the bucket shop bill legislation? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did he say about' it particularly. A. He didn’t 
say — I don’t know as he said much of anything — he is very 
quiet.

Q. Other than the statements that you have made, did he 
say anything about it? A. I don’t think that he did, but I 
don’t know.

Q. Are you positive? A. No, sir.
Q. So he may have said something else ? A. He may have 

said something else ; yes, sir.
Q. What else do you think he said? A. I don’t remember.
Q. Do you mean that you can’t remember? A. No, sir, I 

don’t.
Q. Do you think there was something else? A. Probably 

there were more words than that, yes.
Q. But you have no recollection ? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you had any talk with him before or since about 

the bucket shop bill? -V. No, sir.
Q. What are your relations with Flanagan ? A. Well, they 

didn’t wind up very agreeably.
Q. What are they now? A. The same as they ended. He 

still owes me money and I cannot get it, and I don’t think 
they are very agreeable.
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Q. So your relations with him are not pleasant? A. Xo, 

sir.
Q. Do you think it is likely if he said anything else about 

the bucket shop bill, you wjould remember it? A. I don’t 
think he did, nothing that amounted to anything.

Q. You are positive of that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Why do you smile, what is there interesting to you about 

it? A. Xothing.
Q. Did you ever talk with Quinlan. A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, when? A. I think I talked with him ,— yes, I 

talked with him the same day, before I saw Flanagan.
Q. Did he say anything about the bucket shop bill ? A. Xo, 

sir.
Q. Did you talk with any other person connected with them? 

A. Xo, sir.
Q. So they are the only two persons you talked with? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you make any suggestions to them that if you didn’t 

get the money you would do something? A. Xo, sir.
Q. Did you tell them if you didn’t get your money you 

would see what you could do? A. Xo, sir.
Q. That you would make it hot for them? A. Xo, sir.
Q. Or use any influence you might have on the bucket shop 

bill? A. Xo, sir.
Q. What did you do about getting your money ? A. I put 

it in the hands of Samuel K. Hamilton, that was a year ago 
last January, and that is as far as it has got.

Q. He is your attorney ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And outside of that you never did anything ? A. Xo, sir.
Q. Did you have any interest in the bucket shop bill, enough 

to speak any person about it ? A. XTo, sir; I thought I would, 
but I didn’t do it.

Q. Why not? A. Well, I don’t know— if I had spoke to 
them about it, I should have asked them to speak in favor of it.

Q. On the ground that you believed in the bill? A. That 
I believed it was going to hurt Flanagan more than anybody 
else, and if I could hurt him I would be willing to do it.

Q. But notwithstanding that you did not speak with anybody 
connected with the Legislature, or any other person, or make 
any suggestions to Flanagan? A. Xo, sir.
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Q. You are absolutely positive you did not tell Flanagan 

you hoped the bill would pass? A. Xo, sir, because I was in 
hopes to get my money; he had promised it to me.

Q. Y"ou never got it, I understand? A. No, sir.
Q. You never did anything except put the claim in the hands 

of your attorney? A. No, sir ; he told me he could easily get 
it, but 1 don’t know, I have not seen it.

Q. What was your occasion for going to the “ Boston 
Traveler ” about it? A. I got foolish, I suppose.

Q. You did go, did you? A. YYs, I was in Boston —
Q. You spoke to the “ Traveler” people about your claim 

against Flanagan? A. YYs.
Q. And you wanted them to do something? A. No, sir, I 

did not.
Q. What did you go down there for? A. I told y0u I got 

foolish. I met my old operator, and it was when thejr first 
commenced on the bucket shops, and he said, “ Here is a 
chance to get square with Flanagan.”

Q. You did, didn’t you? A. YYs, sir.
Q. What did you go and give your story to them for? I 

though I would get square with Flanagan.
Q. Have you not told me you did not do a single thing ex

cept going to see your attorney ? A. I don’t call that any
thing, because they didn’t —

Q. Don’t atou call going to the “ Traveler ” and telling your 
story to them, to get square with Flanagan doing something? 
A. I don’t think you put the question that way, I thought you 
meant a legal way. That is the only way I could get the 
money surely.

Q. I didn’t ask you about getting the money. I asked you 
if you did any other thing to get even with them, — you did 
that? A. I certaiuly did that.

Q. Now, what else have j-ou done? A. I have talked with 
customers in Taunton, I guess.

Q. Yes, quite a few, haven’t you? A. Yes.
Q. There are two things you did? A. Y'es, sir.
Q. One was to go to the “ Traveler,” and you have spoken 

to people about the bill? A. No, sir.
Q. What did you talk about? A. About stopping their 

trading with Quinlan.
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Q. And you did that quite frequently? A. Yes.
Q. That is something you did to get even with them, isn’t 

it ? A. That is the same thing.
Q. It is not the same thing as seeing the “ Boston Traveler,” 

is it? A. No, sir.
Q. That is another thing, isn’t it? A, Yes, sir.
Q. Is there any other thing you did? A. No, sir.
Q. Do'you think you spoke to anybody for or against the 

bucket shop bill? A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Positive about that? A. No, sir, I did not.
Q. On reflection, you will say on your oath you did not? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know Simon Swig? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Ever have any talk with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. TYhat about? A. It was about this lull, I suppose.
Q. Oh, you had a talk with somebody about the bucket 

shop bill? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were wrong about that, then? A. Yes, but not for 

or against it.
Q. Now, on reflection, how many other people besides Simon 

Swig did you talk with ? A. I spoke to Dean about it.
Q. Do you realize you are under oath ? A. Yes, sir. When 

you asked me about this, you said “ for or against,” and I 
didn’t speak to any one for or against it.

Q. I asked you in my examination if you talked with any
body about the bucket shop bill, — did you understand that 

'question? A. Yes.
Q. And you said no. Do you think it is for you to say no 

until we find out something you do know, and then say 
yes? A. I can’t  remember all these things ; I remember about 
it when you bring it out.

Q. You didn’t remember that you spoke to the “ Traveler” 
people until it was called to your attention? A. Yes.

Q. Now, I ask you to exhaust your recollection of every 
person you talked with about the bucket shop legislation? 
A. That is pretty hard.

Q. We will give you all the time you want. We will start 
you with Simon Swig and Dean ? A. No others that I know of.

Q. Which Dean was it? A. W. M., I believe.
Q. A member of the House? A. Yes.
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Q. Where does he come from ? A. Taunton.
Q. Anj other persons? A. Not that I think of.
Q. Any other person, member of the House or otherwise, 

Boston or other place, that you have exchanged a word with 
about the bucket shop bill? A. No; I probably talked to a 
good many people about it, but nobody that I thought it made 
any difference; just my acquaintances.

Q. I have not asked you anything about that. I asked you 
for the people you have talked with? A. I don't think of any. 
I talked with quite a lot about it, but I don’t remember any.

Q. Have you talked with any persons about any corruption 
or bribery at the State House,— with any person? A. I 
probably have.

Q. Who? A. I don’t remember.
Q. Well, reflect, please, and see if you can refresh your 

recollection? A. No, 1 don’t remember of anybody.
Q. Who did you see at the “ Traveler” office, do you re

member? A. This time I saw Mr. Noble.
Q. What did you say to him? A. I gave him my story 

about Flanagan.
Q. And what else? A. That is all.
Q. Did you ever talk with Noble since? A. Yes.
Q. When? A. When this bill came up they telephoned 

for me to come in, the}r wanted to see me.
Q. The “ Traveler ? ” A. Yes.
Q. Who did you see besides Noble? A. Fahey.
Q. What was the talk? A. It was about my going to get’ 

this reward of Lawson’s. They said they thought I could get 
it, and, as they put it, “ We could get it ” with my help. And 
they talked it over, how it would be the wisest way for me to 
go for it. I told them I thought I could not get it, but I had 
not read the paper. When I got home I read the paper to see 
what Lawson said about it, and he said evidence to convict; 
they talked who would be the best man to see, whether to go 
and see Swig, or a person I could get in New York that I felt 
pretty sure could get it, and they thought best to. go and see 
Swig.

Q. Their scheme was to get Swig rather than somebody from 
New York? A. Yes.
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Q. And you were going to get him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Go ahead. A. So I went to see Mr. Swig that night 

and told him what thejr said.
Q. Won’t you give the conversation with Swig — by the 

way — there was somebody present, was there ? A. No, sir.
Q. No other person heard the talk between you and Swig? 

A. No, sir.
Q. How many talks did you have with Swig? A. One.
Q. Are you positive no other person was present? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Or within hearing distance? A. No, sir.
Q. Or in sight? A. They might have been in sight, he and 

I was in an alleyway talking about it, and somebody might 
have seen us.

Q. Go on. A. I told him I had been to the “ Traveler,” 
and I told him what they said —

Q. Positive you used the “ Traveler’s ” name to Swig? A. 
Yes, sir; I told him what they said; I told him they kept me 
waiting quite a while. They had some kind of a hearing on 
the matter that afternoon and had decided to drop it, and they 
told me in the ‘ ‘ Traveler ’ office that that was a bluff, that 
they were going to make Mr. Swig think they had bluffed it, 
and was going to bring it up next day before the House and 
make a monkey of him.

Q. You told Swig the “ Traveler” people had told you 
that? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that is what the “ Traveler” people told you? A. 
Yes, sir. When I went into the “ Traveler” office Noble told 
me that Speaker Cole and some other members of the House 
was in the office with Mr. Fahey and I would have to wait a 
while, and I did most of my talking with Noble.

Q. Did you afterwards see Fahey? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you see any other persons there except Noble and 

he? A. Not that I knew. I know that there were no mem
bers of the House there that I saw.

Q. You knew there was no member of the House there? 
A. Yes, sir. Swig said the paper ripped it into him pretty 
hard, and I made the suggestion to him, I said, “ Mr. Swig, I 
think }rou know who is paying out this money,” I said, “ I
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want to catch Flanagan and I would like [to have you help 
me.” He said, if there was anything that he knew he would 
let me know, if he learned of anything. And he asked me if 
I could get the “ Traveler” to let up on him, and I told him I 
would see what I could do. There were more words, but I 
don't remember them.

Q. That is the substance of it? A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you make report to the “ Traveler?” A. 

The next day I called them up on the telephone.
Q. Who did you talk with? A. Fahey.
Q. What did you talk about? A. I told him I had seen 

Swig and I thought he could get the names of the people that 
had been offered the money. I asked him if he would let up 
on Swig.

Q. What did he say? A. He said they weren’t going to 
give it to Swig very hard that day anyway. I told him I 
thought by Monday I could have those names, and he wanted 
to know if I could not have them that day.

Q. What names? A. Of the men who were putting out the 
money.

Q. What did you do to get those names? A. I didn’t do 
anything.

Q. You told him jmu thought you could get them. A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. What were your reasons for thinking you could get them ? 
A. I thought Mr. Swig could probably get them for me.

Q. Is that the only source of information you relied on? 
A. Yes sir.

Q. What was the other scheme, the New York end of it? 
A. I was to have a man come from New York, who I was 
pretty sure could get it.

Q. .What is his name? A. I didn’t have him come.
Q. What is his name ? I didn’t ask you why you didn’t have 

him come. A. I should not want to give his name.
Q. Well, the committee want his name; what is his name? 

A. Do I have to tell his name?
Q. Yes. A. I don’t think so.
The Spe a k er  : You will have to tell his name.
Q. You can tell his name or take the consequences.
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The S peaker : Just as you please.
The W itness : His name is O'Brien.
Q. What is his first name? A. William H. O’Brien.
Q. Where does he live? A. Dorchester.
Q. What is his address in Dorchester? A. I don’t know.
Q. Where was he when you expected to get him? A. I 

don’t know, I knew he was in New York ; I didn’t know his ad
dress.

Q. What was he doing in New York? A. I don't know.Q. What does he do in Boston ? A. He isn't doing any
thing in Boston.

Q. When did you last see him? A. A week ago lastSunday.
Q. Where? A. Taunton.
Q. What was he doing there? A. lie is a member of a 

lodge of Elks, and he was down there to a meeting.
Q. Did you talk with him ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Anything about the subject-matter of this inquiry? A. 

I don’t think I did.
Q. Have you ever? A. No, sir ; I don't think so.
Q. What reasons did you have to believe that he could 

furnish information as to the names of persons in this Legis
lature who were approached? A. Well, he used to work for 
me, he was my operator, and he, stood in with the brokers in 
Boston here pretty well, and he had told me about deals like 
this that -had ^one through before, and I was pretty sure that I 
could get it this time.

Q. What talks have you had with him ahout it? A. With 
who ?

Q. With him about it? A. Nothing about this one.
Q. Last year? A. Yes, I talked with him last year. I 

remember his talking about, — I believe there was the same 
bill up last year.

Q. What did he tell you? A. He told me that they were 
bought.

Q. Who were bought ? A. I don’t know.
Q. Who did you think; did you inquire? A. I didn’t ask 

him.
Q. Who bought them? A. Well, if 1 remember right, it 

was the Flanagans.
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Q. He said so? A. Yes, sir.
Q- Wliat are the particulars? A. Well, they had always 

got $7,000 before, and they stuck out for $10,000.
Q- Who was “ they ? ” A. The people who got the money.
Q. Did he tell you? A. No, sir.
Q. Meaning the members of the Legislature? A. Yes.
Q. Did they get the $10,000 according to his statement? 

A. Yes.
Q. When did he tell you ? A. It was some time last year, 

I don't know when.
Q. It was last year that he told you? A. Yes, because he 

is not working for me this year.
Q. What time last year ? A. I don’t remember; he worked 

for me all through last year; sometime in the fall.
Q. What time in the year did he tell you? A. It must 

have been in the fall, the latter part.
Q. Of last year? A. Yes, sir.
Q. That they got the money last year or this year? A. 

They got it last year.
Q. At the time he told you they had it then? A. Yes.
Q. How much was it? A. $10,000.
Q. What is his Dorchester address? A. I don't know,
Q. So those are the two sources from which you thought 

you could get the information? A. Yes, sir. ,
Q. What did the “ Traveler”, say to you, either Noble or 

Fahey about their representing anybody ? A. About their 
representing anybody ?

Q. Yes. A. Well, they gave me to understand they were 
representing Mr. Lawson.

Q. Yes, what did they say? A. Well, I questioned about 
if I got the evidence that I could get the money.

Q. What did they say? A. They said there was no doubt 
about that, I would get the money all right.

Q. Did they say in substance or effect that they were repre
senting Lawson in it? A. No, I don’t think they said they 
represented Lawson, but when they telephoned to me they 
said that Mr. Lawson would be at their office, if I would come 
in, to meet me.

Q. And you went in? A. I went in.
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Q. And expected to meet Lawson? A. Yes, but he was 

not there.
Q. When Lawson was not there what did they saj as an 

explanation of hi£ not being there? A. That he was busy, or 
something. I didn’t expect to see him.

Q. They told you they expected him there over the tele
phone? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And when you got there they told you he Avas busy? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you rely on their statement? A. I had up to that.
Q. Did you rely on their statements to get this evidence ? 

A. No, sir.
Q. Yes, you did, you Avent to see Swig? A. I went to see 

Swig to get the evidence, but I made up my mind the next day 
they AArere stringing me.

Q. Who paid your fare to Boston? A. I did.
Q. And back? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did they call you on the telephone or did you call them? 

A. The first time they called me, and the second time I called 
them.

Q. Who paid for the telephone message ? A. I did.
Q. And you never asked them for it? A. No, s ir ; I came 

in tAvo or three times and paid my car fare, and they didn't 
pay it. I told them it Avould cost money to get the evidence 
from the man in New York, but they didn’t offer to pay for 
anything.

Q. The other two times you came in and talked Avith them, 
Avhat did you tell them? A. I think I was in twice. The 
second time I didn’t go in to see them, but I A\Tas in Boston 
and I A\rent in there.

Q. Who did you see? A. I think I saw Mr. Noble. I saw 
Mr. Fahey, I know, both times.

Q. Give the  conversation the  second tim e? A. Well, 1 
don’t rem em ber m uch about it . It Avas the  first tim e th a t it 
am ounted to  any th ing . No, I  haAre not been in since I  saAV 
SAvig.

Q. Then you Avere in twice before you saAv SAvig? A. 
Well, I am pretty sure I was in there twice, but I don’t re
member, only I Avas in Friday, and I saw SAvig Friday night, 
but I don’t remember the other time.
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Q. Was the first time the time you went there to see Swio-’

** C> 'A. That was the first time, I think, but I don’t remember.
Q. The first time you went there was the time you expected 

to see Lawson? A. "Yes, sir.
Q. And did not? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And now you saw Fahey or Noble, 'or one or the other 

of them another time before you saw Swig, didn’t you? A. 
No, I think that was the time that I expected to see Lawson,—- 
I know it was,— it was a Friday that he put his ad in the 
paper.

Q. So, on reflection you think you saw Noble and Fahey 
onl}7' once; is that it? A. No, I saw them after I saw Swig, 
because I remember talking with Noble about it.

Q. Now, give us that conversation. A. I'think it is prac- 
tically the same as I told you. I told them what Swig told 
me,-—I told him what Swig told me.

Q. And what was that? A. That if he did get anything he 
would give it to me.

Q. Did Swig tell you he would give you any information? 
A. Swig said if he learned who it was, he would let me know.

Q. Did Swig say he didn't know who it was? A. Yes.
Q. And you went and told that to Noble? A. I think I 

did.
Q. And then what did Noble say to you? A. Well, I don’t 

remember, he said quite a lot about Swig, but I don’t remember 
what it wras ; he said he was a liar and such things as that.

Q. Did he ask you to make any further investigations? A. 
Oh, yes, he did, he wanted me to push it as hard as I could.

Q. And what did you say? A. I didn’t say anything.
Q. You went out then ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And haven’t been there since? A. No, sir.
Q. Have they tried to communicate with you since? A. 

No, sir.
Q. Did you have an}r misunderstandings or words with them 

the second talk? A. With the “ Traveler?”
Q. With Noble or Fahey? A. No, sir.
Q. Now, let me call your attention once more,— is there 

any other person you spoke to about this other than you have 
told me? A. I don’t think there is.
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Q. And you think you have given me, this committee, 

everything relative to your connection with the bucket shop 
legislation, or with the subject-matter of this inquiry. A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. And on your oath you repeat that, do you? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. (by the S peaker) . Can you recall what day it was that 
you were at the ‘ ‘ Traveler ” office and had your talk with Mr. 
Noble? A. Well, it was a Fridays but I don’t know what day 
it was, what the date was; I know it was a Friday. It was 
the day that Swig made the statement that first got into the 
papers.

Q. And you met Mr. Noble there? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And what did Mr. Noble say to you? A. He told me 

that Lawson had offered a reward of $5,000 and Raymond 
$1,000, and he says “ I think you are the man who can go get 
this.”

Q. What is it? A. He says, “ I think you are the man who 
can go get this.”

Q. Is that all? A. Well, I was there over an hour, and 
there was quite a little talk, but I don’t remember what it was.

Q. Was that the day you said a conference was being held 
in Mr. Fahey’s room? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Tell me about that? A. When I came, he came out and 
said I would have to wait a few moments ; he said, “ Speaker 
Cole and a few other members are in there having a conference 
with Mr. Fahey.”

Q. Members of what ? A. I don’t know; I supposed it was 
the House.

Q. And this was at the office of the “ Traveler” on Summer 
Street? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you say? A. I didn’t say anything.
Q. What is the name of the man whom you said lived in 

Dorchester? A. O’Brien.
Q. I understood you to say that you had some conversation 

in the fall of last year with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he tell you then? A. Well, it was just after 

the time this bill had passed and we were talking about it.
Q. What bill had passed? A. The bucket shop bill.
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Q. When, last year? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you sui-e it was last year? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you swear it was last year ? A. Yes.
Q. And what did he say to you? A. He told me who paid 

the money, he said oqe man had to do it a ll; he said he knew 
who it was that got it.

Q. Yes, who was it? A. I don’t remember.
Q. Did you say before who he said it was? A. No, sir.
Q. One man got it last year? A. No, I don’t think he said 

one man.
Q. Well, who put it out? A. Well, I am not sure about 

that, I think it was the Flanagans, but I am not sure.
Q. Did he say who it was? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you simply don’t remember who he said? A. I 

don’t remember who it was.
The Speaker . Any other member desire to ask any ques

tions ?
Q. (by Representative L owell) .  Y ou have seen O'Brien 

recently? A. A week ago last Sunday.
Q. Did you have any talk with him then about the bucket 

shop bill this year? A. No, sir.
Q. Was the subject mentioned between you? A. No, sir.
Q. This man O’Brien was the man whom you expected to 

have help you? A. Yes.
Q. In finding out? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And when you saw him it was after you had been in the 

“ Traveler ” office ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. But you didn’t say anything to O’Brien about it? A. 

No, sir.
Q. You had given up yourxidea of trying to get the reward? 

A. My idea was not to get the reward, it was to catch the 
Flanagans. They were, I thought, the people who put the 
money out, and when I saw I had connected them with some
body else, I dropped it.

Q. Did you ask him whether the Flanagans had put up any 
money this year? A. No, sir.

Q. So you had no conversation at all with him about it? 
A. No.

Q. Did you go to see Air. Lawson yourself? A. No, sir.
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Q. (by the Speaker) . Did you go to see Mr. Raymond 

yourself? A. No, sir.
Q. You have had no talk with Lawson or Raymond ? A. 

No, sir.
Q. Have you had any talk with any agent of Mr. Lawson 

or Mr. Raymond? A. No, sir, not outside of the “ Traveler” 
office ; I don’t know whether they were agents or not.

Q. Has Mr. Lawson sent an agent to yon to talk with you ? 
A. No, sir.

Q. Or anybody representing himself to be an agent of Mr. 
Lawson? A. No, sir.

Q. Or Mr. Raymond? A. No, sir.
Q. (by  Representative T u r t l e ). Or anybody that you 

didn’t know? A. No, sir. Nobody said anything to me about 
it.

Q. (b y  the Sp e a k e r ). Who was with you when you talked 
with Noble at the ‘ ‘ Traveler ” office ? A. Nobody ; I was alone.

Q. How long were you waiting to see Mr. Fahey? A. I 
should say an hour.

Q. Did you see him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did }fou see anybody go out of his office before you went 

in? A. Yes. There was a door on the other side of his office, 
and as I went in the office somebody went out that door.

Q. How many persons? A. One.
Q. And, as I understand, Mr. Noble told you there were a 

number of people in there? A. Yes, sir; but I had seen this 
man there before ; I am very sure he was a reporter on a paper.

Q. The man who went out? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you see anybody else go out? A. No, sir.
Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Are you sure in regard 

to your date, that it was the very week that the bucket shop 
bilk was killed? A. Yes, because the next day the papers came 
out and told what Mr. Swig had said.

Q. It was not the week following? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you hear voices in the room? A. No, sir. I told 

Mr. Noble that I was in a hurry, that I had to get a car. I 
knew he was doing the pumping, and I didn’t expect to see Mr. 
Fahey then, and he went in and told Mr. Fahey and Fahey saw 
me right off.
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Q. (b y  Representative A mes) . Y ou say it was the Friday 

night of the day that you  talked with the ‘ ‘ Traveler ” that you  
saw Mr. Swig? A. Yes.

Q. What were the circumstances of your meeting Swig that 
night ? A. Well, I went home and was going up Broadway, 
— I intended to go to his house, but I saw him in the People’s 
Coal Company office and I stepped in and asked him if I could 
speak to him.

Q. And you went into an alleyway? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And what did you first say to Swig? A. Well, as I 

went in the office he was telephoning to somebody, and he 
said, “ It is all settled,” and I said, “ No, it is not.” That is 
the first thing I said to him.

Q. Then you asked him to step out? A. Yes, sir.
Q. That you wanted to speak to him privately? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. And you went into this alley way ? A. Yes.
Q. Then what occurred? A. Then we had the conversation 

as I have told it.
Q. And what did Mr. Swig say ? Give me his language as 

near as you can. A. Well, he said it was a lie : that he never 
said any such thing — no, he said it was a joke, in the first 
place, that he was joking, and I said, “ Don’t you know who 
the man was that was giving the money?” and he said, “ No.”

Q. Then, in reference to this Lawson matter, what did you 
say then? A. To Swig?

Q. Yes. A. I told him what these people told me, and I 
said, “ If  you will give me the information — ” I told him 
the only man I Avant to catch is Flanagan, if it catches Flana
gan, and if it does not I don’t care, and he said, “ If there is 
anything I can give you, I will giAre it to you.”

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all) .  Did you tell 
Mr. Noble the statement or story that you have made here rel
ative to what O’Brien said to you? A. I don’t think I did.

Q. Did you make anj  ̂ statement to Noble Avhatsoever rela
tive to Quinlan’s connection with the bucket shop bill this A'ear 
or at any other time? A. I don’t know Avhether I did or not.

Q. Upon what then did Mr. Noble base his statement when 
lie said that he understood from you that Quinlan was con-
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nected with the bucket shop bill; do you know? A. No, 
because I don’t know why he should make that statement.

Q. On reflection, didn’t you tell him something about Quin
lan’s connection with the bucket shop bill sometime, Quinlan 
& Company, Quinlan & Flanagan? A. I don’t know, 1 might 
have that first time that I was giving him the story about 
Flanagan, I might have mentioned this, meaning last year.

Q. And told him the story you have told here? A. Yes, 
sir ; 1 am not sure.

Q. When you saw Swig in Taunton you saw him in the 
People’s Coal Company office? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Dr. somebody was present? A. Dr. Golden.
Q. And then you went out in the alley way right next to 

the coal office and talked with him? A. No, we went up a 
block, to the end of the block and there in an alleyway there 
where we talked.

Q. And you told Swig you wanted to talk with him pri
vately; is that right? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, didn’t he say to you at that time that somebody 
had approached him? A. That same day?

Q. Yes. A. No, sir.
Q. Did he tell you anything at all? A. No, sir.
Q. Did he deny it? A. He said he hadn’t seen anybody; 

he said the story was a joke with him.
Q. Said it was a joke? A. Started as a joke.
Q. But he said nothing of the facts underlying it at all? 

A. No, sir.
Q. What is O’Brien’s full name? A. William H.
Q. And he is connected with a lodge of Elks? A. Yes, 

sir.
Q. Which one? A. Taunton, No. 150.
Q. Who is there in Taunton that he visits, or is a special 

friend of his, do you know? A. No; I guess I am the best 
friend he has got there.

Q. What is his address in Dorchester? A. 1 don’t know.
Q. W1 lat is his present employment? A. I don’t know 

that.
Q. Is he liable to be a broker? A. No ; I know he is not 

in the brokerage business.
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Q. Don’t know where he is employed, then? A. No, sir.
Q. You are positive of his initials, William H., are you? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was his last employment that you knew of? 

A. Working for me.
Q. And that was some six months ago ? A. Yes.
Q. Do you know his father’s name? A. No, sir.
Q. Is he married? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was he in Boston the first of May? A. I don’t know 

whether he was or not; his folks live in Dorchester still.
Q. What is his father’s name? A. I don’t know.
Q. What is his father’s business? A. I don’t know; I 

guess his father is dead, so far as I know — yes, his father was 
a sea captain; I know he is not living.

Q. And is his mother living, and his wife? A. I don’t 
know.

Q. How would you go to work to find him if you wanted to ? 
A. I should wait until he came to Taunton.

Q. Do you anticipate that is going to be soon? A. Yes, he 
is one of the officers in the lodge, and of course they have to 
be there two nights dut of three.

Q. "When is he next due at Taunton? A. I think the next 
meeting is next Sunday night.

Q. At the lodge rooms? A. Yes, sir.
Mr. Hall. I think that is all.
The S pe a k e r . Any other questions?
Q. (by Representative Hayes). You said he was an oper

ator? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is there anything you can tell this committee that will 

give them any light or insight that you have not told already, 
that will help out on this investigation? A. No, sir.

Q. (by the Speaker). Have you any knowledge of any 
improper influence at work this year except What you have 
heard from Mr. Swig? A. No, sir: I didn’t hear anything 
from him.

Q. Again you say you haven’t talked with Mr. Lawson or 
Mr. Raymond? A. No, sir.

Q. Or any of their agents ? A. No, sir.
The Speaker. Any other questions ?
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Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . How does Mr. O’Brien 

know, or have reason to believe there was an amount of money 
raised last year? A. When Mr. O’Brien worked for me he 
used to go back and forth on the cars from Taunton to Boston, 
and nights he was around with the brokers; you know they 
would gather around in the hotels, and he was with them, and 
of course he knew what was going on.

Q. Might not that come from story or rumor or something? 
A. No, I don’t think so.

Q. Did he ever say whose hands it passed through, who 
handled it? A. No; he did say who got it, but I don’t re
member.

Q. (by the Sp e a k e r ). Y ou mean by that to whom it was 
paid, or who raised it? A. To whom it was paid to.

Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . But did he associate 
with that who would probably be authority fob any such state
ment as that? A. Well, he associated it with the Flanagans, 
the Flanagans and with Mr. Murray,— I don’t know whether 
it is David or not, he used to run the Federal Stock and Grain 
Exchange. Quinlan and Flanagan and Murray are the ones 
who looked out for such things.

Q. (by Representative T urtle) . How well do you know 
this O'Brien? A. How well?

Q. Yes. A. Well, I think he worked with me about three 
years; 1 never knew him before.

Q. Did you say his father was a sea captain? A. Yes.
Q. Do you know who his mother was? A. No, sir.
Q. Did his father die on the sea? A. I don’t know.
Q. Is he the O’Brien who went down on the United States 

vessel years ago? A. I guess not, I don’t know.
Q. Do you know whether he is in any way related to the 

Galvins, the flower men? A. No, sir.
Q. Ever hear him speak of them ? A. No, sir.
Q. (by Representative H ayes). Who was the Murray of 

the Stock Exchange, who was he, what is his name? A. It is 
Murray, Dave Murray; they call him Dave, I don’t know who 
he is.

Q. Where does he live? A. I think he visits the Athletic 
Club.
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Q. What business is he in? At the present time? A. I 

don’t think he is doing anything.
Q. (by Representative Q u in n ) . What part of Dorchester do 

you think he lives in ? A. I haven’t the least idea; I don’t 
know much about Dorchester.

Q. (by Assistant Attorney-General H all) .  Did he live in 
Dorchester last year? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And went back and forth to Taunton? A. Yes, sir.
Q . (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Were you ever at his 

house? A. Yes, I went to his house, I went there in the 
night time on the electric cars with him, but I could not find 
it. I know he is up over a store, and there is a drug store 
across the street, but that is all.

Q. Do you know the line of cars? A. No, sir; the cars 
go by his house.

Q. Do jrou know what line? A. No, sir.
Q . (b y  Representative Q uinn) .  Did yo u  take the Elevated 

anywhere? A. No, sir.
Q . (b y  Assistant Attorney-General H a ll) . What was the 

Boston address of the Federal Stock and Grain Exchange ? 
A. 1 think it was 147 Milk Street.

Q. By whom was that run ? A. Murray.
Q. And Murray worked for who ? A. Murray was one of 

the owners, and the rest of them were Western men.
Q. Who? A. Western men, people from Texas.
Q. In connection with Quinlan? A. No, sir.
Q. Did Murray have any connection with Quinlan? A. 

No, sir.
Q. How long ago did the Federal Stock Exchange cease to 

do business? A. About two years ago.
Q. What has Murray been doing since then ? A. Well, he 

started up in another office and ran that about three months, I 
think, and then quit.

Q. For whom? A. For himself.
Q. Has he ever been with the Quinlans? A. No; he used 

to work for the Flanagans when it was under the name of the 
Metropolitan, several years ago.

Mr. H a ll . I think that is all.
The S pe a k e r . Any other questions? Will you please wait 

outside for a few minutes ?
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J u n e  7, 1906.

Ch ester  W . A s h l e y -—-readied.
Q . (by Assistant Attorney-General H a l l ). Will you de

scribe, Mr. Ashley, to this committee, the appearance of Mr. 
Murray? A. Well, I should say he was a man who weighs 
about 150 pounds, about my height, dark moustache, I be
lieve there is a little gray mixed in it, and his hair is a little 
bit gray.

Q. How old in appearance? A. Forty years.
Q. What is your height? A. Five feet, seven.
Mr. H a ll . That is all.

J u n e  13, 1906.
D a niel  L . Connolly  —  sworn.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) .  Will you give your 
full name? A. Daniel L. Connolly.

Q. Where do you live? A. 33 Malden Street.
Q. In whose representative district is that? A. That is in 

Bepresentative Gethro and Fitzgerald.
Q. And do you know Representative Gethro ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long have you known him? A. About fifteen years.
Q. And on the same side of the political fence as he is? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. A supporter of his for some years ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you with him at the State House at any time? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. When? A. I was with him on the morning of May 1st.
Q. And where did you first see him on that day? A. At 

his store.
Q. What number is that? A. 1447, I believe.
Q. Washington Street? A. Washington Street, yes, sir.
Q. What time did you get there? A. 1 got to his store 

about in the neighborhood of a quarter-past ten.
Q. Did you find any one there when you came? A. Well, 

I met there by appointment with Representative Gethro and 
Crozier the plumber.

Q. Was Crozier there before you got there? A. I think he 
was.

Q. And you say you got there at about a quarter-past ten ? 
A. About a quarter-past ten — well, in that neighborhood.
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Q. And what time did you leave the place? A. We left 

the place a little after half-past ten.
Q. What was Gethro doing when you got there? A. He 

was shaving somebody.
Q. And how long did it take him to finish that up? A. 

Well, he was pretty near through when I got in there.
Q. What did you go to see him for? A. We were going to 

the Boston Elevated to arrange for some cars for an outing.
Q. What sort of an outing? A. It was a club outing, into 

the country.
Q. And how did you happen to go to his place? A. Well, 

that was the place — we were appointed a committee b}r the 
President of the club that we belong to, and we agreed to 
meet —

Q. What Club is it? The John F. Fitzgerald Club of 
Ward 9.

Q. Well, then what happened? A. We agreed to meet 
Monday morning, and Crozier was busy — we were appointed 
a committee of three — so we postponed it till Tuesday morning.

Q. When did you arrange to go Tuesday? A. We arranged 
Monday to go Tuesday.

Q. What did you do when you left Gethro’s place? A. 
Took a car, went down to Dover Street and went to the 
Elevated and rode down to Park Street; got off at Park Street 
and walked up.

Q. What time did you get off at Park Street? A. About 
five minutes to 11.

Q. What time did you get into the House? A. Just about 
eleven o’clock.

Q. Did you see anybody that you knew when you got up 
here? A. Yes.

Q. Who? A. Met Don O’Connell.
Q. Anybody else? A. Nobody else.
Q. How do you know it was the first of May? A. Well, I 

know that this day was the first of May : we had a meeting of the 
club, the club met the last Sunday in April, and Sunday was 
the 29th of April, and Monday was the 30th of April, and 1 
know Tuesday was the 1st of May becanse just as I was leaving 
the House to go over to Gethro’s the police officer came around 
to do the listing.
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Q. So you got up here about 11 o’clock? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you met the Mayor’s secretary? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And how long did you talk with him? A. Why, I 

didn’t talk to him at all.
Q. Who did? A. Gethro talked to him.
Q. How long did he talk to him? A. Two or three 

moments — minutes.
Q. And what happened then? A. Well, we continued right 

on, and went into the representatives’ chamber and sat down.
Q. Did Gethro go into the coat room? A. No, sir.
Q. What did he do with his hat? A. He had it in his hand, 

and walked in with it.
Q. Did he go to his seat? A. He went to his seat, yes.
Q. Where did you go? A. On the side of the chamber.
Q. What side? A. Oh, that side [indicating] ; on the 

further side of the chamber, the right-hand side of the 
chamber.

Q. How long were you there? A. We stayed there up to 
about twenty minutes past 12 — half-past 12, I think.

Q. What were you doing? A. Sitting there listening to 
the members of the House.

Q. What bills were up? A. Some water meter bill.
Q. And who talked on it? A. I don’t know who talked.
Q. Who was in the Speaker’s chair? A. That gentleman 

there, 1 think [indicating the Speaker] .
Q. Do you know whether he was there or not? A. Well, 

I am not certain.
Q. Do you know who talked on the bill? A. No ; I don’t 

know any of the representatives.
Q. Did you talk with Crozier while you were there? A. 

Yes, sir.
Q. What did you -talk about? A. Well, we talked about 

the outing. He talked some about the water meter bill; 
seemed to be interested in it.

Q. Were you interested in the bucket shop bill? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Did you have any talk with anybody about it? A. No, 
sir.

Q. Did you talk with anybody about it while you were up 
here? A. No, sir.
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Q. Did Crozier talk with jrou about it? A. No, sir.
Q. Did you talk with Gethro about it? A. No, sir.
Q. Did Gethro say anything to you about it? A. No, sir.
Q. Do you remember what you said to Crozier while you 

were sitting there? A. Well, I remember talking about the 
outing that we were to have; that was the principal thing we 
talked about.

Q. - You didn’t talk about any legislation? A. Only he 
talked a little about the water meter bill; he seemed to be in
terested.

Q. What is your business? A. I am an undertaker.
Q. Are you in that business now? Yes, sir.
Q. Who called your attention to this matter first? A. 

What matter?
Q. That you were up here on the first of May ? A. The 

outing, do you mean ?
Q. No. How do you remember that you were up here on 

the first of May? A. Well, I remember that it was the first of 
May because the police officer came around ; it was the first 
morning in May.

Q. Who first called your attention to your being up here? 
A. Gethro.

Q. When ? A. About a week ago — two weeks ago.
Q. And what did he say to you? A. He asked me if I re

called being in the House with him on the first of May — or 
he asked me if I recalled going down to the House of Repre
sentatives to wait for him to go over to the Boston Elevated. 
And I said I did.

Q. And was there anything more said ? A. Anything more 
then said?Q. Yes_by him. A. He asked me if I recalled the day.
And I told him that I recalled it. He said the date, and I said, 
“ Yes.”Q. He asked you if you remembered the first of May? A. 
And I said, “ Yes.”

Q. Who was with you then, — was Crozier with you." A. 
No, sir.Q. Did he tell you that Crozier remembered it was the 1st 
of May? A. H e  didn’t say anything about Crozier.
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Q. Did you saj anything to him about Crozier? A. Yes.
Q. When? A. At the time that he asked me.
Q. What did you say? A. I said, “ Crozier was with us 

that clay; he probably remembers it, too.”
Q. You said that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you see Mr. Coakley, his lawyer, about this matter? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. When? A. Last week; last Thursday, I think.
Q. Who asked you to go and see him? A. Gethro.
Q. And where were you when you talked with Gethro about 

it? A. In Gethro’s store.
Q. Do you go there quite often? A. I get shaved there 

about every other day.
Q. So you go into his place quite often? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And about a week ago was the first time he called your 

attention to your having been here with him ? A. About two 
weeks ago.

Q. And you don’t know when he called Crozier’s attention 
to it, do you? A. No, sir.

Q. What time did you go down to the Elevated? A. What 
time ?

Q. Yes. A. On the 1st of May?
Q. Yes. A. We got there about a quarter of 1,1 should 

say, or 1 o’clock.
Q. Whom did you see down there? A. I don’t know the 

gentleman’s name.
Q. What sort of a looking man was he? A. He was a 

smooth-faced man ; a young-looking man, a man, I should say, 
about thirty years old — he looked like a clerk.

Q. What room was he in'? A. He was on the fifth floor.
Q. What room? A. Well, I don’t recall the room.
Q. Had you been there before? A. No, I never had been 

in the place before.
Q. You got off from the elevator on the fifth floor? A. In 

the Elevated Building ?
Q. Yes. A. Well, we went into an office ; the elevator 

seemed to take up a great deal of the space, as I recall it — we 
went into an office about two or three doors down. Gethro 
seemed to know all about where to go.
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Q. How many people were there in the office? A. Oh, 

there were quite a few clerks. I don’t remember how many.
Q. Were you introduced to any one? A. No, sir.
Q. Were you introduced to this smooth-faced fellow? A. 

No, sir.
Q. Was Crozier introduced to him? A. I think he was.
Q. And what was the man’s name? A. I think the man’s 

name was Breslen ; I can’t remember, I didn’t have any talk 
with him at all.

Q. Who had the talk with him? A. Gethro did the talking 
Avitli him.

Q. lie didn’t introduce you to him? A. He didn’t intro
duce me ; I think he did Crozier — I am not sure.

Q. Had you ever seen him before? A. No, I had never 
seen him before. '

Q. How long were you in the Elevated place? A. About 
five or six minutes.

Q. What were you taking about? A. Well, Gethro in
quired about hiring, chartering, three cars for the outing to be 
held about the last —

Q. Did you hear what he said? A. Yes, I could hear what 
he said.

Q. And Crozier could hear what he said? A. Yes, I think 
so.

Q. You all heard what was said? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was any one else in there at the time, besides these 

clerks? A. I didn’t notice any one else.
Q. Did you make any contract with them for the cars? A. 

No. As I recall it, this man told Gethro that it was a rule of 
the road not to let special cars on Sundays.

Q. And what did you do when you got through down 
there? A. We came up to Washingon Street, and I took a 
car home.

Q. What did Gethro do? 1 think he came back to the 
State House.

Q. You don’t know whether he did or not? A. I don’t 
know; 1 loft him on the corner of Milk and Washington.

Q. You saw him a day or two after that? A. I saw him, 
yes, the next day'—the next couple of days.
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Q. What was Getkro doing when you were in the House ? 

A. He was talking: to some other members there.
Q. And where was he talking, — walking around, strolling 

round, just as the other members did? A. No ; sitting down.
Q. What member did he speak to? A. I don’t know who 

they are.
Q. But he was talking to some members? A. He was 

talking to somebody in the seat next to him, and round him ; 
there were two or three conversing there.

Q. Was there anybody sitting near him that you knew? 
A. No.

Q. Did he come over to talk with you? A. Yes.
Q. While you were sitting there? A. Yes.
Q. And how many times? A. Twice. Crozier called him 

over twice ; Crozier was in a hurry,
Q, Called him over to speak to him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And they talked together? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long did he stay? A. Oh, a minute or so.
Q. What did Crozier say to him? A. He told him to hurry 

up and get out; that he wanted to go back to his plumbing 
business.

Q. And he did that twice? A. Yes, I think ; I am not sure.
Q. How long had you been there when he called him over? 

A. Oh, we must have been there half or three-quarters of an 
hour.

Q. And did he go right back? A. Yes, he went right back 
to his seat.

Q. Went right back to his seat? A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that you were there an hour and a half in all? A. 

Yes, about that.
Q. Did Getliro go up to speak with the Speaker while you 

were there? A. I don't remember of his going up.
Q. Didn’t the Speaker call him up to the desk there? A. I 

don’t remember it.
Q. Well, would you have seen him if he had? A. I 

think so.
Q. Did he go over to see somebody on the opposite side of 

the House? A. 1 don’t think so.
Q. Well, you don’t remember; you were not paying any
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special attention to him, were you? A. I was paying pretty 
good attention to him, yes.

Q. Well, why? A. Well, I don’t know why.
Q. Were you paying any attention to him, more than you 

were to any other member? A. I was glancing in his direc
tion quite often, to see if he was ready to accompany us to the 
Elevated.

Q. And that was your only reason? A. That was my only 
reason, j^es.

Q. Is there anything else that you want to say? A. I 
haven’t anything else.

Q. (by Representative A m es) . You got out at Park Street, 
you stated? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you three walked up to the State House? A. Yes, 
sir.

Q. How did you get in,-— which entrance? A. The en
trance to the State House?

Q. Yes. A. Well, that entrance near the statue there.
Q. The side entrance? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And which elevator did you take? A. We came right 

alons and went into an elevator near the entrance.
Q. Do you remember where you alighted on this floor? Jy. 

Yes.
Q. Where? A. Over near the Senate, there.
Q. Were you all together? A. Yes, sir.
Q. You continued walking together to the House door? 

A. Well, he stopped — Getliro talked with O’Connell.
Q. Where did he meet O’Connell? A. Out in the hallway 

there, somewhere.
Q. On the Senate side? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And did Mr. O’Connell walk with you over here? A. 

No, he stopped to talk there for about a minute.
Q. You waited while he talked with him? A. We waited 

a few feet away, }Tes.
Q. And then did Getliro join you? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you three walked together to the House entrance? 

A. Yes, sir.Q. Do you remember whether you called to Getliro to come 
to you while you were seated in the chamber, or whether he 
voluntarily came to you? A.. Do 1 remember what?
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Q. Whether you beckoned to him to come to you? A. I 

remember beckoning. I remember Crozier beckoning to him 
twice, to come.

Q. And you think he came both times? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And all the conversation was about his hurrying up, be

cause he wanted to get away? A. Yes, sir.
Q . (b y  Representative W a l k e r ). What time did yo u  leave 

the House to go down to the Elevated? A. I should say 
about half-past 12 or a little after or thereabouts.

Q. When Gethro left you after going to the Elevated, did 
he say he was coming back to the House? A. He didn’t say 
where he was going. I had to go right up to my store.

Q. What elevator did you go down when you went away 
from the House, — did you go on the elevator on the Senate 
side or the House side? A. The House side, I think ; I don’t 
know what you call the Senate side. I remember going down 
on the elevator over this side of the building.

Q. You three walked down to the Elevated together? A. 
Yes, sir.

Q. Did Gethro stop to speak to any one on the way ? A. No, 
sir.

Q. He was right with you all the time? A. All the time.
Q. (by Attorney-General Malone). Did Mr. Coakley ask 

you anything else, that we haven’t asked you here? A. Well, 
yes ; he asked me a few things that you haven’t asked me here.

Q. Anything that you want to tell this committee ? A. No ; 
they were personal matters, concerning myself.

Q. (by the S p e a k e r ). Just what time did you leave the 
State House to go to the Elevated? A. About half-past 12.

Q. And what were they talking of in the House when you 
were there? A. About water meters, that is about all I re
member; I heard the words “ water meters.”

Q. What else? A. That is all I remember.
Q. Did a number of different men speak on it? A. There 

were three or four different men, yes.
Q. Three or four? A. Well, I don’t know exactly how 

many ; I didn’t count them.
Q. Did anybody speak very long on it? A. I should say 

they spoke about ten or fifteen minutes apiece, or more.
Q. You don’t recall anybody who spoke the longest time?
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A. I don’t know an}' of the Representatives, only Gethro and 
Fitzgerald and Lomasney.

Q. (by Representative W alker) . Do you know Mr. Mock 
by sight? A. Do I know who?

Q. Mr. Mock — by sight? A. No; I never saw him.
Q. You never saw him? A. That is, to know him.
Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) . Do you know why you 

came to the State House, instead of going to the Elevated office, 
that morning? A. Gethro wanted to come to see — he said 
there was some important business in the Legislature that he 
wanted to come and see about first. I don’t know what it was ; 
he said he thought there might be something of importance up, 
and he came up here, and asked us to come with him, and we 
came with him.

Q. You say he was sitting in his seat practically all the 
time, except when he came and spoke to you twice? A. All 
the time, as I remember, except when he came and spoke to us.

Q. Did you see him attending to that important business, 
sitting in his seat? A. He came over and told us that he 
thought there would be a roll call on the water meter bill, and, 
as I understood, he was in favor of the bill, and wanted to be 
recorded as such, and he waited to see if there was a roll call. 
And that is what kept him in the House.

Q. (b y  the Spe a k e r ) . Did they have a roll call? A. I 
don’t think they did, not as I remember.

The Spe a k e r . That is all, Mr. Connolly.
J u ne  13, 1906.W illiam  Crozier  —  sworn.

Q. (by Attorney-General M alone) . Will you give your full 
name? A. William Crozier.

Q. Where do you live? A. 139 West Canton Street.
Q. Boston? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is your business? A. Plumbing.
Q. Do you know Frank Gethro ? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long have you known him? A. Oh, five or ten 

years.
Q. Do you live in the same ward with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. A political supporter of his? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And interested in his canvass last year? A. le s , sir.



1906.] HOUSE — No. 1367. 311
Q. Did you have any talk with him about the bucket shop 

bill? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you had any talk with him at all about it ? A. No, 

sir.
Q. Has he talked with you about it ? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you been interested in it in any way? A. No, sir.
Q. Have you been up at the State House this year on any 

matters? A. No, sir — any more than I was up here once; 
I came down with him.

Q. Came down with him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What day were jrou here? A. I think it was on the 1st 

of May.
Q. The 1st of May? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And do you remember the day of the week? A. Yes, 

s ir; Tuesday.
Q. What did you come for? A. On the Sunday previous 

to that we were at a meeting of the club that I belong to —
Q. What club is that? A. John F. Fitzgerald Club — and 

I was appointed on a committee with him to see about trans
portation for an outing on some date to be set at some later 
time, so we were coming down to the Elevated people to see 
about it on Monday; so on Monday I couldn’t get away, so I 
told him about it, and I said, “ I can’t go Monday.” He said, 
“ Well, it’s a better day for me.” I said, “ Well, I can’t get 
down; you will have to put it some other day.” He said, 
“ Can you go to-morrow? ” And I said, “ I can go to-morrow 
all right” — that was on Tuesday.

Q. Your talk with him was on Sunday? A. Sundajr we 
were appointed on a committee.

Q. You told him on Sunday that you couldn’t go on Mon
day ? A. No, I don’t think I told him on Sunday ; I told him 
on Monday.

Q. Who came up to the State House with you? A. There 
was Gethro and Connolly.

Q. What is Connolly’s name? A. Dan Connolly.
Q. And what time did you leave your place of business to 

come up here? A. Well, I left my place of business possibly 
at a quarter-past ten or so, and I went over to his place of 
business to meet him.
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Q. Where is his place of business? A. On Washington 

Street, corner of Dedham.
Q. Where did you meet Connolly ? A. Connolly was there.
Q. How long did you stay in his place of business? A. 

I think possibly five minutes — he was shaving somebody at 
the time.

Q. It is a barber shop, is it? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long did you stay there ? A. Oh, I should think 

three or five minutes ; five minutes at the most.
Q. Did you all come up to the State House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What time did you get here? A. About a quarter of 

eleven.
Q. What did you come here for? A. He said, “ Come on 

up here; I am going to the State House first.”
Q. You were going to the Elevated? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And instead of that, you came with him? A. Yes, sir, 

because he was the chairman to see about the transportation.
Q. Where were you going to the Elevated people — to Milk 

Street? A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did you come to the State House? A. We took a 

surface car to the Elevated, got olf the Elevated at Park Street 
and walked up through the Common.

Q. You say you went to his place at what time ? A. Between 
quarter-past and half-pa£ft ten.

Q. He was shaving some one ? A. Yes; I was there possibly 
five minutes.

Q. What time did you get up here? A. I should say about 
a quarter of eleven.

Q. What did you do when you got to the State House? 
A. He said, “ Come on in and sit down ; wait a minute.” So 
1 came in — Connolly and I.

Q. Did he go to the coat room? A. No, sir.
Q. Didn’t he put off his hat anywhere? A. No, sir.
Q. Went right into the House? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you followed him in? A. Well, he spoke to — the 

mayor’s secretary.
Q. O’Connell? A. Yes, O’Connell — I asked him who it 

was. He just spoke to him for a minute or so; I don’t know 
that he had any conversation, any more than passed the time 
of day with him.
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Q. On which side of the House did you sit? On that 

further side [indicating from the Speaker’s room, where the 
hearing was held].

Q. The opposite side from this room? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And is Gethro’s seat near there? A. Well, it is quite 

near, jms; I could see him.
Q. You could see him? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, how long did you sit there? A. Oh, we were 

there quite a while, I don’t know just how long it was. I 
kept trying to get him to go, and he kept looking at me; I 
don’t know what he was waiting for. Finally, it was away 
after twelve, and I was getting awful anxious for him to come 
— I don’t know just exactly what time it was ; I know I wanted 
to get back to my place of business at one o’clock, anyhow.

Q. Did he go out of the House while you were there ? A. 
No, he didn’t go out, because I should have gone out with him 
if he had; I didn’t go out, and he didn’t go out.

Q. Was something going on? A. They were having a 
debate on a question, yes, sir.

Q. How long did you stay there? A. In the House?
Q. Yes. A. Oh, I don’t know — an hour or more, I think.
Q. What time was it when you left? A. Oh, it was after 

twelve o’clock, quite a little after, I should judge — a quarter- 
past.

Q. Did Gethro come over to speak with you while you 
were in the House? A. No, sir.

Q. And did you see him talking with anybody else ? A. 
No, s ir ; I did not.

Q. You saw him speaking to the fellows around him, didn’t 
you? A. Oh, well, he might have spoken to somebody there, 
yes.

Q. Did you speak with Connolly while you were there? 
A. Was I speaking with him?

Q. Yes. A. Well, no more than conversation, just speak
ing to him, yes. I suppose something transpired and I would 
ask him some question.

Q. The mayor’s secretary, did you say ? A. Yes.
Q. Where did you see him? A. Right there in the cor

ridor as I came in.
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Q. How long did lie talk with Getliro? A. Well, he didn’t 

talk any length of time.
Q. How do you fix the date? A. The date that I came 

down ?
Q. Yes. A. Well, I am sure — I am pretty positive about 

the date, on account of that Sunday was the 29th, I knoAv that 
was the 29th of April; and I couldn’t come on Monday, so I 
came down on Tuesday.

Q. Where did }mu go after you left the House ? A. I came 
out of the House, came down and went through the side entrance 
here, crossed over down that place there through the Court 
House and down to Milk Street. And I went up to the Ele
vated office down there, went up and spoke to the clerk there, 
the man in charge, about the transportation. I stood round
— he done the talking, and I waited. We got through, and 
then we found out we could not get the transportation. Then 
I came on back ; 1 don’t know what he did.

Q. What did Getliro do? A. What did he do?
Q. Yes ; did he come back up to the House after that? A. 

I don’t know, sir.
Q. What time did you leave him? A. Well, I should judge 

pretty near 1 o’clock — it might have been a little after.
Q. Are you sure about the time you got up here ? A. Yes, 

sir, I am pretty positive.
Q. You would say it was quarter of 11 ? A. Well, it might 

have been ten minutes of 11, it might have been five minutes
— somewhere along there.

Q. Five minutes of 11? A. Well, I am pretty positive it 
wasn’t later than ten minutes of 11.

Q. Now how do you remember so well that day? A. How 
do I remember?

Q. Yes. A. For the simple reason that he asked me about 
it.

Q . Asked you about what ? A. About this. He said, “ You 
remember the day that you went down town with me?”

Q. When did he ask you this? A. Oh, possibly a week 
ago.

Q. Is that the first time— A. A lawyer sent for me, the 
first speaking about it.
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Q. Who sent for you? A. Mr. Coakley.
Q. When? A. Oh, it was possibly a week ago.
Q. And what did he say to you? A. He asked me, did I 

remember being with Gethro any certain time lately.
Q. Now when did he send for you,— a week ago? A. 

Well, possibly a week ago, yes. 1 won’t swear on that time ; 
I don’t know just exactly.

Q. And what did he say to you ? A. He asked me if I 
remembered being with Gethro any certain time. “ Well,” 
I said, “ I am round where he is, and with him quite a little. 
What do jmu mean by ‘ any certain time” ’? He said, “ Did 
you go down town with him any certain day?” I said, 
“ Yes.” He said, “ What for?” And I told him as I have 
told you, and he asked me possibly the same things that you 
have asked me.

Q. Do you mean, how you remembered it? A. Yes; he 
asked me if I was sure of the date. I said, yes, because I 
knew the date we had the meeting of the club. I said, “ I 
know it was an appointment that we had for Monday, and I 
couldn’t go Monday so went Tuesday.”

Q. Did you make a bargain with the Elevated people? A. 
No, sir.

Q. Why not? A. Because the clerk said they didn’t have 
any special cars running on a Sunday or a holiday, because 
they hadn’t got a turnout that will allow more than two cars.

Q. When were you going on your picnic? A. Well, there 
wasn't any special date set for the time to go, but we wanted 
to see if we could get transportation for this place.

Q. What place? A. It was out to Braintree — Degnan’s 
farm, I guess. It’s Quincy, I guess.

Q. Quincy? A. Well, West Quincy, or somewhere along 
there, I don’t know what part you call it. We have been out 
there since; we went as far as Braintree, and then we came 
back, if I remember rightly, to West Quincy, and took barges 
up to this farm — about five miles up.

Q. Did you make any special arrangements with the Ele
vated? A. Why, he said that we could make any arrange
ments with them.

Q. And you saw a clerk that day? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. How long were you in the Elevated place? A. Oh, I 

should judge five, possibly ten — minutes.
Q. Whom did you see? A. Saw a gentleman; I don’t 

know who he is.
Q. What sort of a looking man ? A. I don’t know what he 

looks like.
Q. Describe him. A. Well, he is a medium height man.
Q. Go on. A. And medium complexion. I didn’t notice 

him verjr much; I was talking with Connolly most of the time.
Q. Well, go ahead, describe him. How old a man? A. 

Oh, I should judge the man I saw was possibly thirty-five years 
old ; perhaps he may have been more.

Q. What was his name? A. I didn’t know his name.
Q. What was his work thfere? A. I don’t know his work. 

He asked for him; he done all the talking.
Q. What room were you in when you saw him ? A. I don’t 

know what room it was; he took me up stairs with him.
Q. Did you go up into a private room? A. I don’t know 

whether it was a private room or not.
Q. What furniture Avas there in the room ? A. There wasn’t 

any furniture at all. It was a plain room — desks there, and 
things.

Q. H oav many desks? A. I didn’t notice how many desks.
Q. How many people in the place? A. There were other 

people; I didn’t take any particular notice. There might 
have been four or five; or two or three.

Q. And all men? A. Yes, I think they were.
Q. You Avere o n ly  th e re  a  feAv m in u te s?  rA - I w as o n ly  

th e re  a feAv m in u te s , a n d  I d o n ’t  re m e m b e r .
Q. It didn’t impress you ? A. It didn’t impress me; I 

wanted to get back to my business. I didn’t talk with any
body there; he done the talking.

Q. Do you remember Avhat he said? A. No, 1 don’t re
member a thing he said, because I wasn’t anywhere near him. 
He told me about it.

Q. Where was Connolly? A. Connolly Avas there with me.
Q. Did he do any talking? A. He Avas talking A vith me.
Q. You Avere at one side of the room? A. Connolly was 

there, and I said I Avished to God he Avould hurry up and get 
through Avith him.
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Q. How far were you from Gethro when the talk was going 

on ? A. Oh, right near him — as far as you are from me.
Q. What was the substance of his talk? A. He asked 

about transportation, if we could get three cars to go on this 
outing to South Braintree.

Q. You hadn’t decided when you were going to have it? 
A. No, sir.

Q. And when did you have it, as a matter of tact? A. We 
had it a week ago Sunday.

Q. A week ago Sunday? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And this was the John F. Fitzgerald Club? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then you left Mr. Gethro? A. Yes, sir; I went home.
Q. And went to work t'hat day again, did you? A. Oh, yes.
Q. Were you working that day ? A. Well, I was attending 

to my business the same as I always do.
Q. Are you proprietor of a place? A. My father is the 

proprietor, and I am in with him.
Q. Does he pay you a salary? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And did he deduct anything that day? A. No, sir.
Q. He doesn’t deduct anything when you are away ? A. 

No, sir.
Q. And you were gone how long? A. How long was I 

gone?
Q. Yes. A. Oh, possibly a couple of hours, more or less.
Q. By the way, did Gethro ask you about this first, or did 

Mr. Coakley? A. Well, Gethro spoke to me about coming- 
down. He said, “ My lawyer will want to see you, I guess.” 
I said, “ Mrhat for?” He said, “ You remember the day you 
wrent down town with me?” I said, “ Yes, I remember it.” 
He said, “ The day we went down to see about the transpor
tation.” I said, “ Yes, I remember it.”

Q. What more did die say? A. He said that his lawyer 
would want to see us. I said, “ I will go down and see him.” 
He said, “ All right, come on down.” So I went down with 
him.

Q. Now, what were you talking about when you were in the 
House? A. What was I talking about?

Q. Yes. A. Oh, I don’t know. I think they were speak
ing in the House at the time something on some bill there — I 
don’t know, something in regard to meters, and I know it was
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something in connection with plumbing, and I was kind of in
terested in that. I think it was meters, or somethin2 like 
that.

Q. It was something about meters? A. Meters; yes, sir, 
— something.

Q. And you listened to that debate? A. Yes, I was listen
ing to it more or less.

Q. And you were talking with Connolly? A. Well, I was 
more interested in that — I was over-anxious to get away, as 
of course I wanted to get back to my business. I didn’t say 
anything to my father about going away, and I wanted to get 
back.. The same as to-day, now; he don’t know that I have 
gone, and I am anxious to get back, because he wants to have 
me round there most of the time when he is away.

Q. Where is Gethro’s place of business? A. On Washing
ton Street.

Q. Corner of what? A. Well, it is almost at the corner of 
Dedham.

Q. Your place, I take it, is this side? A. The other side.
Q. Further off? A. Further off than Gethro’s place, yes.
Q. Then you came down to his place, and came up here ; 

and you were talking about the meter bill all the time? A. I 
was not talking about the meter bill, no, sir.

Q. With Connolly? A. No, sir.
Q. But you were interested in hearing what the others were 

talking about? A. I was. They were talking something 
about meters while I was there ; they were having a discussion 
on meters, or something in regards to what they would do with 
them, or something as to whether they would have meters in 
every house. And I was thinking that if every house was 
metered it would be a good idea, or something like that.

Q. How far were you from Gethro A. Well, the back of 
the room to his seat, whatever distance that is. There is a 
place there to sit down.

Q. Well, as far as across this room [the Speaker’s room] ? 
A. Well, about that, I should judge, yes.

Q. What did he do with his hat? A. I didn’t notice what 
he done with his hat.

Q. Didn’t go into the coat room at all? A. No, sir.
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Q. And you don’t know whether he talked with any of the 
members while he was around there, or not? A. Right around 
him ?

Q. Yes. A. Why, he might have spoken to anybody sitting 
side of him. I didn’t watch him as particular as that.

Q. And did Gethro speak on this meter bill? A. Not to 
my knowledge. No, I ana almost positive he didn't speak on 
the meter bill.

Q. Who was in the Speaker’s chair? A. I think it was Mr. 
Cole ; I ain't positive.

Q. Now, are you sure about that? A. Well, I ain’t posi
tive whether it was him or another gentleman who is a little 
thinner than he is. I didn’t know the gentleman; I happen 
to know him now.

Q. Were there any visitors sitting near you, besides Con
nolly? A. Oh, there were other people sitting there, yes.

Q. Do you know any of them? A. No, I don’t know any 
of them.

Q. Do you remember the name of anybody who spoke at 
the time of this debate? A. Well, I think that I heard them 
say some man named Mellen — Millin, or something like that; 
some man by that name, something similar to that. He done 
a lot of talking on it.

Q. He was talking on it? A. Yes, I think so.
Q. You say you didn’t talk with Connolly while you were 

sitting there waiting for Gethro? A. No, any more than I 
would say, “ Well, is he ever going to come?”

Q. And the only man you heard talk on the floor was Mel
len? A. Oh, no, there were others there spoke. I remember 
that man; I think he spoke More than any one else.

Q. Mellen of Worcester, was it? A. i  don’t know where 
he is from.

Q. And you were there, in all, an hour or more? A. Yes, 
I think I was, fully.

Q. Well, now, what did you come up for, if you were in a 
hurrv to get back to your business; why didn’t you go right 
straight down to the Elevated? A. Because he said he had an 
errand, and wanted to come up here for a few minutes.

Q. But he stayed an hour and a half? A. I don’t know why 
he didn’t come.
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Q. You didn’t hurry him up, did you? A. Any more than 

to look at him, as much as to say, “ Come on.”
Q. Why didn’t you go down to the Elevated, yourself ? A. 

I didn’t know anybody at the Elevated ; he said he knew the 
people there.

Q. You were on the committee ; you could have found out, 
couldn’t you? A. I could, if I had known how to go to work. 
Gethro was the chairman, and I thought it was no more than 
right that I should go with him.

Q. All you know about the matter is that you were in the 
House from a quarter-past 11 to a quarter-past 12? A. Yes.

Q. And you saw Gethro sitting in his seat, and you didn’t 
speak to him all the time he was in the House? A. No more 
than to look at him, as much as to say I wished he would hurry 
up.

Q. And he talked with various men while he was in there? 
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did he leave his seat? A. I didn’t see him.
Q. He might have gone round the House? A. Well, if he 

had gone, I should have gone too.
Q. Didn’t he go up to the Speaker while you were there, — 

are you sure of it ? A. I am almost positive of it.
Q. Almost positive of it? A. Well, I am positive that he 

didn’t go up and speak to the Speaker.
Q. Didn’t he go up and speak to somebody on the other side 

of the House, while you were there? A. No, sir; he did not.
Q. Are you sure of it? A. Yes, sir; I am positive of that.
Q. You are ready to take your oath to that? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he leave his seat while you were there? A. No, sir.
Q. Are you positive of that? A. Well, unless he stood up.
Q. The first man you spoke to about this was Gethro, about 

a week ago? A. Yes, I should judge so.
Q. And that was the first you thought of it, or heard of it? 

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did they tell you the reason? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What reason did they give you? A. They told me they 

might want me to come down to the House and certify that 1 
was there on that day, the time, and all about it; asked me if 
1 was willing to do it, and I said, “ Why, certainly.”
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Q. That is all they said? A. That is practically all that it 

amounted to.
Q. And you told them the same story that you have told 

here? A. The same story, yes, sir.
Q. Anything more? A. Nothing that I can think of now.
Q. You were one of the delegates to Gethro’s convention? 

A. No, sir.
Q. A supporter? A. Only the same as I would be if you 

were running'.
Q. And you were in the same party? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you have been friendly with him for ten years? A. 

Well, known him ten years.
Q. Have you anything more that you want to say on this 

matter? A. No, sir, I haven’t anything more.
Q. (by Representative W h e e l e r ) .  I understood you to 

say that Mr. Gethro had an errand that he wanted to do at the 
State House, as the reason that he came up here and spent an 
hour or more here? A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you say he sat in his seat all the time? A. He sat 
there all the time. He said he wanted to come up to the State 
House; I didn’t know why he wanted to come up, I didn’t 
know whether it was an errand, or what it was. I didn’t know 
what his reason was for coming up.
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