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Mar.21,1911.k

Dear Nr, Viatson:

I am encloging to you a letter from ¥r.

Ogden of the Bvening Post. I cannot say to you

how ‘yuech I regret that this matter has not veen
attended to. I assured him then that he or his
¢ounsel could have an interview with you immediately.
I fear the consequences may be unpleasant to both

of us. Can you within a few days attend to the

matter? I know how heavily burdened you are at the

present time.

ricerely yours

R. Watson, lisq.,
Corporation Covinsel.




guch payesnt =as a

ainat the aisy for publishing the eleot.ion novices

~ e A W

in the Fvening Post newspaper. The daten

i metioes ware publishzd were October 9th,

$

10th, 11%h, 14th, 15%h, 168th and 17th, and November 7th and

ath, as ie stated in the said claim and in the affidavit

213

sve publisher théreto. Two of these dates, namely, Octo-

9¢h and 18th. were Sundays- The olqotioa law ré-

quiredl the notices to be published on these Iwo Sundays, the

On inspection of ths paper
she contract under which the said Evening Post
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néwspapey publ
said days, ircluding the sald twe Sundavs, specifically men-

£= e e

e sontruct was therefore knowingly made to

said noticas on the said two Sundays. Ard
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other daye. The law nad t0 be complied with in whole and

not in part.

paper at that timé and never had.
ut the said contract, a sort o1

But the Evening Post had no Sunday news-

Therefore to make out

an appearance 01 garrying 9
vest was printed on the said two Sundays,

a Sunday Evening
e sald eleot._ion noticee were printed therein. NO

and th
ning Pcet had ever peen printed before, and nons

That was the beginning and

Sunday Eve

has aver been printed ginoce.

the end of the Sunday Evening Post The said two 80~

salled Sunday newspapers were not put out to the publild

in any way, 80 far as 1 have been able 1o uoortun. They

not offered or delivered 10 the newspaper dealers 0OF
They were nowhere %0 be found where news-

1£ they were on the oounter of the

were

distributors.

papers are eo0ld.

business office of the Evening Post, the public did not

wmow it. The said office is not open on Sunday. It is
editions were printed

only as a device to enable the said sum of $16,930 to be
No previous announcement

plain that these two secret Sunday

obtained from the oity treasury.
was made that a mm Evening Post was %0 be established

or issued. None was established, for as I have said none
__;w‘gatuu were published. To permit




such advertisements, or any official advertisements, to
be oontracted for by newspapers which do not exist, but
are t0 be issued only for the day or days of such adver-
tisements, and then dropped, would be graft of the worst
kind. The election law does not permit of the giving

out of such election notices for publication to newepapers

to be thereafter established even in good faith, but %0
existing newspapers. These two Sunday editions of the
Evening Post came and went without the omitr ever see-
ing or hearing of them; and yet the objeot ‘of the said
election notices was to inform the whole community about
important election dates and matters which were to oocur.

A demand has been made upon me by a taxpayer that
the oity begin an action of fraud to recover back the money

thues obtained of it. Please begin such an action.
Very truly yours,

HNayor.

+ R. "‘tlm Q-
'dorpoution Counsel,
City of New York.




October 10th, 1912.M

S1ir

A demand has been made on me that a suit be
brought by the city against the Evening Post Company to
recover back the sum of $18,920 paid to that Company
by warrant dated December 6th, 1910, for publishing

election notices, The ground alleged is that the Com-

pany printedtwo Sunday Evening Posts, namely, ‘on Octoe

ber 9th mnd 16th, 1910, as a fraudulent device to comply
with the election law, which required election :otices
to be published on certain days, iricluding these two
Sundays. The claim was audited in your office. If I

do not comply with the request of this taxpayer, I under-
stand that I can be made liabl.e myself for the amount

80 paid. I am therefore instructing the Corporation
Counsel t0 bring the action, You will understand that
ne accusation is beiny made on the score of the official
action in your devartment. The claim will be, not that
anything irrefular was dono in your department, but that
the olaim ‘jtself was fraudulent and illegal, as the two




editions of the Evening Post
not ciroul.»t“o

Wére mere devi Cées, and were

I tried to get the Original papers

in your office,

since public mention was made of
this matter some months ago all

but it turns out that

of the papers have dis~
appeared. Diligent search has been made

but they cannot
b‘ foundc

Very truly yo

Hon, 1liam A, Prendergast,
mptroller,

Clty of New York.




October 23rd; 1912.M
_

It has been called to my attention that the
Bvening Poest published a statement in answer to my
letter to you, in which it is sald that they did net
put out a Sunday edition on October 9th, 1910, in order
to publish the election notices, I am enclosing to
you a copy of the Evening Post with the heading "The
Evening Poast, my, October 9th, 1910," containing
the said election notices. 80 that it is an undenia-
ble fact that they "printed" such an edition, That
they did not "publish® it is vhat I stated. It never
went outside of their own office. I also send you a
simiiar pretended edition of the Pest dated Sunday,
Ootober léth, 1910. That edition was alsc "printed",
but what I said of it was that it was not 'publi nhod‘.
namely. it was not delivered to the news dealers, it
was not circulated, in fact it did not leave the office

of the Bvaning Poet, unless a very few copies were

sent cul in erder o meke & prevense ¢l publicatien




in order to oculleet of the oity the $17,000 for the

cubnlication ¢f eleciion netices. I do not wish te

-

gay anything anmneyiag 1o any onle, but it is my duty

to call your attention to this freud, and direct you
to bring a euit to collect back the money. A demand
has been made o“n me by a taxpayer that I do thie, and
it 18 my dissgreeable duty %o do it,

Hrgtian Counsel
of VWeww Y0 1¢
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Dear Mr Prendergast:

1 maks this & personal instead of an

pubkli an

sarry the

really vretended to put out cane Sunday edition, The

other o:’o they printed but make no claim that they put

1t out at all, On the demand of a taxpayer I directed
the Corporation Counssl to bring a suit to recover the
money back. Before doing 80 I made some public mention
of 1t, Afterwards I sent over to yeur office to see the
voucher and particulariy the affidavit attached thereto,
arch was made all over thée office but it could mot be
found. I then had the Commissioner of Accounte search

B

for 1t, a® he was familiar with such things in your of-

fice, In the search they traced it to a certain desk

e A 5 5 SR

i

in your office, as I was informed, But the papers have

L

never been found, as I am informed, My attention has been

(R TS W ——




drawn to the fact that the Mall and the Globe are in the

‘ame case., The papers in their cases are on file
ciffice,

in your

the affidavits purport to be that they pub-

11 shed Sunday editions, whereas they did not.

o I presume
the affidavit on the Post voucher was to the sameé

I should very much like to find the vougher

WIlldam A, Prenderganst,
Compireller, il
City 0 New Y*”o

|
{




MEMORANDUM IN REGARD TO THE ACTION BROUGHT
BY THE CITY OF NEW YORK AGANST THE NEW YORK

EVEEING POST COMPANY.

This action was commenced in November, 1912, to

recover $16,920 theretofore paid to thé Post for printing

lelection notices in October 1910, on the ground that the
o8t had not fulfilled its contract and printed the notices |
as required by the Board of Elections, but by a trick and

device had deceived the Board of Elections into believing

that it had fulfilled 1its contract.
is

The gravamem of the chargehtha.t the Post had

failed to print and circulate a newspaper containing the
election notices on October 9 and October 16, 1910, both of
1 2ich dates fell on a Sunday, but did print a fake edition
i, those dates and charged the City as if 4t had printed a
cenuine edition. There is no charge made with respect to
the eight other dates upon which the notices were all print
ed.

As to the charge that the Post collected fof
brinting the election notices on October 9th, the facts are,
that the Post did not charge for any such ed{tion. The
®lection Board did not order the Post to print any edition
on October 9th, and the Post did not render any bill for

such an edition, nor cdllect any money for the publication of
;glcction notices on that date. This will appear from the

,&

tontimony referred to below and the documents quoted.

As to the charge that the Post did not fulfill

1tl contract with reference to the printing of electlon no-

tiou on October 16, the facts are, that the Post called the

tt‘untion of the Blection Board to the fact that it did not
uy print a Sunday edition, but that if required to
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ing the election notices and would give it the best circu-
| lation possible on that day. The Election Board, fully ap

contract, authorized the payment of the bill which was dul

audited and paid. The edition was specially prepared and

as appears by the testimony of the Chairman of the Board
of Election Commissioners, compared favorably with the Sun

day editions of the morhing papers on that day, and the ci

culation obtained therefor was over four thousamnd copies,

| After this payment was made the llayor's Commissioner of A01

' counts, Mr. Raymond B. Fosdick, investigated a complaint l

made to the Mayor that "The Evening Post, through a fraudue
lent issue of the paper, a Sunday edition, had obtained '

election advertising illegally". He examined the law, got

made up his mind that on the basis of the facts there was

l
| coples of the Evening Post, investigated the facts and i

nothing in the complaint, and so informed the Mayor.

_ The City officials, who were duly charged with
‘!the duty of supervizing the publisation of election notices
for 1910, and the audit and payment of bills, having ap-
proved of the entire transaction, and the same having been
afterwards 0.Ked by the Mayor's Commissifner of Accounts,
after special investigation of it, the conclusion seems ir-

' reoisélblo that The City of New York could not succeed in
the suit brought against the Post, and that the action
ghould not be further prosecuted.

The above statement of facts are based on the tede
| timony under oath, of William Plimley, Deputy Clerk of the

1 Board of Elections, James Kane, John E., Smith, and John T.

dng, Commissioners of Election for 1910, and of Willian

2
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As. Prendergast, Comptroller, and of Raymond B. Fosdick

the Commissioner of Accounts of liayor Gaynor.

A summary of this testimony is as follows:

Major Plimley, the deputy clerk of the Board,
on his examination, produced a copy of a letter dated Ocw
tober 4, 1910, signed by John T. Dooling, President of the

Board, to the Post, ordering the publication, a copy of

|
|

which is as follows:

Board of Elections
of the
City of New York
General officei;, 107 West 41lst Street,

Commissioners New York, October 4th, 1910,
John T. Dolling, Pres.

Charles B, Page, Secy.
James Kane,
John E. Smith.
To the Publisher
of Evening Post

Dear Sir:=

In accordance with a resolution this day
adopted by the Board of Elections of the City of New
York, herewith please find copy of list of polling
places and boundaries of election distrocts of the
several Assembly Districts in the County of New York,
for publication in your paper, nine (9) insertions,
vizi« October 8th, 10th, 1llth, 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th,
and November 7th and 8th next, the rate to be as per
terms stated in your proposal, not exceeding 812.80
per 1,000 ems, agate measurement.

This advertisement must conform in every re-

spect to the copy furnished and be set solid.

Respectfully yours,
(Signed) John T. Dooling,
President.




From that letter it appears that no publication was ordere

for October 9, 1910,
A copy of the bpill rendered by the Post &8 the

City, is as follows: l

Cet. 11, 1910.

Board of EBlections of N.Y.
107 W 41st St.

to The Evening Post, Dr.

1910
Oct 8 For advertising of election not$ce

146 7/8 thousand ems agate meas-
urement 9 times viz October 8th-
10th, 1llth 14th 15th 16th 17th
November 7th and 8th @ 12 80 per

thousand ems
$16920 00

From which it appears that no charge was made for a pub-

lication on October 9.

With respect to the publication on October 16,

which was a Sunday, Major Plimley produced a letter from

the Post to Mr. Dooling, a copy of which is as follows:

October 10th, 1910.

Mr. John T, Ddling,
Pres. Board of Elections,

107 West 41st St., City.

Dear Sir:i:e-

We are in receipt of your order, directing us
to publish on Sunday, October 16th, the election ad-
vertising which you have just assigned to us without
spolicitation on our part, and we accept same. Ve un-
derstand that you have no option on this matter of a
Sunday publication, as it is required by the Statute.

In accepting this order, we beg to notify you

that The Evening Post does not, as a rule, publish an




issue on Sunday (except in cases of a great national
calamity), and cannot therefore insure a Sunday circu

lati@n comparable to that of a week day. We shall, !

however, print an edition on October 1l6th, and circu-l

late it as widely as possible.
Yours truly, ;

(Signed) W.J. Pattison, |

Publisher. |

Fré@m which it appears that before the publication on

October 16, the Post called especial attention to the fact |

that i1t did n®t usually publish a Sunday edition and could

i

|

not insure a circulation comparable to its week day circu- |

lation, but that it would print a Bunday editicn on the 16t%

and would circulate i1t as widely as possible. In its Su.nda.yw

edition it made the same statement editorially. |
On Sunday, October 1l6th, the Post did print an

edition containing the election notice and did circulate {
l

upwards of 4000 copies, and that fact was made known to the
Commissioners and considered by them a full compliance with
their requirements. As also appears from the testimoﬁy,
the Post did not solicit the advertising, but was designat-
' ed as one of the publications by the Commissioners on their
own motion and from a list sent to them by Mayor Gaynor
which list included the Post.
After the publication, and upon receipt of the
bill from the Post, the propriety of the bill was investi-
gated by the Commissioners of record, and the Comptroller's

Office, and with all the facts before them the bill was du=-

| ly audited and paid.

!
|

Major Plimley testified with regard to this as

follows:

|
|

Q Did you do anything with regard to approving the

vouchers for payments? A I did, yes sir., The vouchers




were sent in: I measured them up and approved them as

to measurement and paid for a thousand ems according to
their agreement.

Q You mean you approved them, you didn't actually pay
them? A Yes,

@ VWhen the voucher came in you approved it and then
what did you do? A I turned it over: it goes to the
bookkeeper and the bookkeeper sends it down to the
Comptroller and the Comptroller pays it.

Q Do any of the Commissioners 0.K. it? A They sign
the bill before it goes down, after my 0.K. is on it.

Q You investigate it before you put your 0.K. on it?
A I always do.
Q Was there any irregularity in reference to the PUub -

lication? A None whatever.,

Q Or in regard to the charge? A No sir.
Q You satisfied yourself with regard to that before y O
O.,.Kd 1t? A Absolutely.
Major Plimley also testified as follows:
Q Did you know any of the officers or employees of
the Evening Post at that time? A No.
Q Did any of them approach you to get this adverti sing
or get any special figures? A No. *
Q You simply gave them instructions in accordance
with the --
A I took my instructions from the Board.

Q And you gave them instructions in accordance with

your duties as deputy clerk? A Yes,
Q@ And those instructions were all followed? A Yes.

Q And you investigated $o see that they were followed

and %hen approved the bi1l1ll1? A Yes.




Mr. Kane testified as follows:
Q Do you know who recommended the Post? A I don't

remember: I think it was lr. Dooling, it was in a reso
lution presented by lr. Dooling.

and further,

Q Did you approve the voucher for the payment for the

services performed by the Post? A I presume it,was ap-

proved by the Board.

Q Were you one of the members who approved it? A I

guess so,

Q Before you did that did you investigate that »111%

A No, sir.
Q@ You left that to whom? A I presume it was all
right, the Comptroller would never pay the bill unless

it was carried out.

!
|
|
|
|
Q Before it was approved did you make any investigatioﬁ

A No.,
Q Did any one do it for you? A No, it was all pub-

lished in those papers #at were published.
Q How do you know it was? Did anybody investigate 1it*
A 1 had a copy of ite I get the Evening Post now

very often,

Q You examined the papers to see whether it was puba

lished? A Yes.

Commissioner Smith testified as follows:
Q Did you attend the meetings of the Board in that

year (i.e., 1910)? A Yes,
Q Did you attend a meeting on October 4th? A Yes.

Q Do you recollect what took place at that meeting?

A V.ry well,

Q@ What took place? A I think it was Mr. Cromel,




Assistant Corporation Counsel, came to the Board with
a list of papers from Mayor Gaynor, in which he de-

sired to have placed the election notices.

Q Can you tell me from recollection as to what pa-
pers were on the list that Mayor Gaynor sent down?

A The papers that came in on the list which was hande
to the President- Mr. Cromel gave the President of the
Board of Election a list of papers which contained

for New York County, the Tribune, Evening Sun, Staats |

Zeltung, Bronx Record, Times, Globe, World, Morning

Telegraph, Press, Evening Post, Bronx Star.

Q Did the Board pass on those papers? A The Board
passed on those papers and adopted them all with the

exception of the Evening Sun.

Q@ What paper was substituted for that? A The Mail.

Q Were you one of those who 0 Kd the Post vouchers?

A Certainly. !

Q Did you make any investigation that you know of be-i
fore you O Kd them? A I looked them over, the vouch-
ers as they came from the Clerk.

Q@ And who investigated them for you? A Major Plimley.
Q He made an investigation and you relied on his in-

vestigation? A Absolutely.

Mr. Dooling the President of the Board, testified
as to the designation of the Post by the Board, and fur-

ther testified as follows:

Q Was any influence of any sort brought to bear upon
you to influence you to award that advertising in re-
gard to any of the newspapers? A Absolutely none.

Q@ In awarding that advertising, did you consider that

yeu were in any way violating your authority? A Abso
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lutely not.

Q You knew, did you not, that the afternoon papers,
the Mail, and the Globe and the Post, did not ordinar-
1ly print Sunday editions? A 1 did.

Q And you are a lawyer and are familiar with the re-
quirements of the election law? A Yes. |

Q And knew the dates upon which publications were re-

quired by law to be made? A I did, and the notices
sent out indicated themn.

Q When the question of payment came up, did you approve

the payment to these papers? A The custom that was

followed in this and all other cases was that after |

the publication bills would be presented with proofs

of the publication; they would be checked up by Major !

Plimley and his assistants, measured up to see that thé

!

bills were right, and checked up and computations made

|
as to the amount due. Subsequently they would be pre-

sented to the Board and approved by the Board in writ-
ing, and then forwarded to the financial offices of
the City for payment.

Q And attached to that claim were all the original
papers, as 1 understand it, the order and all corres-
pondence, and an affidavit of publication; is that cor
rect? A I don't kxnow what you mean by all correspond
ence. The order for the publication, the proof of pub
lication, the copies of it, and with a verificatidn
initialed on it by our clerks; that would be forwarded
My recollection is that the vouchers at that time re-

quired the signature of the four Commissioners, and

this voucher, with the others, was signed by the four




Q When you signed it, did you make any examination to
see whether the law had been complied with? A I was

gatisfied that it had been.
Q And you stidl are satisfied? A Yes, l

Q The edition of the Post which was printed on Sunday

the 16th, did you see that paper? A 1 did.

Q Were you satisfied that that was in substantial com
pliance with the Statute? A 1 was.

3 And that the paper was a proper and good paper? A
felt then and I still feel that the Evening Post had

fulfilled its contract. If I had not felt so, I would

not have approved the bill, i
|

Q You say that the publication in the Evening Post !

was d@irected to be made on two Sundays? A Why the di-}
|

rection was given in writing; a letter was sent out

directing them to publish it, and with thatl a copy was |

sent.

Q Designating the dates upon which the publication was

to be made? A Exactly.
Q You know that of your own knowledge? A My recolleg-

tion is that they were all signed by me as President.
Q They were signed by you as Pregident at that time?

A Yes.
Q, And you subsequently satisfied yourself that the

publications were made in the Bvening Post as required

A Yes, a special edition was gotten up.

Q In what manner did you determine that thowe publicad

tions had been made? A There was presented to me, afq
ter the publication, copies of the paper showing that
it had been printed and published on that date, and

" tzn different sources 1 gathered information., 1
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think there was comment in some other newspapers as to

the special edition that the Post had gotten out, that

it was unusual.

Q That it was an unusual publication? A Yes, it was

a departure from their custom, which was at that time,

and I understand is still, to refrain from publishing

on Sunday.

Q@ The publication was gotten out for the purpose of

complying with the election law? A Well, you would

have to ask the publishers. It was gotten out and it

was published.
Q For ¢shat purpose? A I don't know,whether it was

for that purpose.

Q You don't xnow what the nature of the'publication
was, do you? A I don't know; but I do recall that 1
read, with interest, a copy that was prepared.

Q Where did you obtain that copy? A At my office.

Q By the Post? A Yes; in fact, all the papers in

Q Copiles were sent to you? A Coples were sent to mer
H
!

which publications appeared.

Q And you recall the fact that a copy of this parti- |
cular edition was sent to you by the Post? A liore

than one. There were a number.

Q Tjere were a number of copies sent to the Blection
Board of this particular edition? A Yes.
Q Of the Sunday edition? A Yes,

From the sworn testimony of the officials of the

Blection Board it is of course, apparent that the Post
made no concealment of the fact that it did not usually
print a Sunday paper, but that in order to comply with

the order of the Board in this matter, and with the knowl

| edge and consent of the Board, it did, in this instance,

11




get out a Sunday editlon, and did, in good faith, circulate
over four thousand copies. The members of the Boara,

xnowing the facts, feltl that the Post had fulfilled its

contract. As President Dooling said-
"T felt then and I still feel that the BEvening

Post had fulfilled 1itis contract., If I had not

felt so 1 ﬁould not have approved the bill®.,
Such, indeed, seemed 10 bethe opinion of Raymond B. FosdicXk
Mayor Gaynor's Commissioner of Accounts, who testified
that on request of the Mayor's office he investigated an

anonymous complaint that came into the Mayor's office.

Mr. Fosdick testified as follows:
Q What did the complaint tell you? A The complaint

alleged that the Evening Post, through a fraudulent 1is

sue of the paper, a Sunday issue, had obtalned electio

advertising illegally.
Q As a lawyer and in connection with that investiga-

tion did you investigate the law of New York in refer
ence to the claim? A Yes.

Q Did you also investigate the facts? A Yes. 1

cannot recall now with whom I talked at the Board of

®lections. I am under the impression it 1s Commi 8=

gsioner Page.

. Q Did you 108k at the original records? A 1 think
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their statement of the thing.
Q And examined the law? A And examined the law, anc

1 remember sending out and getting some copies of the
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Q What was your conclusion? A I was informed, I
think it was by Commissioner Page, that the advertis-

ing had not been solicited by the Evening Post; that
the order to print a Sunday edition had been issued D]

the Board of Hlections subsequent to the time that
the contract was awarded to the Evening Post and
acainst the objection of the EBvening Post, and that
there had been no attempt on the part of the Evening

Post to conceal the fact that a Sunday edition was

not a regular thing. 1 made up my mind on the basis

F

of these facts that there was nothing in the come-

plaint, and I so informed the Mayor.

Comptroller Prendergast testified that the bill
of the Bvening Post had been paild by his department, af-
ter audit and that attached to the bills were the cel-

tificates and papers on which the audit was based.
w#th such testimony on the record; with the Cit

officials who were charged with the duty of supervising
this very matter, testifying that they did properly dis-
charge that duty, and with the Commissioner of Accounts,
after investigation, advising the Mayor that there was

nothing in the charge, it seems most ill advised to con-

tinue further prosecution of the case.

The law is well settled that e City cannot re=

cover for payments made for contracts duly perfollmed, af-

ter the audit by its proper officers, but that this audit

f zetops the City from attacking the payments.

It must not be overlooked that if the Evening
Post were liable in this case the Globe and the g_g%
which did precisely the same thing w are
also liable, they having issued the Sunday edi
the same time,




ity of NewPork
Bepnvtment of Finance

William A Prendergast, Comptroller

December 7, 1912.
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Hon. William J. Gaynor,
Mayor.

Dear Mr. Mayor,

Your letter dated December 3rd
regarding the voucher covering certain payments
to the Evening Post I did not receive until
Thursday evening after I returned from the hear-
ing you had given upon budget matters. I had
hoped to have a chance to call upon you yester-
day but found it impossible to do so., As I am
going away tomorrow or early on Monday for a
fevtvtdays I thought I had better send you this
le er.,

I have a very distinet recollection
that quite some time ago when some of the news-
papers carried articles showing that the Even-
ing Post had claimed to have published Sunday
editions at one time, some reporters came to my
room and asked me if I knew anything about 1it.
I told them that they could have entire access

to any of the records of this department pertain-
ing to the matter. It has always been my practice

when & question of this kind was raised to immed-
iately send the representatives of the press %o
the official records. The matter was never again
brought to my attention until you instructed the

Corporation Counsel to bring action against the
Evening Post, and he asked for the voucher., It

was then, meaning about two months ago, that the
voucher could not be located.

It appears that on May 12, 1911, MNr.
McGirk, of this Department, obtained from the




record room the voucher covering the Evening Post
payment. He gave the record room a receipt for

it and turned the papers over to Mr. York, one of
the auditors. Mr. York, who was questioned about
the matter, said that he had given the voucher to
Mr. Tirrell, Secretary of this Department. This
Mr. York may have done, as on some occasions papers
0f this character have been submitted to Mr.Tirrell
to show to the newspaper men, but the usual method
which has been followed is to send the newspaper
men to the Audit Bureau. Mr. Tirrell has fregquent-
ly accompanied them there and informed the officers
in charge that I had given instructions that they,
the reporters, should have access t0o any records
they desired to see. In any case, however, where
papers have been submitted to Mr. Tirrell he has
been in the habit of refurning them when the news-
paper men were through with their investigations.
The mere fact that Mr. York can only remember that
he gave the voucher to Mr. Tirrell proves nothing
at all, for Mr. Tirrell says that he does not
remember Mr. York giving the voucher to him. -

I have known Mr. York since he was a very
little boy and have a great deal of confidence in
his integrity. I have quite as much confidence in
Mr. Tirrell's integrity, although I have not known
him nearly so long. Mr. York says he gave the
voucher to Mr. Tirrell. Mr, Tirrell does not remem-
ber that he did. Here is a conflioct of opinion.
Either man may be mistaken. My own belief is that
the voucher has been mislaid. The only other theory
is that it may have been stolen. This could happen
because when papers are lying upon desks that are
in open rooms unprotected by railings or cages it
is not a difficult matter to abstract a paper. It
is most unfortunate that the voucher cannot be found.
1 very deeply regret that this is the case, and have
again given directions that the record room be
searched believing that the voucher, instead of be-
ing put back in its own place, may have been putl
back in the files of another year.

During my absence, if you wish anything
farther done about the matter, will you please con-

sult with Deputy Comptroller Mathewson?

Very sincerely yours,

: /// . // _

Comptrollerx




