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be a loyal supporte;
i oy pporter to the government

Hon. Mr.. Emn.xersoh—*»ﬂe did not want
any two prices either. (Laughter).

Mr. Carvell-No, he was e ingly
modest in his demands. Continuin®, he
said the statement had been made that
only one bridge in Mr. Roy’s list cost 63
cents a pound, and it was a rush order.
He had looked into the matter and found
that the bridge referred to was 80 feet
long and the company had made a profit
on it of $346.00. - He did not think the
Hamilton Bridge Company would object
to a lot of rush orders of that kind. 'Lhe
honorable, the leader of the opposition,
Ras told us that the average price paid
th_e Hamilton Bridge Company for the
bridges contained in Mr. Roy’s statement
was $3.96 per 100 pounds, and ke claims
that ouy bridges can be built for the same
price. #e (Carvell) had looked over Mr.
Roy’s statement and had found out that
the total profit that Mr. Roy had made
for his firm during the first year that he
was employed by them was $1,950. The
next year he .managed to increase the
profits of the concern to $4,550. Now do
you mean to tell me that any company
can build bridges and do such work as has
been done on our bridges on a profit of
§1,900 a year, and that to cover the cost
of management, fuel and other expenses
in connection with bridge building? Why!
it is too abhsurd for anything. I think Mr.
Roy wanted to underbid the other bridge
companies in Canada and the firm had
called upon him to change his tactics. Mr.
Roy was at one time engineer of ihe
Yeterboro bridge works; Mr. Law was
the manager, and between Roy and Law
they put the eoncern out of business, and
if they keep on at the same rate they are
liable to ruin the Hamilton Bridge Com-
pany. I feel confident that our New
Brunswick concerns in the bridges they
have built have only derived a fair profit,
and no government would expect them to
build bridges below cost., ;

Hon. Mr .Emmerson—The employes of
ithe Hamilton Bridge Company are out on
strike.

Mr. Carvell—I know what is the cause;
but as it was not brought out in evidence
I wili not refer to it.

M. Carvell then moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate. i

On the debate on the bLridge charges
being ‘resumed Dr. Puzs’ey :aid he would
like to make a personal explanation be-
fore the honorable member for €irleton
(Carvell) continued his rematks. In the
remarks which .he (Pugsley) had made
to the House the day before he had stated
that it appcared by the stat:mest which
had been produced in evidence by Mr.
Roy that there was a difference between
the actual weight of the bridges in that
statement and the estimated wei:ht of
something like 106,000 pounds. He had
asked a gentleman to add up the figures
in thke column of estimated weights, and
also the figures in the column of actual
weights, as well as of the shipping weights:
and the totals were as exactly as he gave
them to them to the House, but he had
found ‘on a more careful analysis of the
statement that there were some bridges in
respect to which the estimated weights
were ommitted and some .in respect to
which the actual weights were omitted,
and therefore he felt that he was not cor-
rect in the statement which he had made
and he wished to make this explanation
of the matter. :

Mr. Carvell, resuming his speech, said
that when he had moved the adjourn-
ment.of the debate he had been referring
to some extent to the evidence given be-
fore the committee by different witnesses
on behalf of Mr. Hazen, and had referred
to the evidence of Prof. Swain and, Mr.
Roy. The next witness to whose evidence
he would call the attention of the House
was Mr. Phelps Johneon, of Montreal. It
was unnecessary for him to inform the
House that Mr. Johnson has probably had
more experience in the business of build-
ing highway bridges than any other man
in Canada, and for that reason he was an
jmportant witness and one who, if the
honorable leader of the opposition and Mr.
Johnson had been willing, could have given
to the committee a great deal more evi-
dence than they are in possesssion of at
the present time, and which would have
placed the committee in a better position
to arrive at a contlusion as to what high-
way bridges should cost in Canada. Mr.
Johnson came here in obedience to a sub-
poena, and it has been stated in the course
of this debate by either the honorable
leader of the opposition or the honorable
member for Madawaska (Laforest) to prq-
duce certain documents and papers; that
in obedience to that subponea he had
picked out tkose papers and was all ready
to start for Fredericton, when he received
a telegram from him (Carvell) asking him
to bring ertain other documents and
papers. fle (Carvell )wished to state that
that was an absolutely untrue account of
the fact of the casc. Mr. Johnson was not
subpomaed to produce anything except
himsel, to give what ever evidence he
mighthave to give with regard to the con-
structon of bridges. Mr. Johnson came
before the committee, and he (Carvell)
had ‘feceived a great amount of censure
from the opposition press and party for
the course which he took in connection
wift that gentleman, but he had this to
sa- that if he had it to do over again he
wild do the same thing, and he was satis-

il the legal profession and the business |

wn of the country would justify him in
tat course. (Applause.) He did not
tink that custom should always be ob-
arved in these matters, without any re-
3rd to the circumstances surrpunding the
cse. It seemed to him that all the cir-
cnstances of the case should be taken
‘to consideration and action taken ac-
rdingly. We had taken the evidence of
Ar. Roy and Prof. Swain, and we knew
he difficulty we had experienced in get-
sing documents znd papers from those
getlemen. Mr. Roy produced four con-
tracts which he had purposely picked out
of 62 in order to make as good a case as
he possibly could for Mr. Hazen. Mr. Roy

had in his possession a complete state- |

ment of two years work done by his com-
pany, and yet he withheld that statement
until the committee actually had to apply
the force of the law to gct it from him,
and we had the honorable leader of the
opposition and his counsel doing every-
thing in their power to prevent the com-
mittee having the benefit oi the informa-
tion which this document would afford.
Then in the very face of that we have
Mr. Johnson coming here with only a few
documents in order to prove to us what
it ought to cost to erect steel highway
bridges in the province of New Brunswick.
The counsel for Mr. Emmerson asked that
the witness be not allowed to testify until
he produced all the documents which had
been asked for. Ile (Carvell) did not

feel justified in refusing to have Mr. John- |

son's evidene taken until he had some
evidence as to whether Mr. Johnson had
placed himself in a position to give all
the information which the
wanted as Lo the construction of bridgzes

throughout the dominion, and conirary to |

the wishes of Mr. Emmerson’s u?u_m.-‘vl hn.
(Carvell) had taken the responsibility of

having Mr. Johnson sworn and examined !

him as be had a perfect right to do a: to
what pipers. and documents he bad
brought. ~ 3fr. Jékuscm-stuted in bis-ew-

eommittee |

dence that at the request of Mr. Hazen
he had picked fifteen plans, specifications
ux}d contracts, out of the 18 bridges which
his company had built in the province of
Nova Scotia, and had brought those with
him. The honorable leader of the opposi-
tion in his remarks the other evening
produced a statement to show that the
Dominion Bridge Company had built 22
bridges in the province of Nova Scotia,
whereas Mr. Phelps swore that they only
built 18, and that he had the plans, con-
tracts and specifications for 15 of those
with him and also for the three built by
his company in the province of New Bruns-
wick. In answer to a question as to
whether his company had constructed any
other bridges in the dominion of Canada,
Mr. Johnson said they had built hundreds
of them. He had piles of evidence as to
what these bridges would cost in other
parts of Canada, and let me ask why were
not those three extra contracts brought
here for the bridges built in Nova Scotia?
(Applause.) Has any explanation been
given as to why those three were not
brought? It is a remarkable thing that
he should pick out 15 and leave three at
home, and it seemed to him (Carvell) that
any one would be justified in coming to
the conclusion that there was something
in these three documents which was not
at all favorable to the case of the leader
of the opposition. (Applause.) He (Car-
vell) did not think it was in the interest
of justice to allow Mr. Johnson to give
evidence as to those 15 documents, which
of course had been picked out as most
f: vorable to the honorable gentleman's
(Hazen) case, and then leave the province
and never come back. Mr. Johnson knew
we had no power to bring him back, once
he left the province, and no power of get-
ting any evidence as to what these
bridges built by his company had cost,
excepting the few which he had chosen
to pick out and bring wit him. The com-
mittee offered to pay Mr. Johneon's ex-
penses to Montreal and back, in order
that we might get this evidence.

Mr. Hazen—The honorable gentleman
kas stated that I said there was 22 bridges
built in Nova Scotia by the Dominion
Bridge Company, whereas Mr, Johnson
swore there were only 18. I did say there
were 22 in the statement, but I should
have said 22 spans. There were 18
bridges, containing 22 spans.

Continuing, Mr. Carvell said that if he
bad any doubts as to the wisdom of the
course he had pursued in connection with
Mr. Johnton he was thoroughly satis-
fied next morning that he had made no
wistake, because when the committee met
honorable members will remember that
every attempt known to a learned counsel
was made by Dr. Stockton in order to get
a portion of the cvidence of Mr. Johnson
before the committee before he left the
province of New Brumswick. (Applause.)
He even asked that if Mr. Johnson would
not be allowed to give evidence as to what
the bridges cost, then let him be put on
as an expert to give his opinion as to what
they ought to cost under ordinary ecir-
cumstances. He (Carvell) was more than
satisfied that there was something they
were keeping back and some reason why
they did not want Mr. Johnson to go to
Montreal and get this evidence, and he
bad felt sure when Mr. Johnson returned
to Montreal that he would never come
back. After Mr. Johnson returned to
Montreal it is true that he (Carvell) sent
him a second telegram - asking him to
Lring the evidence as to what it had cost
his company to build railway bridges. And
was he not justified in asking him to bring
that evidence? One of the charges that
was being investigated by the committee
was that the government had paid dguble
the rrice per pound for highway bridges
of ‘what it had cost to build Intercolonial
Jtailway bridges, and it was very pertinent
that we should know what Mr. Johnson
raceived for building those railway bridges.
After getting that tclegram Mr. Johnson
wrote a letter to Mr. Hazen, and among
other things he wrote:

“Before the re@ipt of this telegram I
was well convincedl that the chairman and
a majority of your committee were de-
termined that my evidence should not be
taken, and that their unwarranted - de-
mands for the production of so large a por-
tion of my company’s records were
prompted, not by a desire for information,
Lut by the hope that 1 would fail to pro-
duce the papers, in which event they
were prepared to refuse to hear me at all.
The secretary of my company declines to
permit his records to be depleted as de-
manded by your committee, and I con-
s'der that another visit to Fredericton
would be merely a waste of time, for I ain
«ure no hearing would be allowed me.”

It seemed to him (Carvell that Mr.
Johnson had some assurance—and he was
going to say that the honorable leader of

publish a document of that kind. (Hear,
Lear.) Mr. Johnson writes that the sec-
relary of the company would not allow
Lim to deplete his records. ls therc any
evidenee that the secretary of the com-
piny demurred when Mr. Johnson went
to pick . the 15 documents which Mr.
Hazen wam. '? He does not tell us that
le consulted . * secretary of the com-
pany at all; he . 'ls us that he picked
them out himself, an it is impossible to
find a statement in his «.‘dence, either in
the lines or between the iimes, that he
l:ad to ask anybody or thab he was not in
complete and absolute control of those
documents.  (Applause.) He (Carvell)
had no hesitation in characterizing the
statement that the secretary would not
allow him to have the contracts as an
uzbsolute untruth, and when Mr. John-
son penned those words he knew they

the purpose of prejudicing the people of
this province against the government and
not for the purpose of getting at the facts
of the case. (Applause.) Then the chair-
man received another roasting from the
oppoxition papers, and he would read the
! report from the Sun of the proceedings of
| the committeee when Mr. Johnson’s letter
was under discussion. The report was as
follows:

“Mr. Hazen stated that he had just re-
ceived a letter from Mr. Johneon relative
to the matter under discussion, and he
vould read the letter to the committee.
Dr. Pugeley objected to Mr. Hazen read-
ing the letter until he (Pugslcy) had first
seen it. Mr. Hazen replied that he did
not ask to be allowed to put the letter in
evidence, and Dr. Pugsley had no right to
demand to see it, and he did not propose
to show it to him. He would, however,
read it to the commmittee. The chairman
ruled that Mr. Hazen could not read the
letter.”

Now I say that the statement that “the
chairman ruled that Mr. Hazen could not
read the letter” is as false a statement as
it is possible to pen. The chairman was
never asked to rule upon the matter at
all. Mr. Hazen admitted that he never
asked to put the letter in evidence. He
] talks about reading it, and not having it
put in evidence, but he knows that the
| verv moment a document is read it is in
evidence, and that the reading of it puts
it in evidence; and when he comes here
| and savs that he only waunted to read it
and not to put it iu evidence he is jtig
zling vith worde and i not treating this
Honee ir the manner i which they are

i-eptitled to’ be tfegied Ev a gentlamdn :aﬁ‘

the opposition had some assurance—to |

were not true, and he was doing it for |

his high standing at the bar, . It is cer-
tain Mn, Johnson never intended .to, gome
back. from: Mantreal, and. he (Caryell) g
not think the honorable leader of the op-
position ever expected him to come back.

Mr. Hazen—The honorable member is
incorrect in that statement.

Mr. Carvell—Then I stand corrected. I
do not say that you did not want him to
come back, but T thought you did not ex-
pect him. Continuing, Mr. Carvell eaid
that the evidence of Mr. Brown had also
been misrepresented by the opposition
press. It was stated in the press that he
took the material for a bridge from St.
John to Nova Scotia and erected it for
50 cents per 100 pounds. There was no
evidence of that, and the nearest you
could come to it was that the price was
66 2-3 cents per 100 pounds, and that only
by calculation, and yet the opposition pa-
pers state that Mr. Brown swore it. Next
we have the evidence of Mr. Peters. He
did not come here like Mr. Roy and Mr.
Johnson, but he turned his office inside
out and he brought a trunk full of docu-
ments and books to show every detail in
connection with the bridges which he had
constructed for the government..  These
bocks and. papers were kept here three
weeks; they were open to the opposition
for inspction, but they had not been open
half an hour before it was impossible to
get Mr. Hazen or any of his counsel to go
within two rods of that trunk. They were
as scared of that trunk as they were of a
rattle snake. (Laughter). They asked for
a few samples, and when they got them
they dropped them as they burned their
fingers and after half an hour they had
no further curiosity with regard to the
contents of that trunk, and it was left to
take care of itself. (Applause).

Mr. Shaw—He said there were some pa-
pers which he did not bring.

Mr. Carvell—No, sir; he was asked to
bring the papers of tae Record Foundry
Company and he brought all the papers
and books in any way connected with
the bridges built for tme government by
that company.

M:. Hazen—He was not able to show
the cost of erection,

Mr. Carvell—But he was able to tell
you that he had lost money on the erec-
tion of the Lefebvre bridge; that he made
money on two others, and that he had a
very small profit on the rest. (Applause),
Referring to the statements made by the
honorable member for Madawasks (La-
forest) as/to the profits made by the
Record Foundry Company on their bridge
work, Mr. Carvell said he would like to
believe that the honorable member had
made the statement out of ignorance of
the facts and not for the purpose of wilfully
misrepresenting the evidence. The honor-
able member stated that Mr. Peters swore
that the Record Foundry Company got
93 per cent. profit on the bridge work. It
was hardly necessary to discuss that, as
everyone knew that 1s was absolutely
false. Mr. Peters swcre that where the
cost of metal and labor was about equal
they added them together and added to
that 72 per cent. to cover the incidental
expenses connected with every manufac-
turing establishment, such as heat and
light, fuel, wear and tear of machinery,
breakage, buying commissions and selling
| commissions, and in fact everything going
| to mnke up the expenses, and they did it
| to arrive at & fair selling price. If the
| statements made by the honorable member

(Laforest) regarding the profits made by
| the Record Foundry Company on those
bridges weve any criterion of the other
statements which he made, then all he

(Carvell) had to say was that it was un-
necessary to deal any further with the
| statements of the honorable member for
i Madawaska. (Applause). Mr. Peters
| stated that the company made a profit
| last year of $15,000 on all the business of
| the company, and he said that the bridge
| business was only 10 per cent. of the total
| business. = He was sorry the honorable
member for Madawaska was not in his seat
and he hoped his friends would explain to
him what had been saxd and that he would
not again be guilty of making such an
exhibition of himself in the way of mis-
representing evidence. (Applause). He
would not refer to the evidence of Mr.
Peters any further, more than to say that
that evidence showed to every fair-minded
person that the bridges built by the Rec-
sed Foundry Company were superior in
ewww way to those built for the New
Brums. “ck government by the upper prov-
ince firm.. And his evidence in that re-
gard was substantiated by Messrs. Sefton
and Lockhart, of the Intercolonial Rail-
way. If there was any evidence in the
whole investigation which impressed him
(Carvell) it was the evidence of those iwo
practical laboring men. They told the
committee that there were certain mem-
bers of the Campbell and Lefebvre bridges
which would require ten times the amount
of labor to produce, and that at less weight
than did the bridges built by the Upper
Canadian concerns for the province, and
they stated that taking the bridges as a
whole they cost from two to three times
as much to build as did the bridges built
by the Dominion Bridge Company and the
Hamilton Bridge Company for the New
Brunswick government. If there was any
evidence that was important it was the
| evidence of those two witnesses, who took
| the plans of the Campbell bridge and point-
! ed out wherein each member cost more
| than another, and their evidence was such
as to convince the committee of the su-
periority of our New Brunswick bwlt
bridges. (Applause). ‘Lhew evidence
in this regard was supplemented by Mr.
Arnold, who showed himself to be a
theoretieal, as well as a practical’ man.
Mr. Arnold stated that he examined the
Sussex and Hampton bridges, and that the
members of those bridges were made up
of solid rolled pieces instead of built mem-
bers as in the case of the Lefebvre and
Campbell bridges. The object of this, he
said, was to get them through the shops
as easily as possible and at the lowest pos-
sible cost. ‘I'he Upper Canadian compan-
ies are able to do that because they bgild
their bridges from plans and specifications
prepared by themselves; they arc not sub-
jeet Lo any inspection, and they prepare
plans of bridges which will give them the
least possible labor in the shops. In the
bridges built by the New Brunswick firms
we have the evidence of Prof. Swain that
the design and the plans and specifications
of Mr. Wetmore are as nearly perfect as
they can be made, and he admits that
they cannot but be good bridges if built
aceording to these plans and specifications.
Those bridges are inspected, they are buils
according to the plans apd specifications
in every particular, and it needs no argu-
ment to show that under those circum-
stances they must be greatly superior to
bridges built by companies from their own
plans and specifications, where the work is
slighted, an? where the least amount of
labor is put on for the grealest p-eible
amount of money. (Applause).

Passing on, Mr. Carvell raid he weuld
mention some of the bridges built by the
government and for which it was ul'eged
enormous prices had been paid- The hou-
orable leader of the opposition had said
that the Lefebvre bridge cost the govern-
menf 7 (1-3 centx per pound, completed and
erected) But-he males thit. upy by addin:
aofoaats which sbould not be woladed, oud

whirh are only included for the purpose
of  deceiving the public as to the prices
which , have been paid. VApplause).
In the first place he puts m an
item of #075.75 for tearing down old piers.

and he rays this should be added to the |

cost of the supemstructure, and that there-
fore the cost per peund would be increas.
ed to that extent. Then he adds 8250 ex-
pended the following year for painting,
making & total of 81,225 which he says
should be added to the cost of the super-
giructure and thus brings the price up to
713 cents per pound. (Applause), He
(Carvell) would refer for one moment to
the question of taking down old etruc
tures, Mr. Roy had the assurance to
come before the committee and swear
that in every case their contract mcluded
the taking down of the old superstructure,
lie (Carvell) had no heeitation in charac-
‘terizing that statement as an absolute
falsehood. (Applause). He did not be-
lieve there was one case in twenty-five of
the bridges built in Canada where it was
necessary to take down the old superstruc-
ture. 'The substructure has to be built
before the steel is erected, and how was
it possible for the contractor for the sub-
structure to perform his contract unless
he takes down the old structure? (Ap-
plause). He knew of five or six steel
bridges built in the county of Carleton,
end in not one inffnce did the old super-
structure have to be taken down for the
contractor for the new steel superstruc-
ture. The granite piers were erected, and
all the contractor for the superstructure
had €8 do was to place the steel work up-
on them, and what is true of the bridges
in that county is true out of 00 of every
100 bridges built in the dominion, and
when Mr. Roy suid that the contract in-
cluded in every, case the tearing down of
the old superstructure he was simply en-
deavoring to deceive the committee and
the public. Ile referred to a bridge built
by .his company in Noys Secotia, but the
specifications for this bridge, did not say
one word about taking down the old sup-
erstructure. Yet Mr. Roy swore that in
every case the contract included the tuk-
ing down of the old superstructure, thus
proving by his own evidence that he per-
jured himself in making that statement.
(Applause). ' ! :

Mr. Carvell resumed the'debate. Whmn
was true of the Lefebvra was true
of every one. Take the Campbell bridge.
He bad taken the trouble of figeving up
the cost of that bridge in the way his
bon orable friend figured 12 and 1he con-
tract price was #:0,52L 7, and the painting
done (the year aftervard)~1% was in ov-
idence from Mr. Roy that the contract
price of their brdges niways meided the
sccond coat of paint, with no eaception,
the invariable ruale was that it was in the
contract; and vet the very docnment he
produced regarding the bridge in Ncva
Beotia only provided for one coat of pumt,
and that to be completed at the works,
(Hear, hear). .

It seemed to him tbe more you thought
about the man Roy the more infamous he
became and the more loathing one wou'd
have for him ond the less eredonne could
be given to his evidence. The painting of
the Campbell bridge was §200; Jwnbel
$548.71, and then there was taking down
the old structure; ia thi» they mnout only
took down the »tructure, but the contrec-
tor built the piers und cilirged all to
superstructure. That is the way they in-
flated the price sf the Campbell bridge;
$675 for taking down the old structure
ahd repairing the piers and $200 for paint-
ing.

Mr. Emmerson—And that jas the year
afterwards, and add that to the total
cost of the bridge and divide by the num-
ber of pounds in the bridge and accept
that as the price per pound this bridge
cost in the superstructure, to the provinee,
(Applause).

He (Carvell) weuld ' refer to
the  Petitcodiac and Port Kl
gin bridges, built by Mr. Kitchen,
which were on a little different basis from
any other bridges built in the province of
New Brunswick. Both the substructure
and superstructyre were built by the
same person and the tenders were called
for and the tenderers invited to tender
for both, separately or jointly, 'I'here was
only one tender for both, Mr. Kit-
chen, and his tender was accepted in both
cases. The tender for the substructure
alone ranged all the way from $1,800" to
$3,800. He mentioned this to show the
enormous difference in the views of dif-
ferent contractors about bridges, and he
would ask if it was not the history of the
construction of public works in the prov-
ince of New Brunswick and all over the
Dominion of Cdnada, that" men’' are corr-
stantly tendering for those bridges where
matters are reft dpem to publiec tender,
away below the actual cost and what they
can be done for, and then find that they
have been caught in a trap and will move
heaven and earth in order to get an
amount out of the government so that
they may have a living price. They reter
to every trick known to the profession to
get the money and in very many cases
succeed in getting extras to bring the
price up to a living profit. Mr., Carvell
said his hoporable friend had arrived at
the price of these two bridges—Port Elgin
especially-—by taking the lowest tender,
about $1,800 or $1,900, and then the total
cost of the bridge, and that total cost, he
though, would astonish even the honor-
able gentleman himself. It was in the
evidence of the chiet commissioner and
was $7,230.50. T'he lowest tender for the
substructure alone was about $1,900 or
%2,000 to make an even figure. It was n
evidence that tleey had taken out that
amount which they say the substructure
was built for and bave charged the rest
to superstructure, which is made up of 6}
cents a pound which they admit they
paid to Mr. Kitchen for actual steel going
into the superstructure, also for a steel
sidewalk at %200 additional, offered atter
the contract was bet. They had $44 tor
lumber, and extra stonework $1,460.50 and
asked this House to charge it all to super-
structure. Putting those figures together
would give $4806 and take that from
%7,259 and you have $2,433, and the con-
tract price which they paid Mr. Kitchen
for the bridge was only $81,800, which only
leaves you five or six hundred dollars ot
profit on the bridge and for the erecting
and furnishing the Jumber for the flooring.
And then they tell you this man got 12 or
13 cents a pound for building those bridg-
es.

Mr. Shaw—Six and a half cents paud
Mr. Kitchen?

Mr. Carvell—Paid the Hecord Foundry
Company, and then Mr. Kitchen had the
lumber contract and got a reasopabic
price for erecting the bridge, which may
have brought the matter up ome or one
and a half cents higher; but the govern-
ment admitted they were paying more for
bridges than later. The government had
never kept back anything, but everything
had beew fven that could  possibly be
givep, ‘Lhe records of the public works
departiveny bad bugo tursed wede out
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for the committee and no one need say
he colild not tell what W hridge cost be-
cause he could not Hind™'the documents;
they had a chance to find every doetinént,
and if they did not know what it had coat
it was their own fault. (lear, hear—ap-
plause),

Then in regard to the Saunders Brook
bridge—Last winter when his honorable
friend on his right (Fleming) was speak:
ing in Carleton county, there was nothing
he loved to dwell upon like the Saunders
Brook bridge; nothing gave the opposition
such supreme joy as this little brdge
built at the request of my honorable frend
from Queens county. They told that this
little light bridge of four or five beams—
we were told in the county of Carleton,
and I presume in other parts of this prov-
ince—they would figure up what it cost
and add on and divide by the number of
pounds and behold the cost. You would
think the whole province of New Brune
wick was going to be ruined and the whole
thing only cost about 8400, This is an tm.
portant bridge because 1t is one of which
we have the sworn estimate of such won-
derful bridge builders as Prof, Swain and
Mr, Roy. Prof. Swain takes the plans and
specifications and figures it up as only a
man of his ability can figure, and says
that bridge can be built for from $150 to
$175. Mr. Roy comes on and says: My
company would have been glad to buud
that bridge, all completed, evenything, for
8175. The government has admitted from
the beginning they paid 6} cents a pound
for this bridge to the Record Moundry
Company, and then paid whatever it cost
to erect the bridge after that, and the
bridge was erected by Mr. Haines who,
Ire thought, every membqr of this Houwe
would have perfect contidence in as to his
honesty.

Mr. Shaw—Was it not stated all over
the country that those bridges only cost
0} cents a pound erected?

Mr. Carvell=It nmever was stated by me.

Mr, Emmerton—Nor by me either,

Mr. Shaw=I think the honorable mem-
ber for Bt. John read the statement of
the premier on the the hustings where 1t
stated the bridges only cost 6} cents a
pound erected.

Mr.: Qarvell=I have mot the statement
in my mind or before me and am not in
a position to speak about it, but 1 never
stated so. Mr. Carvell had always under-
stood on the inception of this bridge pol-
fey it cost more than '8} cents a pound to
have those bridges ready for uk; and at
the inception they received 6} cents a
pound for the iron or stgel, and the cost
of erection besides, but his purpose was
to show the extreme value to be placed
on the evidence of those professional men,
They swore those bridges could be built
for $150 to $176, completed and ready for
traffic.

Prof. Swain when asked to make up an
estimate says: I estimate $20 for cartage,
88 for freight. He was asked why he es:
timated that. Well, he said, that is what
it would be worth in St. John,
But this bridge was buit
the county of Queens and Mr. Carvell had
a statement from the public works de-
partuent of what the erection of this
bridge nost. The erection of that bridge
actual cost $143.60 and Prof. Swain says
it could be erected for $28, based on the
lumber which he said would be about ¥23,
he thought all they had to do was load the
bridge on a truck somewhere and baul it
out a few miles and put it on the site,
What would be the wvaue of evi
dence like that? And they would go be-
fore the House and the country and ask
you to believe the New Brunswick govern-
ment had been guilty of embezziement on
the evidence of men like Prof. Swain and
Mr. Roy,

Dr. Pugsloy—Mr. Archibald told him so,
Mr. Swain says.

But Mr. P, 8. Archibald's name must
not come in here because he had nothing
to do with the inception of these charges
but came at a great racrifice to himself to
give evidence, and they made up their
minds they would not go into the matter
of railway construction, and the honorable
member from Madawaska says after they
got here were »ratistied the government
would not allow them to give evidence
without documents, and consequently that
was the reason he did not come in., But
the honorable counsel for the pro:ecution
took a different view and stated publicly
in the responsible position of counsel, 1t
was because they made up their mind
they would not go into the invesligation
of the reilway bridges and it would not
be of value. He would ask the House
which gentleman had given the exact rca-
won' for the absence ot Mr, P, 8, Archi
bald.

The freight alcne on the
Brook bridge amounted to $43.70, and
hauling, $9.50, or in all 833, Whercas Mr,

Swain says he ‘would build a whole bridge |

and provide the lumber for flooring for
something like #50. It would seem to hin
that he was simply trifling with the House
to pursue this matter further, The labor
on that bridge was not far astray from
the labor estimated by Mr. Swain, at $20;
the actual cost of labor being #37, It
would be but an illusiration of what Mr.
Carvell had said of the Woodstock bridge,
that the cost of these bridges could not be
sworn to us a guess, but the circumstances
of every individual case must be taken in-
to consideration and figured on in each
instance. It was true that the Naunder’s
Brook bridge cost more than 6} cents per
pound, but it cost 6} to the government
for steel and it cost the erection besides
that, They say that price should not have
been paid for sbeel because it is a very
simple construction. He would not gan-
say that statement, dut the ecvidence,
which could not be contradicted, was that
at the same time the Baunder’s Brook
bridge was built they were building the
Dingec Stream and Grand Manan bridges,
and Mr. Peters says he could build the
Saunder's Brook bridge for less than 6}
cents a pound, but the Grand Manan for
not less that 10 cents a pound, and taking
these three bridges together, 6} cents a
pound only leaves a fair and reasonable
living profit, and the province should pay
that amount of money and there is noth-
ing wrong with the transaction.

Mr. Carvell then referred to amother|

branch of the case, the inspection, and
said that the goveroment hud ‘stated time
and time again the honorable attormey
general swore before the commitiee that
when they started into the policy of buld-
ing these bridges they had before them
the experience of some six or seven struc-
tures erected previous to that time, In
the first place, the Sussex, Balisbury and
Hampton, and two or three bridges whosc
pames he did not remember, and the
Woodstock bridge. They had the evidence
that they had tenders in the public works
department, thet Mr. Law, the man pow
managing the Hamilton Bridge Company,
anpd Mr. Roy. :hen in the Peterboro
Bridge Company, actumllly tendered for
the Hampton -bridge. ot ¥} coute por
(Hear, bear). "' ;

Naunder’s |
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And now they would come down here
and ask the committee to believe that
they' Wotld be only too glad to build vhe
‘bridge "for 3). and 4 cents, and make n
good living profit, 1f they could do that
he could not under¢tand how the Peter
boro Bridge Company went to the wall it
they were getting anything like B} cents
for their work,

It was true this was not evidence, but
they had the statement of Mr. Haines of
the weights of the Hampton, Sumsex and
Nalisbury bridges and the cost and tigured
it out all the way from 8} to 7} centa
per pound, and they have the evidence of
the Woodstock bridge, and they had the
absolute evidence in their possession that
the Woodstock bridge must have cost
under ordinary circumatonces not less
than B} cents to 6 cents a pound, and
taking all together they simply came to
this: Is it advisable for us to go on get-
ting an inferfor article, because you will
remember it is in evidence that Hampton
bridge I think partly broke down in the
second year after erected and a lange
amount of repairs had to b eput on 1t
to keep it in condition. With this ex:
perience they asked: Is it not possible
we could build these bridges ourselves
and get a better job and have it cost the
province no ‘inore money? They took the
experiment of building the first three
bridges—Cusick, Douglastown and Klgin,
and said to the Record Foundry Come
pany: This 18 only a small order, a few
thousand dollars, and you build those
bridges and keep an accurate account of
the cost and we will pay you what it cost,
,and they undertook to form a policy from
that, They actually cost 63 cents a pound
f. 0. b. at Moncton, and the government
p;id that and the cowt of erection aiter
that.

They said, you can build the rest a little
choaper, and they took the next three—
Saunder’s Brook, Dingeé BStream and
Grand Mianan=-and they said you oan
build those for 6} and they did =0, and
you have the evidence of what they made
out of them., The whole amount of cost
for the whole thing was only $1,600 out-
side of erection and there could not be
an awful steal in that price,

The next experiment was letting a con-
truet for both substructure and super-
structure, and that cost 6} conts, and
after that they have bullt five or six big
bridges at 6 cents completed, all ready
for ‘trafie, with the exception of the ac:
tusl lumber which went into the con-
struction of the work. (Heur, hear), 1this
might in some case increase the price by
4 o cent per pound, in some a little loss
and in wome u little more. Mz, Carvell
would ¢all their attention to the fact that
out of $02,000 or $65,000 of superstructure
of these bridges over $50,000 had been at
64 cents completed ready for use, with
the exception of lumber for flooring, and
only about $15,000 were used in experi:
menting, and taking into consideration
the extra quality of the bridges we are
recelving in Now Brunswick as compared
with Upper Canadian provinces you must
come to the conclusion it is money well
spent and the government has well ac-
counted to the country for the money
spent in them, The government came to
the conclusion after their experience with
the Hampton bridge, and to some extent
with the Sussex bridge as well, that it
was absolutely necessary to have a rigid
system of inspection, and the first bridge
we have any record of being inspected at
the worke was the Woodstock bridge,
He had a statement furnistied fo him by
Mr. Winslow, that it gost the province for
inspection $2,413.03, Just think what it
would mean (o inspect these bridges in
the province of Ontario or Quebeo, and
he could ask in the light of all the evi-
dence given before the committee i the
inspection was not necessary. We have
the evidence of Mr, Arnold that he him-
wolf prevented the company from stewling
between two or three thousand dollars by
reason of an attempt to put in inferior
work; and if they would attempt to steal
with the inspector there, what do you
think they would do withoat an inspector
to watch them? They' might steal eight
or ten thoumnd, and that would be only
a ressonable proposition., Mr, Arnold
was asked how could they steal, and his
answer was: There were dozens of ways
in which the shop could do the govern
ment, und 1t {8 in the knowledge of every
man,*unless you have these things mspect-
ed you must expect to lose, Mr, Carvell
had not enough faith in humanity to be-
lieve that & man would prepare his own
plans and specifiestions  and 8
bridge without anybody watching, and
did not believe it was reasonabld:to sup-
pose the ordinary man would give us good
an article as if the government prepared
their own plans and specifications and
| put womicone there to make them build
| weeording to the plans and specifications,
The government suid: If we are going
| to inspect the bridges we must bire a man
{ to do ii, and it one bridge is being buit
| in Nova Scotis, another in Quebec snd

unother in Ontario we must have three
| wets of engineers and the expense of their

travelling around the dominion to inspect
| those bridges, and they said they could
not afford to do that, If they were done
at homo one man could inepect three or
four st the same time, If he had any
| spure time he could do other work snd
| the bridges could be inspected at the

works at & nominal cost, and if there 19
{ anything in the policy of the government
which commonds itself to the judgment
of u prudent man i is the policy so far
as the inspection is concerned, As betore
stated, the bridges with the exception of
the first three or four smasll ones,  hud
been built at a trifle over 6} cents a pound,
comploted and ready for traffic, and this
brings us back to the question of whether
or not there has been any misconduct or
gross neglect of duty on the part of the
chief commissioner of public works, be-
cause that is the matter we sre really
trying out,

In the charges preferred before this
House a year ago the government and the
chief comméssioner were practically charg-
ed with embezzlement, but the charges
this yesr are couched in different lan-
guage, Jf the honorable chief commis-
sioner did not know any bettor than to
allow the contractors to mulet the prov-
ince of between three and four thoumnd
dollars there is not much ditference in
saying he is guilty of negiect or embezzie-
ment, He would like to wgk honorable
gentlemen if there was & man in the prov-
ince of New Brunswick could transact
some $30,000 worth of his own business
and not make some mistakes; was it pos-
wsible for & man to do this amount of work
without makipg mistakes? He did ot
care in what depurtment of life you were
engaged you could see in looking back
over any year where you could have done
better., Was it fair to suppose becsuse 8
man made mistakes in judgment he should
be publicly beld up s sn embezzer? ‘L'he
wholg, history of the world was & sucees-
sonnpl Wistakes, ‘Traing huve beep de-

| strgued by pmatades 4pd, amm_we*

been wrecked; thousands of lives and mil-
lons of property have been lowt by mise
takes; kings have been dethroned, amd 1
wan almost going to say that the noblest
and brave:t and moat chivalrous aet th
British hirtory by which 000 'men’ weht
into the jaws of death and {mmortaliged
themselves because someohe had blundet
ed; and you can follow the history of ‘Yhe
world and find mirtakes} and yet one vahs
not say because a manh may not have ex:
ercired the judgment which |a exercispd
in the light of what has taken plice in
the pust and what he has learned aince
the thing was done he should he held up
to ridicule for it} and there is another side
=Mr, Carvell did not :ay mistakes had
been made, but the fact the government
is now having built bridges cheaper than
under previous circumstances is evidence
they have pgofited by the experienve of
the past and are getting bridges bwilt
which, even to Mr., Roy's statement, are
better bridges and do not eost more .uah
bridges built by Upper Canadian 'Hirma,

Honorable gentlemen would remember
when this investigation waa started Mr,
P. B, 'Archibald was here and waa a very
promirent figure., Mr, Arelebaiu took hia
place behind Dr, Rtookton and waw
prompt-ng Dr. Btockton for three or four
days, but from the moment Prof, Nwwin
told the committee there wans no compar-
ison between railway and highway brdg:
en, and that was backed up by Mr, Roy,
Mr. Archibald was conspicuous by his ab-
senve,  (Applause),

Mr, Carvell eved it was actually at
that moment that the honorable leader
of the opposition, or aby of his sappor:
ers, had the least idea that theve was any
distinotion between the cost of railway
and thighway bridges, (Hear, hear—ap-
plause). 5

1t it had pot been for the faot that
Mr. Archibald told someone a year and
a half ago that railway bridges were butid
for from 2} to 3} cents a pouhd you
would never huve heard of bridge sharges
in the province, He believed it wus on
account of rallwmy bridges this wholo mat-
ter was brought to the fromt, and he"be:
Heved that wiien they even cume to ®iin
committee to investigate the charges they
believed the 'government had beem guiky
of embesglement, because railway bridges
could have been built for 34 cents or thiee
cents a pound, where highwey bridges
have cost double that amount. Tf they
had been anxious to tell us the truth be:
fore this countey when they found this
out, would it not have been fair and man-
Iy to say: We have been decelved and
withdraw the charges and apologine for
the insult we have put upon the ohiet
commimioner of public works, He fiad
hoped the honoruble gentleman would
take that course, and if he hpd done so
he would have been one of the biggest
men in the province today, Inwstead of
that what was done? He bad gotie' on
with the investigation, brought witnesses
and put the provinoe to the expense of
thousands of dollare and proved the gov:
ernment has built a better bridge than
the province of Ontario. by those eoms
panies, and for the vame ahiount v “the
Upper Canadian companies, apd that the
policy of the leadér of the government was
& good one. The company has beew get-
ting good returns, and ho hoped and felt
in his own mind that he knew that every
honorable member in the House felt Shet
the ehief commissioner was not gulity-of
wrong doing, but gave this matter eyery
consideration possible, ind’ the provisce
has recelyed as good bridges as possibly
could have been built snywhers, at &
rmonnt;}o mite, and the foy . of -4y
hangnblo gentleman s one wise to follow
in the futurve, (Creat applauve),
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MR.FISH,OF NORTHUMBERLAND
Considers Mr, Roy a Prejudiced
Witness---The N. B, Bridges Far
Superlor to the Upper Province
Structures, e

Fredvrioton, April Il.—M{,

Fish oaid; 1
had the honor to be one of'the members
of the committee chosen by this house to
investigate the charges agsinst' the hob-
orable premier of this province prelerrad
by the honorable leader of the oppositioh,
and to inquiré~iato the cost ollﬂn seel
highway | bridges built in this” provinoe,
In the darly days of the investigation 1
was by one of the papere publ

“# in this town of not taking that inter-
est in the matter that 1 should, and of
not being present at one of the commit-
tee mootings. 1 confess that 1 was ab-
sent at one sitting of the comwiities, but
I thought that I could get the evidence
of that session out of the papers. 1 bought
one of the papers and vesd its sccount of
the evidence, Being somewhst doubtiul
that it  was oorerctly reported, I then
bought the other paper and resd it, 'Lhey
were so far different that I concluded that
I had hettor take a little more interest
and heur the evidence for myself, 1 did
80 and then bought both s aguin and
read both roporis of the ev . Well,
wir, the evidence as I heard it and as it
was reported in those papers was so far
different that 1 made up my mind that |
would either Mave to give up hesring the
evidence, or else give up reuding the pa-
pers if | was going to have any clesr ides
st all as 1o what was going on before the
commitiee, I did not get my fucts nor
opinions from the newspapers, and I can
sympathize with my bonorsble friend who
has just mat down who confesses’ that be
did not sttend the committes mestings
snd go? his information out of the news-
papers, He wes much interested in lis-
tening to different experts giving thewr
opinion in regard to different kinds of mma-
terial going into the erection of & bridge,
snd also as to its manufacturs, and with-
out mentioning too many of shem ke would
refor Lo the most important snd those
bearing most upon the price, and that i

in one case & bridge might be built of voll

seotions, which is & class of metsl tha

can be made just as cheaply ap we know
iton may be made. For instance: Of
round iron or flat irom these sections can.
be rolled out very ‘cheaply, apd can be
bought for so considerably levs money thsn
even comumon iron,

When you build & bridge of these rol)
sections which sre sll rolled out, girders
and beams snd the different sections, the
longitudinal and latitudinal sections rolled
out snd put togetber, you can readily un-
derstand o bridge of that clas could be
erected ot & much less price thun bridges
such us those built by this goverpment,
mostly of built sections. These buiit
bridges consist of plates of iron taken sad
sheased to u certain size, put together and
rivetted together and thus our bridges sre
built, The idea of building our bridges in
this way in built sections, as ugainst roll
seiwns, b that the Luilt ssilions cf thess




