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eetimate of a man's testimony.
Then Mr. Roy picked out four contracts 

and would have us believe from them that 
the prices paid in New Brunswick were 
excessive and that the chief commmeimier 
had been guilty of gross ueglect—of hoodl- 
îng, as it were. In charging the chiet com­
missioner witli having allowed these people 
to get more for these bridges than they 
were woith, they were actually charging 
him with boodling. They did not put it 
as strong as that, but that is what it comes 
to. Mr. Roy threw his head back and said 
his company hud built a bridge, in Nova 
Scotia, and he could produce the contract. 
After the committee had extracted the 
document from him. they found his com­
pany had built the bridge, but that neither 
lumber nor freight had been included in 
the cost. Tt was a little bridge, costing 
two or three hundred dollars, and the 
freight and lumber bad been left out of 
the calculation entirely. According to the 
statement the company had realised the 
munificent sum of $6.58 on the transac­
tion. On the Camden bridge, another 
cited by him, the company had realised 
the magnificent profit of $3.19. (Ap­
plause). And yet that man had the hardi­
hood, and my honorable friend (Haseit) 
had the hardihood to put before the com­
mittee these two documents and say that 
they prove that we can build bridges for 
four and five cents per pound.

Continuing. Mr. Carvcll referred to the 
tocument which the committee had ch­
ained from Mr. Roy- Dr. Pugsley, dis­

covering that the document was in the 
witness’s possession, thought that it ought 
o go into evidence. Mr. Roy declined to 
jive the paper up, and it was only when 
ie (Carvcll) was dictating to the steno- 
rapher an order to commit Roy for con- 
empt that he gave up the document. 

і hey would have us believe that they were 
villing to put the document in evidence, 
ut he could tell the members of this 

House that the committee had to adopt 
oereion to get the document out of them, 
t is absurd for the honorable gentleman 
Hasen) to come here and say he was de- 
ghted to have it put m evidence, when 
iis witness had to be threatened with im­
prisonment before he would give it up.

Hon. Mr. Emmerson—Where is he now? 
Mr. Carvell—I think I will tell you be- 

I get through with it. I knovv eomc- 
Iting about him. that I don’t think the 
est of you know. Two or three days 
ater I remember that Mr. Roy found it 
lecessary to pinch himself to see if he was 
dive. When he finished testifying he ex­
pressed thanks to the Almighty that he 
лав still alive and hoped that he would 
lever get into Mr. Pugsley*в hands again. 
Laughter). On his way home, Mr. Rpy 

-topped for a short time at Fredericton 
I unction, and while there came in con- 
act with a railroad men called Charte 
md another called Bill* While sending a 
elegram to the railway station he heard 
,'harlie ask Bill if he had seen the papers. 
Bill replied in the negative, whereupon 
^hralie said: "Well, you ought to rood 
.bout the way Pugsley ripped that bridge 
vitness (indicating ltoy) up the back. 
Laughter and applause). That was the 
ant seen of Roy, and I think it will be a 
ong time before the New Brunswick legis- 
ature will hear from him again regarding 
he cost of steel bridge*. (Applause).
Now, then, take this document of Mr. 

toy s. They tell us that the average price 
>er pound paid for all the bridges named 
herein is 3.96. Hi* honorable friend from 
-ladawaska had built up a great case U|x>n 
hat point, and claimed that the province 
md lost $84,000 as a result of the bridge 
lolicy of the government.

Mr. Laforeet—‘You can’t refute it.
Mr. Carvcll—-I will refute it in a. very 

ew minutes. In the саме of 40 out of 62 
bridges no charge is made for lumber nt 
J1 ; in eight there is no charge for freight, 
nd with respect to nine there ie no allow- 
■nee made for the cost of erection. Would 
ou have us believe that freight and crée- 
ion played no part in the cost of a bridge? 
Applause).
Continuing, Mr. Carvcll said that the 

Фposition figured up the average cost of 
he 62 bridges contained in the statement 
Л $3.90 per hundred pounds. But if they 
emitted from the list the bridges on which
10 allowance was made for freight or lum- 
>er, and one in which a large quantity of 
4d iron was used, they will find the actual 
oat not $390, but $4.23 per hundrd 
lounds. (Applause).
Dr. Pugsley—They are nearly all riviled 

oridecs loo.
Mr. Carvcll—I will come to that directly. 

Vdd to the average cost of $4.23 per 100 
lounds 50 cents per 100 pounds for lum- 
>er. 25 cents for freight and erection,
11 for excess of cost of pin bridges over 
•ivited bridges, and 50 cents for the differ­
ence in workmanship as compared with 
ho TiCfebvre bridge, and you have the 
iiagnitivent- price of $6.50 per *00 poundiv 
wording to Mr. Roy'* own. wtuleiiunt. 
Applause). 1 am satisfied that my figures 
vill bear the strictest investigation end 1 
im safe in saying that 1 am under the 
nark and will let them take from now un- 
cil next week to go into the matter «nd 
.ell me if I am not right in my conclus-

We have the evidence of Messrs.

require a separate set of templets. The 
last span—that on the Grafton side—is 
tfrt 'ltntnense plate girder s|>an, of very 
stftfpto construction,- one which he was 
satisfied would coat more than half aa 
much j>er pound to manufacture ns would 
the ordinary spana, hut that all goee in 
at the cost of 5} cents per pound. ’Ihe 
next span on the Grafton end is even 
larger than the fiist. and would require 
a separate act of templets. The other 
eight spans ara exactly alike, and only 
one set of templets would ho required for 
the tight. The result would ho that after 
one set of templets had been made cheap 
labor could be put on and the spans 
manufactured, whereas in the case of the 
bridges built by the Record Foundry and 
Mr. Ruddock n special set of templets has 
to he made for every portion of the work. 
Then take the erection of the bridge. It 
has been stated by many witnesses and 
will he admitted to he correct that the 
cost of erecting a bridge depends largely 
upon local circumstances. For instance, 
the Sussex bridge, which is very close to 
Hte ground, and where there is very little 
water in the summer, could he erected 
very cheaply, as very little false work 
would lie necessary and there would bo 
no difficulties in tlie way. On the. other 
hand, ns was admitted by Mr. Roy, the 
"ost of erecting the Lefebvre bridge by 
reason of the very great difficulties in the 
vnjr, would cost double what the erection 
)f the Sussex would cost. In the case 
of the Woodstock bridge eight spans, are 
Actually built upon dry land, and of 
*ouree the false work for one of these 
pans would answer for each of the others, 

iius only necessitating one-eighth of the 
umber which would othenvise he needed. 
Then a great deal of labor would be saved 
n connection with the false work, «• it 

would be very little trouble to take it 
down from under one span and put it up 
or another. The channel span of the 
Woodstock bridge would he the onlv * 
pensive one to erect. In addition to all this 
one set of derricks would be sufficient foi 
Иів whole Woodstock bridge, and on< 
traveller would answer for every span. 
These things would all reduce the cost of 
•rection very materially, and must forc< 
«'very'fair minded man to the conclusion 
hat to compare the cost of this bridge 

with the cost of the bridge erected h\ 
he Record Foundry Company and Mr 
Ruddock is very unfair, and that it 
would be reasonable to add at least two 
ents per pound fo the cost of the Wood 

4ock bridge when comparing it with the 
ost of the smaller bridges built for the 

New Brunswick government by th* 
Record Foundry Company and Mr. Rud 
dock. (Applause).

Mr. Hazen lmd produced ns a witnes; 
o support his case Prof. Swniu of Bof 

ton.
Now, Prof. Swain is not a man wh< 

'.nows a great deal about the work. Wv 
isve no evidence that Prof. Swain evr- 

built a bridge: he admits that he knows 
hsolutely nothing about the mechanics ' 

work of a bridge and he knows less o1 
the dost of constructing a bridge in New 
Brunswick. He gave us some valunbh 
estimony when he said that he had U 
lo with two highway bridges, one ove- 
he Charles River weighing 6,700,00' 
•Ounds, and containing a large amount oi 
date girder work which cost two or thre« 
ents less per pound than our highway 
^ridges are worth. It is in every reepec 
ь railway bridge, as it carries elected 

My honorable friend (Laforest

will Bay that he ш a moat important pic was nsbed to consider- ijpon they 
witness and that h s evidence was of ex- 1,SflVfd.,,®me to the, .çondusifln, that ,w# 
trente value. Mr. Sefton and Mr. Lock- ju(d.Ml an ідепцп^, amount of wind amt 
hart together examined the Sua-:ex. aud very little aubatanoj, so far as this tne 
Salisbury, Hampton and Campllell charges were concerned. (Hear, near.), 
bridges, and Mr. Arnold examined the They (the charges) had been dying a ve y

bridges and also th-- Lefebvre and slot death the last feV-weeks and lie
PUiteoJiac. These gentlemen all toAffi trusted that before the sun arose the next 
cl that the evidence of Prof. Swain, and morning they would be buried forever out
which Mr. Roy, if he remembered right- I of sight. ____ ,
ly, also made, that the Salisbury and As tile chairimn of the committee and 
Sussex bridges were superior to the Le- one against whom so many i -el c g - 
Dcbvre and ampbell badges, was entirely had been made by the honorai) о 8=™= 
false, and lie (Pugsley, thought that the man just preceding and by tne honorable 
effect of their testimony *as such as to leader ot the opposition, an
lead any one to the conclusion that a man interesting to the House, per aps,
who would make the rash statement made tl|e country, in justice o nmse e 
by Prof. Swain and Mr. Roy iras scarce- compelled to refer to some remarks and 
ly entitled to consideration at the hands I statements c™ce™™8 ‘s * "
of the committee. In examining those ot evidence çnd ‘he stalled unfair pom- 
witnesses we found that the Salisbury and tion assumed towards ‘ °PP° 1 ■
some Sussex bridges, are constructed in the professed to know a t mme'rules
cheapest way in which bridges of tha: law and had an idea , ..
class can be const!ucted. Comparing the regarding the admi toe ,
-Sussex and Hampton bridges with th, Ь'Г=«іІ m th.s romm.ttee as in a court of
Campbell bridge, we found that aU the I lftw" die felt it was no ,
trims posts upon the Sussex and Hampton \™n should go More committee and 
bridges are rolled, podto-posts on which *•« evidence which was the merest heal-
he labor is of the very slightest kind- «У» contrary to every rule m a court of -he labor is. ot me very sngntest Kina Where would we be if every person

whereas upon the Campbell bridge these ‘a'^ evident* of contracts
ports are_bu.lt posts, and « an evidence .^ufa nose re produce? He thought
h.iu’J'ttd^y to* ’menti on”th a 1 I “>e had compelled them to 

there would be at least «W holes to be айГкГ“ркТ,*‘ büT,™ the
, unched m a single post of the Campbell £od ; of thoae LumenU had proved
'Л ^.eTfh=t0S,r,ai'brid” ht the very X't.r1 16 keCP ™
what a difference that, makes in th. ^rom the very’day when this investi- 
,ahor. The truss posts in tin ^ started the opposition press from 
' ^Phc" - bridge are built posts, Bay of Chaleur to the Bay of Tandy
md the effect is to give with the lightest » the Eagt ,0 th, jntemational
-uantity of material the greatest possible Wmed that ш tvidence Uld
strength, You can roll these post* am. 7 , . . , - . . .. nnA *ha.
get the weight of metal, but you will Jiavt beea y l K*. . .
m inferior bridge. That is the evidence 01 Л shut out8every opposition to put their finger on one item
those witnesses, and Mr. Arnold testified. I been. compelling him to У . xvhich this province ha* lost a dollar,
is also did Mr. Lockhart or Mr. Sefton, Particle of evidence that would have m- becauge Mr..Win*k,w had not done hi* 
that the Campbell bridge was superior te | fluence • and weight m the case broug dut (Hear* he&r). They were silent 
the Sussex, Salisbury and Hamptoi, by the honorable member from the county gn(^ yet tjiey would come there and say 
bridges. Without Wearying tlic House of Sunbury. tie felt he would be just;- |low )008Єіу tiie accounts were kept; they 

»y reading th>e evidence he (Pugsley) coulc 1 fled in referring to items contained in van- a|moat/ gaid the province had loet thousands 
late that the evidence of those gentlemei І oue issues of the Daily Sun, the leading ^0цаГ8 on account of the lose manner 

-howecl that the Gunpbell and Ijefebvix | opposition paper in the province, con- -n wll^ the accounts were kept, and yet 
Bridges are of superior design, of bettei 1 eerning the evidence which had bc«n given. jiey jlQ(j not the hardihood to stand up 
vorkmanship and are in all respects ver; 1 tjp March 19th the Sun contained the fol- an(j g^ve a peaeon for their insinuations, 
nuch better bridges than either the Su« lowing: "Dr. Pugsley, acting on behalf of Mr do not know where
чех, Salistmry or Hampton bridges; an< (he government, shows a disposition to
Tr. Arnold corroborated in the stronges; I prevent as far as possible inquiry into M rarVCll—You do not believe it went .
„sn-uir possible the statement of the chie, I the material facts." That had reference ' .'herc іЬи6 w|iere Mr. Winslow mepectore without «"У №«•
ommission,-,. that bridges designed an,: I LO tbc fact that be had refused to issue id it „ without being entered m detal in the ai

renstmeted like tne Campbell and Lefcbvr, | t 6Ubpoena. dueea teeuip to Mr. Uonald Mr Laforeet-Mr. Winslow docs not Rn'1 " h.'-b did not appear in th,
'ridges w.11 last much ltmger thanЬпсьс- | Moncton, to соте and show what i-„ow half the time auditor generals report.
,f the design of the Surees:and Saliabur;. tbc 4îa>f of a shop cost in the city k Mr. Carvcll-І submit my honorable They say there » n°L*^,u"t
ridges, and he also said timt they woul l : { нш and draw from that the prices iriend has no justification for making that тоод m «he a^Utor geneial a 4JMJ 
‘■UUire very much less expenditure for tv I hi , th , ]d for- bridges in th, statement. (Hear, hear). I challenge my that ",16 impossible to tell liow mu, . 
air, from time to tune There were ,m New llrTawick. He kit when ™ble friend to .how a statement in ХГо» kTr STL^thL

Whk^i^w^rw Cenn°t tC“ WhCre k*thc° province геТпГТ
ampbell and Ia-febvre bridgea over tb, *а1 h,e would be dbmg himself injustice every *{e™ ■'”4, window could not 11 «eemed to him that tlieiv euro must

luasex, Salisbury and Hampton bridges » a lawyer if he should »«e such a Mr Laforert-Mr. Winslow could not ^ ^ de,perata jndeed when the lea,|
Applause). Another important fact subpoena and_ he felt satisfied with the tel’ua . o„fM. tn tho evidence era of the party all over the country wev
ought out by Mr. Arnold, a fact which- ®urre he had taken and was willing to Mr. Marvell „И befirir enough ompelled to resort to such tactics at tl

ad been -known to die chief commisaionei Ulow lt to go before the bar of this prov Mr. Laforcst-Xou would be fmr en g wry inc,1)tion of the case in onler to pi
nd members of the government and other I ince and abide by thgir decision. He had re allow me to recau fro judice the minds of the public before am
nterested in the matter, waa that when not found any of the legal profession go .ions of the^ evidence wn en cvidencc wa, giv(,n at ац. That must ha',
he government engineer designs th, 1 .o him grumbling about the ceurse token are fresh in your memory. ! cannot pick ^ the ,)h]ett of t|le Sun-to make il.
■ridge and the company ia compelled t, 1 Has honorable friend had- stated the pre- it at once out of <1 or BOO pages ot e\i roadera belicxe that everything was uv
/arry hut the plans and specifications, th, I vious day that lawyers all over thi jrev- - ... ,, fair, that they were not given half
oat will be very much greater than if th, I nee had said that he had not acted the Mr. Canc,.‘ ‘ . - , , 5 hance, and that no matter what evident ,
vimpany xvas allowed to build the bridg, I )art of a lawyer of any standing in taking tonight to і I ... 1 ivaa adduced they would have their read
rom its own strain sheet, material shee, Де course he had followed. He was pre- У™ ,™П ‘‘“ІіТвЛ audience bere bc,icve ,h,lt thc K°vcrnm7t. Wl
ud plan. Continuing, Mr. Pugsley , said pared to justify what he had done and be will guarantee to hold Же auditenre 11^ ,uilty, that they were pure and shorn- 
Ve do not want to waste onr rnonéy, bm plarod by side with the honorable i,n ?n” , їй| - an hout he |>laee<l in power.
He people want thc steel bridges whirl ^щістап, so far aa that was concerned. * Amm ™d . half er^è-e will rive you Comi"* t0 ‘he particular considcratio 
re built for practically all time, to b, Hdd1™ ur în ' . a d , ’ , of thc facts of the case Mr. Carvell sa,
f good design, to be thoroughly inspecte, 1 „Р , Л . . » chance tomorrow to show such a state- ш hi- lcamed (riend policed three ..
uring construction and erection, and t, I Jlot’.. ., 0|>r> aU8R;4, , ,, , thi four particular portions of the evident,
e carried out in every particular accord .*»«“* for %r. Donald, he had exprere y XVç had been practte*lly told here this iR •ubatan(intion of hia caw, and the fir,
ng to thc plans, so that we will have it 't»*»1 t0,the committee that be 'vould „vmmg that llr.Hames took tine money that |)c v..oduvC(,, alld whi.l, was as 1„
tis conntrÿ bridges which are permanent •*** .« subpoena; he had never reted a and wo did not know wl}^ itwe«^«d ^„^deral the trump caixl, was that i,
u their character andin which our pec ubpoepa lor any man; he admitted he he wra,Id repret themuc challenge legard mape(.t to the Woodstock bridge. H
,le will take a just and reasonable pride -md refused a subpoena duces tocuin but ;ng Mr. Haines as regarding Mr. Winslow s (Carvcl]) wielied they had produced mor,
Applause). I he had made out a subpoena ana offered evidence, that this country has never lost ,vjdencP 0f that kind, because lie felt ilia
In conclusion, Mr. Pugsk# said: I wisl I ,t to Dr. Stockton and was told that as one dollar by reason er the transaction» whtn l|le (atla in voimcctlon with th

H , express my own gratification, in which I tie would not give a subpoena ducca tecum of Mr. Haincs or Mr. Winriow. anu tncy ,on8truclion 0( t|lc Woodstock bridg.
am sure the members of this House sup I or papers regarding the roof of a build- had unfairly cast an imputation upon tn«e ,vero a„ bcforc llie |mblic t|lc houorabl,

anting the government and the great 1 ng in Halifax that they did not that wit- gentlemen in order to get a tap at tne !entleman would be satisfied that be ha'1
isjoritv oi the people of the country wib nws at all. If they had wanted Mr. premier of the province. ( Hear, hear). madc a great mi.take (n bringing up tha.

can, that the honorable leader of th, Donald why had they not brought lum. He referred to a statement winch ap )u(,etioll, ■), waa true that this bndg,
p position has utterly failed to prove an? І це had offered a subpoena, and they peared in tUe ,,,l'a'lyb,, ui’„ Чііі "ae not under consideration by the 
( the charges which he made against th, couid not grumble that they had been re- mg as follows; Dr. btocKton saiu miUee> but dur;ng ulc investigation Ml 

' -ader of the government. - (Applause). 1 luaed a dollar of expense to bring any wit- that statement (referring to a stotement Wetmo,.e etatcd tbat the weight oi th,
m glad to know that thc result of the m ! nease8 a8ited for. There wsa nothing sug- made by Mr. lugslcy) has been l e I) (Voodstock bridge was 1,000,000 pounds
eetigation has shown that the slander in that тау that had not been two or three times, it was not a true |I(_ hgd heerd e good deal about tha
hich for thc lmst two years have beer . h h d „„ dallc wbat be bad felt statement. Dr. lugsley had piobab y bridge dllring election cami>aigne in Carle 
irculating throughout the country con 7ham^ tol as a kwwer aud sent sub- made it in ignorance of the facts and he ton wunty. A favorite canvass of oppo.
-raing the management of the pubti, lr a ° a not .n New Bruuswick. tStocktonl thought that 'tjs- “on candidates in that county was that
orks department in connection with per I S* . . ., , , ,be mattcr came “,e statement was challenged and correct b brjdgca built by thc New Brunswtcl
anent bridges, have been proved to b. tIe ,^ld g,C.? L kit he“” «l' IIe "'ould state for the tnformation vnnl‘nt only co,t from 21 to 3 cent
tcriy false. I am glad to be able to ahow «j* b,‘Lff іг тШім be- of thc l>uWic tl,at the bllh and TJdZT 1 l,ound' and the>- would M',' to ,U,C cler

.at, throughout the investigation, from th, ohcmg h mself in •" « of lhe ents on iKM-mancnt bridge» tonl lliat the government lmd stolen mor,
■eginning to the cud, there has not bee, ore the bar of the ргомпсі, where account had never been before the public |>ut of tllia or tbat particular bridge that
tittle of evidence to show that there ha- would be the scorn of the province, m account romiiiittcc, nor d,ms the chief lh llall giwn (or agriculture and dairy 

anv wrongdoing on the part of th ssumg a subpoena for a man over wnom ІЛ01ІШІІЮі()Пег ai|0w the public account in lhe w|l0|c province. He had foun, 
resent attorney general, amt more tha, he bed no control whatever, but rather cominitlec nov the auditor general to see . reference to the board of works repoli 
hat I will say that the evMence b&> { than give a chance for the imputat.on lheec Ьі1І8 All that the auditor general _and ^though that ге\югі wan not 11 
ho^n that in the dietihai-ge of hie dutite 1 that he was unfair and wae not allowing SQee ia a xolK\ier that certain ьитв of evidcntc ilc tliought lie had as mud 
gschief .commissioner he exercised a degrc< I what was fair to the honorable gentleman ,n0ney have been paid on permanent ^giit t<> refer to it ns Mr. llazcn had t< 
f care and brought to bear a degree о. I (Mr. Hazen) he had pocketed Uin pride bridge account. The auditor general docs ,.^1* (0 гсіюгін ami імцюіі* that were noi 
,dgment which certainly ought to be 1 and issued a subpoena for men all over no^ know what the motiey is paid tor, and pU^ jn evidence. гПіаі honorable gentle 
ratifying to his friends in this House, a>,| Canada, and he was going to say, in thc be has no check whatever upon the pay- nan уееітмі to think it «piite prot>cr V 

am sure it will be. gratifying to hi» I whole country, and what thanks had he mentb. Chief Commissioner Lmmerson ^ up in thc House and road letter* Iron 
riends throughout 'the, country. , (Ap j received for it? The honorable gentle- ha» held and has carried out hi* couten- ()eopic (n Montreal or some other place 
•lause).Knowing the honorable gentlemai | men WOuld remember the letter from Mr. lion that the permanent bridge account іь ind му that was sworn evidence. (Ap 
is I have known him for a number o! ] phelps Johnson, produced in evidence by under his own management and that the plausc.) He (Carvell) found by reference 
ears, and knowing how careful he ha» I i£r Hazen, to a portion of which lettei auditor general has no autlmiity over his to Іюаїхі of works reiwrt that the 
eee in the discharge of pf hia public I wU-hed to refer at thc moment. Mr. (Eramcison's) expenditures ui>on that ax- Woodstock l>ridgc cost $44.243, which 
uties, I was prepared to sec what I nov I Tohnsdn «.jл in his leUer: “When I re- count шіу further than to sec that he xVOuld brjng t]tc Vrwt up 
ee, that the evidence before the com mi tie. - i f ft 6ub.)0cn& signed by Frank does not exceed the grant made by the per pound, instead of 2} to .11 cent*, as had
iteriy failed to allow that lie had beei | ,, ,cblirman requiring that 1 legislature- Neither the auditor general been stated. Then it is well known that

:iilty of any dereliction of duty, and 1 ‘ v.,' ‘ rolll^ltteo of tlie House nor the public accounts eommittec has lhe ют1япу actually lost $21,000 on their
m happv to be able to say that in nr І ЛА „ ., t and ™ve cvj. ever been imrmitted by Mr. Lmmerson to ~ontrart, and allowing tlial they should
pinion-—and I believe that opinion wil »f A^'nbly at Fmtonrton and g,ve ev^ ^ tUe whk|l hc (SVockton) now have milde a plfl,it of at least $21,000 on
« concurred in by tlio House and by th, denee ,n , /^ И^и ^тіГп.Гноп "-anted produced, and Dr. Pugsley was a )avgc vont,act, we have made
ountry-thcre haa not only been a failure I ebrgeamade by yqurrelf agamat; he ■ entirriv in the wrong to state tliat these gvi.OOO which should be added to the cost
o show- any dereliction of duty on the І Н«“У R- Lmmerson late commissioner і acc01mtB had been before the puWUc ac- o( llle bridge, which would bring the 
.art of thc Hon. Mr. Emmerson, but ot) I public works for the province counts committee. Dr. Stockton owed prjcc Up (0 cent* ikt i»ound. He felt
he contrary thc evidence has proved in I Brunswick, I believed the summon \vin«loW if thi* wa* not eo, and the committee had made a great mi*
he clearest possible manner that th< have no legal force outside the province witne68 rcplicd that it wv^.” take in not going to sec the Woodstock
.onorable gentleman has so discharged hi» I of New Brunswick, and that there was That waH tbe evidence given in the bridge, a* they could have learned more
• aties as to deserve the confidence of thi» I no otiigation on my t>art to attend betore {ÿun and which he believed be was by examining that bridge than by all the
fouse and the confidnee of the people oi your соттіавгс.” There was the position pafc jn ^ying XN119 copied into every op- 0ther Htecl bridge* in thc province. It is
hie country to even a greater degree thar- in which hc had been placed before the lx>#j£ion paper in New Brunswick m the a bridge which co*t as much as all those
,e has hitherto enjoyed it. (Loud ap bar in hi* country, and placed in that next t|uvc <tr foar day*. There wa* no under investication put togrthcr; a vor-
-lause). I position by even a layman; it did not nivctiiig of the committee for two or three tj0n is built on dry land and n іюіііип

have, to come from thc mouth of a law- dayM at(C,4 and at, the first meeting hc ovev a HWift river, and it i* a fust class 
. I yer, and yet hc had placed himuclf in 4»at (Carvell) ,ia<l taken occa*ion to refer the bridge. He was glad to hear opironents of 

I posit on, and the committee had sustain- ГЄ|ЮГі to thc «Sun before further evhlence thc government admit at last that the 
чиї him in that course in onler to give Wa„ taken, and he would road from the VVoodstock bridge wa* a fine bridge, that

I his honorable friend thc fullest chance to official report thc statement of Dr. iStock- there was no boodling in connection with
, « ..і . Г *u Л I investigate his charges and put in every- ton and also thc statement of the witness jt8 construction, aud that it was one in-

\nswers the criticisms 0l tne up- thing 1№tojblc so that be could not go to show how untrue was the icpurt given etance of an honest transaction on the
•A* n __ J CkA..,c That I to thc country and say that anything had by the vppus.tian i>aj>cr> of that truisae {>art of thc imblic works deimitmcnt and

position rfeSS 8П0 onOWS * been put in hi* wav to prevent hint giving tion. The truth of that statement, he кі<1, the government. Dealing with the ex-
a* U P*,.* Dûeiûfj ІІплп I evidence on tho^e charges. He held that whs very much on a i*ir with the truth pense attached to the construction of steel
Mr. Hazen S CaSv nested Upon I . treasuiw of the province had been of hundred* of statements apocunng m bridges, Mr. Carvcll said it was in cvv

olaced at the disrosal of the honorable repor's of other Uansacuous during the dence by н number of witnessc* and ad-
,iam n <0 brine hi* xv-itneesv* one of progress of this investication. milled on all liunds that thc givatcst item^ Лоо! MV. Carvcll then road urn following 0f expenne in «mmevtion with the ,-on-

• „ і nil.m» rtvrr CVKi one from tn>m the i-' *>port of Cv evnleme stmetion of a stc«.l budge was the pro- 
i-reeitcd someth ng ore . . . rnm 1‘ugalcy—U would reem to me that ,«ration of the imtterna from which the
Hamilton lhew aerount» having been Iwfort the different membera are made u„. These
cral received between 9U» and «ТО- 1‘тУ щ ,|a| and ,hc aeeoiinta aIx. called lemvlel». Tl,e»e lMtlcms have
b»d not refused to 1»У committee in the regular way, Mr. Win- t„ be made out of wood, to avoid ex-
penee asked ,n order to give the honorable ^ wou|d havc tllenl. The elmi-ge ,«n»ion and onlravtion, a« would be the 
gentleman a chance to investigate hi. ^ таі|= іШ the |Mid vase іl made out of metal, and greet care
charges. They lmd done more, and had fo| (|w |)Hd wro ex,TMVe. nnd the t„ Ik- nxcrod in having them built
paid for men who had travelled all over . . aJ.ould Ik ah.ug three lines. Tak- t„ exact rizes. When they nve finished
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia to ex- . ,j|c Hm,>ui,ta ,«,d| have they been they are laid on the metal, 'heap lnimr 
amine bridges, and yet they claimed they cxvc««Vcі ia |int on, the holes are liore,! and the
had not been given a fair chance to in- ‘1)r stocklon-My ex|ici'icitcc in the leg- neeesaary work don c. It was slated that
veatigato the charges. Hc next vclcrred ialatulVj n> ,-„r us tiie public atvounla were one reasxm why thc expense of constnicl- 
to a stoteuient in thc Daily Sun concern convemeil. is that ordinarily the only i„g the Campbell and Lefebvre bridge 
ing thc refu-al to allow Professor Swain ТОІК.|ІЄГ the auditor general has is the waa greater limn in the case of thc Sussex 

money well expended because hc waa cheque or the warrant or the receipt fol and Hamilton was because in the 1
the twvineut of a lertain amount ot bvn- and Vainpliell bridges the temlcto 
money.'abut not the bHI of lerma or the are all of different length", while in the 
vouchers upon which the payment was Sussex uml Hampton this not the ease, 
made. Thc chief .-onunhsiouer has slated The Woodstock bridge e,пінта І 
-that these «vcounls were kep* by him in The ttr.t rpiB u.i, until unc.gnd wuMN 

V&U wvïU Lf- bwto..a-.-.- ........ . •

, Thçy had charged him all over the prov­
ince with being a tool of the honorable 
gentleman from Kings county, and thc 
honorable gentleman with being a tool of 
lhe government, and with preventing them 
giving the evidence, the proper evidence 
nr.d the only evidence they wanted, and 
yet what was done? Hc had stated he 
would not allow the evidence of theee doc­
ument* without producing them, but they 
did not bind him down to that. They 
said let Prof. Swain go home and get 
copie* of thc documents and they would 
take their word and not ask him to swear 
to them. Prof. Swain had *ent tlioee doc­
ument* and they were produced before the 
committee. (Hear, hear). Wa* that ex­
cluding testimony? He did not get any 
credit for that. You will not find by any 
oppoeition paper that Mr. Carvell put 
tho*e documents in evidence, while they 
were only copies of the original and not 
sxvorn to; you can look through thc files 
of thi* paper down to thc present and 
there will not be found a solitary instance 
where the chairman ruled againet Dr. 
Pugsley. and yet you would find from the 
evidence there were more instances where 
hc had ruled against Dr. Pugsley than 
against Mr. Hazen, and he wa* prepared 
to submit every ruling made by the com­
mittee to the judgment of every lawyer 
or committee of lawyer* to be named in 
the province, and hc felt eatistied they 
would *ay tlifrsc rtilihg* had been on 
strictly legal principles. (Applause.)

The next Btuteiuent to which lie referred 
contained in thc Daily «Sun oi

own protection. Therefore the mere re‘ 
ceipt for the pûÿmetit '6f a certain amount 
of mtirtey' would gfiVe but Very' little m-1' 
formation a* to the manner in which 
the amount was made up. It i* the re­
ceipts for thc payment of money which 
go to the я ml і l nr general, is it not, Mr 
Winslow? Witness—Ye*.

Can the honorable gentleman show that 
there is «r.y reference in that ntutcniont 
to tbchc account* not going before the 
public accounts committee. Those ac­
count* were before thc public accounts 
committee in 189N, as will be seen by a 
referen c lo tlic debate* for that year. 
Everybody knew that they were, and Dr. 
Stockton wa* forced to admit before the. 
investigating committee tlmt they hud 
been before the public accounts commit­
tee, and thc only way hc vould get out of 
it wa* by saying that they were only given 
to the public accounts committee when 
they asked for them. Surely that was 
sufficient. He (Can-ell) would like to 
know if they expected the chief commis­
sioner to bundle all those paper* in n 
bushel basket and hand them over to 
somebody nnd not know what became oi 
them. What objection can there be to 
keeping these account* till asked for and 
then handing them over in the ordinary 
course of business.

Hc wished to refer next to the Sun’s 
report of whut took place when thi* mut­
ter was brought up before the committee 
The report was short and would not weary 
the House. It was a* follows:

"The committee met at в o’clock tonight, 
llie chairman referred to the Sun’* re 
port, and Dr. Stockton quoted from thi 
official evidence to show that the Sun'» 
report was substantially correct."

That is the report which the Sun give» 
of the proceedings during which Dr 
Stockton had to admit that hc wa» 
wrong, and that there had been no state 
ment made that thc accounts did not g< 
before the public accounts committee. H< 
(Carvell) wished to refer to an item 
which appeared in another newspai>er, and 
xvhiqb waa thc gem of thç whole collection 
He read from the Woodstock Pres* oi 
April 9th, os follows:

“But Mr. Hazen ha* gone further than 
he alleged, and has proven more than h« 
promised. Even a worse scandal than tha: 
of the contractors being stockholder* wn- 
unearthed. Mr. T. B. Winslow, of th- 
board of works, gave evidence that thon 
*ands of dollars were paid out to bridg»1

order».

circumstances, and he (Pugsley) thought 
it would be admitted that the cost of 
erecting bridgea in. Çrunewick, wbeie 
the rivers are deep and rapid, and where 
the banks are ve^y step, would be very 
much greater than in Ontario, where the 
rivers, or creeks as they plight perhaps 
be called, followed along leisurely through 
a level country.* In view o^ all this, and in 
view of Mr. Peters’ evidence as to his 
losses in the creation of several bridges, 
he thought it would be admitted that the 
price the government was paying of lè 
cents per pound was a low price for the 
work, and that the arrangement made by 
the chief commissioner is a prudent ar­
rangement and the best that could pos­
sibly be made. The honorable leader оГ 
the oppoeition has stated, that the super­
structures cost more than,..61 cents per 
pound, and in order to show that they 
cost more Ire includes the cost:t>f tearing 
down the old superstructures and remov 
ing old piers. Be says that Mr. Peteis 

paid for that. in the Campbell and 
Lefebvre bridgea, and that it must b.1 
added to the cost of the superstruc­
tures. This was the first time that he; 
(Pugsley) had ever heard that the tear 
ing down of an old bridge ought to be 
included in the cost of a new steel super 
structure. (Hear, hear)., The honorab’e 
gentlemen says it is right to do that be 

the Nova Scotia specifications re 
quire that the old superstructures shall 
be removed by the contractor, but in many 
cases
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March 26, under the heading, "Two Priced 
Bridges—The reckless tvay in which the 
hoard of works doefr business." It was 
from, this thc honorable member from 
Madawaska referred to the reckless way 
in which Mr. Winslow attended to his 
business. He would ask his honorable 
friend and thc honorable leader of the

it would be found tha* these bridges 
were constructed on entirely new sites 
and that there were no old superatruc 
lures fco rerqove. This was the case of the 
Hunter’s Mill bridge, built by the Ham 
ilton Bridge Company. There was nothin? 
included in the cost of that bridge for 
tearing down the old superstructure or 
for painfcmg the bridge, and that is the 
on? on which they made that magnificent 
profit of $6.53. (Applause). It bad been 
shown that the price of 6} cents per 
pound was not /excessive, and if the co* 
of removing the old superstructures and 
piers was reasonable, there was no ground 
for the charge that excessive prices were 
paid.

. The honorable leader ot- the* oppoe'tiori 
corftplains that he was not able to get m 
formation with respect to the cost of th 
superstructure of the Trueman Pond 
bridg#.With respect to that- bridge Mr 
Copp liad a contract for the substructure, 
or wort in connection with the sub 
structure, and thé erection of the super 
structure Mr. Emmerson produced in evi 
dence a letter written by him 
Winslow authorising him to 
amount due Mr. Copp for his work, bu*. 
from that letter it was impossible to make 
the division between substructure and su 
peratrueture. It may. be that Mr. Win»- 
tow, the secretary1M thi* department 
ought to have seen^thM those papers 
filed so that he coqUï^felke the diria:on. 
Shd if thé honorable génCeiinan had any 
complaint to make it. Would be. against^ 
the secretary department. Th. .
honorable gentleman 'rnad also complained : 
that he could not «fc information fron 
Mr. Winslow as re*swy, M ought t< 
get it. He (Pugglëg)^otild eay this wit: 
regard to the seçret5g[ t)ie public work 
department, and ne was $ad to have a: 
opportunity of saying it, that be cLid Bo 
believe there had ever beçn in *the em 
ploy of the government ot this country ; 
man who was more honorable, > man wh 
was more upright, a man who. was mor 
desirous of performing his duty, than Mr 
T. B. Winsjfcpw. (AppU\ise).- Hie has sen 
ed for many years under this goveromen 
end previous government^ and this w«* 
the first time 6ha.t he (Pugsley) had eve 
heard it complained against him that ht 
has been guilty of dcrolè^ÇQoti cf doty q- 

\ has sought to keep back' accounts tha: 
ought to be presented to the oommittet 
Mr. Winslow’s duties were very heavy 
and it might i* - by reason of Ove^ 
work he did not’ nave al these account.- 
at his fingers’ ends, all through th » 
investigation he has furnished all infot 
motion in his paei&teiaia,cheerfully and a 
the earliest po sble moment. But the 
question is not as to whether Mr. Win» 
tow was able to lay his hand at a m<- ' 
ment’s notice on any particular document 
The question is this: Над the money whirl 
the public accounts .{show to have beei 
paid for these bridgea been actually an , 
honestly paid, and has»:the province gv«i 
value for every dollar expended by th 
chief commissioner of public works. Ht 
(Pugsley) contended that the evidenc 
shows that tine province has got sue 
value, and that the amounts which the, 
public accounts show .os hiving beengnii 
Were actually and honestly paid. Tb 
honorable gentleman says that there is ar. 
item in thc public accounts of $700 or $S<’ 
which" should haw been charged to som 
other bridges. Mr. Winslow when upoi 
the stand explained that the error ares 
out of the lumber and metal left ovei 
from thc Mill Cove bridge. He hac 
thought that the lumber and metal whicJ 
was used had all gene into one bridge 
and hod so charged it, whereas it hac 
gone into three different bridges. Thi 
was not a very serious matter, and h 
(Pugsley) thought the honorable gentle 

(Hazed) hardly did justice to Mr

ire

tf Mr 
p* the

wei«

. ars.
vould not at thi* stage present the clain 
hat highway bridges cost double as mud- 
er pound as railway bridges. Thc Charles 

.own bridge cost between four and five- 
ents u pound, and adding to this two 
enta a pound, according to Prof. Swain’i 

idea every highway bridge built in Bostoi 
vould cost between »ix and seven cent 
i pound. Van my honorable friend (i-a 
orost) derive any comfort out of that 
estimony? I do not think *o. Aftci 

Ihrof. Swain returned home lie »cnt Iht 
ommitteo thc contracts for work dom 
>n thc Boston subway. They wantec 
.’ref. Swain to give verbal evidence ol 
he cost of the Boston subway, so that 
t might be compared with the co*t of thi 
.efebvre bridge. For refusing to accept 
hie evidence hc (Carvcll) had received a 
•arding from the opposition papers. It 
vhat way could these contracts have beer 
compared? Mr. Ruddock went to Boutot 
md saw the subway but could not tel 

than we knew from the evi

t

is any move 
lence of Prof. Swain. Mr. Ruddock said 
the plate girders were 16 incline Ї to 1 
nch in the web. In the material used b> 
\lr. Ruddock the girders measured H 
inches with 6-10 indie* in thc web. Thi 
Itoston material would Ihcreft re we gh 
three times per much ix>r lineal yard а» 
Lhe material used by Mr. Ruddock. And 
yet tiiey come before thi* House and 
«talc that because the mater ai mod in 
lie Boston subway, (not erected) had 
ost 2) cents per pound, wo should be 
lblc to build bridge* and erect them foi 
Ц cents per pound. I want to ask the 
membera of thi* House and the l copie of 
this country if they consider that a rea 
•onablc proposition? They want to com­
pare the e highway bridges with the steel 
work in the Boston subway. Prof. Swain 
promised to send us contract* of this 
structure. Ho said he could not tell ue 
how much steel was used in the strycture, 
but when hc returned home, he picked 
out and sent us some six or seven con­
tracts amounting to, in all, $109,000. I 
have no boubt that ho picked out the 
most favorable contract* and sent them 
hero, fail ng to send the others because 
they might be favorable to the govern­
ment side. 11c had mile* and niilee of 
subway to build and would have us be­
lieve that our highway bridges should be 
erected at the same price per pound a* 
thi* work. . « .

Referring to Mr. R. Maitland Roy’s evi­
dence, Mr. Carvcll said that it has already 
been subjected to such a dissection at the 
hands of the honorable member for King* 
(Pugsley) that hc thought it would be in­
truding on thc time of the House if he 
devoted any more attention to it. Under 
thc rule* of law a witness must come be­
fore a jury, so that they can judge for 
themselves if hc is worthy of credence or 
not. Any lawyer, he thought, would give 

for the privilege of using hi* eye* 
on thc wit пера than if hi* evidence was 
taken and read over. You cannot tell 
whether a witnew is tolling the truth or 
not until you see thc witness on thc stand 
and ho felt sure that Maitland Roy had 
come hero to trifle with thc committee 
and had even gone so far as to trifle with 
hie own conscience. That might be a 
pretty strong statement, but thc blue print 
which they had secured from the witness 
would bear him out in thc statement to 

extent. Mr. Roy had taken hie place 
in the court room, tossed hi* head back 
to an angle of 45 degrees and assumed a 
sui>erviliouB grin, as if he had forgotten 
more than all the engineers in New Bruns­
wick knew. (Applause). Ilc was Mr. Roy. 
thc bridge expert, down here among a lot 
of countrymen, and hc would like to see 
them get anything out of him. He was 
the Hamilton Bridge Company, with it* 
output of 1,000,000 pounds per month.

This statement show* that they did not 
turn out 1,000,000 pound* in two year*, 
і Applause). It i* only when you see such 
tto** tbv*v tUt xvu can fÿri» 4 correct

on*.
lx>ckhart, Sefton and Arnold that the 
ictual oast of lulmr on thc bridges built 
n New Brunswick over those built by up­
per province concern* is 10 or 12 times a* 
(teat on some of the member*. (Ap­
plause). Ami they tell us as well that the 
actual cost of thc whole structure is two 
or three times a* great. Now, if 1 have 
added to the cost of rivited bridges in Mr. 
Boy's statement, the modest sum of 50 
cents i>er 100 pounds, for pin bridges I 
would have shown that the bridge* built 
by thc Hamilton Bridge Company would 
cost seven cents per txiund- I challenge 
my honorable friend to take these figures 
md see if Î am no!, voircct. To put it iti 
plain English hc said he was not altogether 
convinced that Mr. Hoy had come hero 
prepared to tell the truth. (Applause).

Now, eir, there were a few remark* 
madc by my honorable friend, l^aforost, 4 
md I trust that thi* House wilt pardon mo 
if I introduce him again before the mem­
bers, as h eha* l>ecn discussed pretty fully 
since the commencement of thc session. 
Hc intimated that hi* allegiance to the 
present government wa* withdrawn on ac­
count of thc bridge charge*. I would like 
to call your attention to thc following 
statement by him which appears in the 
official debate* of last session:

"Mr. liuforesf saiil hc would like to oiler 
hi* humble congratulations to thc first 
minister on the efficient manner in which 
lie had disponed of thc bridge1 charges and 
stated that no where would hie friend* 
be more pleased than in the county of 
Madawaska." (Applause).

That i* the gentleman who tell* this 
House tlmt he cammt "support the govern­
ment on account of. the bridge charges, 
and he charges the honorable member for 
King* (I’ugslcy) with being a paid coun­
sel of thc government. I wonder how 
much my honorable friend would like 
to be a paid counsel of the government? 
(Applause). 1 wonder If н little patronage 
would not have made him a paid counsel 
of the government. (Applause). Yon 
have only to go back to the beginning of 
tin» present *e»hion to learn from the 
honorable member hiinvelt that, il he got 
the patMiigc tor Le.vvd^t/, Lu Vvuld

to about 41 cent»

man
Winslow when he complained that it wa 
a grave error and eomething that ought t . 
be seriously commented upon.

Continuing, Mr Pugsley eaid that be ; 
fore concluding he would like to call the 
attention of the Houae to the evidenc 
given by Mr. Sefton, Mr: "Lockhart an< 
Mr. Arnold, three entirely distinterested 
witueses. The two first named gentle 
men are and have been for a long num 
ber of years employed on Vue lntcrcolonia 
Railway, and were for many years undei 
thc direction of Mr. Archibald, forme 
ch'cf engineer of the road. Mr. Lo^khar 
was formerly employed in the b’acksmitb 
ing departnrrcnt of the road, but has rise: 
until now he has charge of a gang of me. 
doing bridge construction work. Mi 
Lockhart, when hçre, showed by his ex 
planation of thc plan* of the Campbel 
bridge that he was a master a 
the work of steel bridg? building. Mr 
Seftxm was sent out to Canada by a. 
English fi№n which built th? first bridge 
on the I. C. R. He was the inspector o 
thc cantilever bridge at St. John, both 
during its eonafcruction at the works an 
during erection, and in add tion to hi 
experience in connection wiv.. nxilwa, 
bridges has also had to do w.th the con 
struction of several hundred* of highway 
bridge** in England and Canada. Mr 
Arnold wus the inspector at thc works 
of the Woodstock bridge, and since th~r 
has been employed by thè United State 
government in connect.on with fottfica 
tion work*, and is tiow »ui»erintendent o 
a large dredging company in New Yorl 
Any one who had heard Mr. Arnold g vt 
his testimony before the committee woui 
say that hc is a thoroughly competen 
engineer, a careful witness, and a man wh 
will not hazard an opinion unless be і 
absolutely sure' of what hc is talking 
about, «id ’ t . er/oLfc oa the ecsenttse

CHAIRMAN CARVELL

more

Falsehood and Slander, o

Mr. Carvcll, in hia speech before toe 
House on thc bridge charges, said as chair 

hc felt it incumbent upen him toqan
make a few remarks. He felt greatly
leased that thc bridge matter had been 
investigated as fully and completely as it 
;ad been. These bridge charges had p'-ay 
d an important part in thc history of 

New Brunswick for the tori, year and a 
.alt and hc thought it necessary that in 
he interests of the public of this prov-

that they should be investigated to was 
. , ,, . .. , . to give evidence of a written contracthe fu’lest capacity and he waa «U.hed mntra„t!i д, U8Ual Ule
vhile they have had been- very expensive wrv next dav the Daily Sun came out 

..ad cost the province many thousands ot xrith i(, verafon ami is only a sample ot 
dollars hc felt the people-would feel it i^a>he reel чЯГ- the epporitiou papmw 
sateiifei wifartte-fefctii ‘•КШ&иг;.
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