cincumstances, and he (Pugsley) thought
it. would be admitted that the cost of
erecting bridges in. New Brunswick, whete
the rivers are deep and rapid, and where
the banks are very step, would be very

much greater than in Untario, where th

Tivers, or creeks as they might perhaps
be called, followed along leisurely through
a level country. In view of all this, and in
view of Mr. Peters’ evidence as to his
losses in the crection of several bridges,

he thought it would be admitted that th
price the government was. paying of 1
cents per pound:was .a .low price for th

work, and that the arrangement made by
the chiei commissioner is a prudent ar-
rangement and the best that could pos-
@ibly be made. The honorable leader of
the opposition has stated that the super-
structures cost more. than, 6} cents per
pound, and in ‘orderto show that they
cost more he includes the cost;of tearing
down the old supersiructures and remov
ing old piers. He says that Mr. Peters
was paid for that in the Campbell and
Lefebvre bridges, and that it must be
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 mew steel.super
structure. (Hear, hear). The  honorab'e

gentleman says it is right to do that . be

cause the Nova Scotia specifications re

quire that the old superstructures. shal

be removed by the contractor, but im many
cases it. would be found that these bridges
were constructed on entirely new sites

and that there were no old superstruc

tures to.remove. This was the case of the
Hanter's Mill' bridge, built by the Ham-
ilton Bridge Company. There was nothing
included in the cost of that bridge for
own the old superstructure -or
for paint: the bridge, and that is the

s on which they made that magnificent
goﬁt of $6.53. (Applause). It had been
ghown that the pr.ce’ of 6} oenté per

tearing

pound was not excessive, and if the cos

of removing the old superstrictures -and
piers was reasonable, there was no ground
fox: the charge that excessive prices’ were

. The hoporable leader of, the’ oppestior:

comiplains that he was not able to get in
formation with respect to'the cost of th
superstructure “ of the
bridg®. With respect to that. bridge Mr

Copp bad a contract for the substructur:,

or work in connection with the ‘subl
structure, and the erection of the super
structure Mr. Emmerson produced in evi
dence a letter written by him Mr
Winslow authoriging him to

from that letter it was impossible. to make
the division between, substructure and su

perstrutture. It may, be that Mr. Wins
low, the aeereﬁq‘bf the department,

ought to have seq‘;jthﬁ'thoee papers wet:

filed so that he could Yugke the division,
dod if the honb:gble gent'eman’ had wn;’
e. it, would. be againsi

department. The

Jhad also complained

complaint t mak
the - secretary: of_ﬁ:!*
honorable gentlemagn
that he could mot get information  fron
Mr. Winslow, as 1 "as_he ogght t
get it. He (Paggl &y Tould eay this ‘witi
regard to the secrétqry of the public work.
department, and he was glad to haye a:
opportunity. of saying it,-thet be did mo
believe there had ever been in ‘the em
ploy of the government o_l this country ¢
mian who was more honorable, a man wh:

was more upright, a man who. Wwas mor -

desirous of performing his duty, than Mr
T. B. Winslow.- ('Ab':la_.\is'é),,- “He has serv
ed for many yeats under this governmen
and previous governments 1
the first time that he (Pugsley) had eve

heard ‘it complained against him that he
bas boen guiltyy of: develiggion of. daty o
hias sought to kcep back accounts tha:

ought to be presented to the ocommitter
Mr. Wonslow’s duties were very heawy
and it might bg

investigation he bas furnished all infor

mation in his posséisiop. cheerfully and a

the earlicet poisble moment. But the

question is not as to whether Mr. Wins
low was able to lay his hand at a mc
ment’s notice on any particular document
The question is this!-Has the money whici

the public accounts.show to have bee |
paid for these bridges been actually anc.
henestly paid, and hemsthe province got

value for every dollar expended by th

chief commissiomer of public works. He!

(Pugslcy) comtended that “the evidenc
shows that tire province has got suc

value, and that the amounts which the:
public accounts show-as having been paic §
and honestly paid. Th::
honorable gentleman says that there is av.
item in the public accounts-of $700 or $5¢

were actually

which should have been charged to som,

other bridges. Mr. Winslow when upo.

the stand explained that the error aros

ovt of the lumber and metal left oves
from the Mill Cove bridge. -+ He hac

thought that the lumber and metal whic!
was used had all gene into one bridge

and had so charged it, whereas it hac

gone into three different bridges. Thi
was not a very serious matter, and h
(Pugsley) thought thé honorable gentle

man (Hazen) hardly did justice to Mr

Winslow when he complained that it wa

a grave error and eomething that ought t

be seriously commented upon.
Continuing, Mr Pugeley said that be

attention of the House to the evideme

given by Mr. Sefton, ‘Mr: Lockhdrt &nc
Mr.. Arnold, thres entirely distinterested

witneses. The two first named gentle
mren are and have been for a long num
ber of years employed on the lutercolonia

Railway, and were for many years under

the direction of Mr. Archibald, forme.
chief engineer of the road. Mr. Lockhar
was: formerly employed in the blacksmith
ing department of the road, but has risc:
until now he has charge of a gang of me:
doing bridge construction work. M
Lockhart, when here, showed by his ex
planation of the plans of the Campbel
bridge thit he was a master a

th> work of stesl bridgs building. Mr

Sefton was sent out to Canada by a:
English fism which built the first boidge

oun the I.°C. ' R. He was the inspector o
the camtilever bridge at St. John, both Mr.

struction of several hundreds of highwa
bridg2s® in England and Cavada. M
Arnold was the inspeéior at the work

of the Woodstock bridge, and since ther
has been employed by the United State

goiertmant in conirection with fort fice

tion works, and is oW superintendent o

a large dredging company in New York
Any one who had heard Mr. Arnold g'v
his testimony before the committe: wouls
say that he is a thoroughly competen
engincer, a careful witness, and a man wh-
will not havard an opimion unless he i
absolutely sum of what he

the
amount due Mr. Copp for his work, bu:

ts. and this wa:

% by reason of gver
work he did not‘have al these account-
at his fingers’ ends; it all through th.

railwa;
bridges has also had to do with the cou

s talking
sbou’, sud’e-eryore o the sommitie

= i

Salisbury, Hampton and

P.titeodiac. Those gentlemen all tedifi

e

of the committee. In
witnesses we found that the Salisbury and
same Sussex bridges are constructed in the
cheapest. way in which bridges of that

Sussex and Hampton bridges, with thc
Campbell Lridge, we found that all the
truss posts upon the Sussex and Hampton

the labor isof the very slightest kind—

of, the additional work, required upon a
. |-built post, he had only, to_mention that
there would be at least 400 holes to be
1 |, unched in a single post of the Campbell

vhat a difference that, makes in the
wabor. The truss posts in . th
Lampbell bridge are built posts,
and the effect is to give with the lightest
juantity of material the greatest possiblc
strength. You can roll these posts and

an inferior bridge. That is the evidence o1
those witnessés, and Mr. Arnold testified.
18 also did Mr. Lockhart or Mr. Sefton,
that the Campbell bridge was superior tc
the  Sussex, ' Salisbury = and Hampton
‘bridges.  Without' wearying the Housc
Ly reading the evidence he (Pugsley) could
tate that the evidenre of those gentlemen
[ <howed 'that the Campbell and: Lefebvrc

nuch better bridges than either the Sus
or Hampton bridges; anc

c ¥ sex, Salisiﬂu'y
Trueman Pond §. Vir. Arnold corroborated in the strongest

sanner possible the statement of the chie!
ommissionéy, ‘that bridges designéd and
-onstructed like the Campbell and Lefebvr.
yridges will last much longer than bridge-
. § »f the design of thé Sussex and Salisbur;

‘equire very much less éxpenditure for rc
airs from time to time. These were im
ortant facts, and proved in the clearest
yossible manner the superiority  of th
. ‘ampbell and ‘Lefebvre bridges over the
‘ussex, Salisbury and Hampton bridges
Applause). Amther important fact

ad been known to vhe chief commissione:
nd members of the government and other.

he govermment engineer designs th:
yridge ‘and thé company is compelled tc
sarry but the plans and specifications, th¢
ost will be very much greater than if the
ompany was allowed to build the bridg.
yom its own strain shect, material shee
vwd plan. Continuing, Mr. Pugsley said’

‘4 lie people want the steel bridges whicl
re built for practically all time, to b
1 ¢ good design, to be thoroughly inspectec
uring construction and erection, and tc
e carried out in every' particular accord
ng to the plans, so that we will have:ir
his-ceuntry bridges which ‘are permanent
n-their character and'in which our peo:
Jle will take a just and reasonable pride
Applause).
In conclusion, Mr. Pugsley said:

T wisl:

: am sure the members of this House sup
. § rorting the government and the great
\ajority of the people of the country will
: oin, that the honorable leader of tht

pposition has utterly failed to prove an)
£ the charges which he made against the
" \ader of the government. _(Applause). 1

m glad to know that the result of the in

estigation has shown that the slander:

‘hich for the past two years have beer
§ irculating throughout the country con
erning the management of the public
-orks department in connection with per
sanent bridges, have been proved to b¢
‘terly false. I am glad to be able to shox
«at, throughout the investigation, from the
seginning to the end, thére has not bee:
tittle of evidence to show that there ha:
een any wrongdoing on the part of th:
resent attorney general, and more tha

hown that in the discharge of his dusies
scchief commissioner he exercised. a degre
¢ fcare and brought to bear a degree o.
wdgment which certainly ought: to be

.am. sure. it will be_ gratifying to his
viends throughout the country.  (Ap

s I have known him for a number. o
" ears, and knowing how -careful he ha:
een in the discharge of of his publi
uties, I was prepared to see what I now
ee, that the evidence before the committe:
iterly failed to show that he had beéer
ailty of any dereliction of duty, and 1
.m happy to be able to pay‘tha# in my
pinion—and I believe that opinion wil
e concurred in by the House and by the

he clearest possible manner that the

fouse -and the confidnce -of the people ol

§ e has hitherto enjoyed it. (Loud ap-

Jause).

CHAIRMAN CARVELL

.

Falsehood and Slander, 0

dur'ng its conmatruction at the works an’
duting erection, and in add tion to hi
experience in connection Wi

make a few remarks.

b3

will say that he was a most important
witness and that h's evidence was of ex-
treme value. Mr, Sefton and Mr. Lock-
hart together examined the Suscex.-aud
Campbell
e | bridges, and Mr. Arnold ezamined the
same bridges and also the Lefebvre and

ed that the evidence of Prof. Swain, and
which Mr. Roy, if he rememberad right-
ly, also made, that the Salisbury and
e | Sassex bridges were superior to the Le-
3 | febvre and ampbell bridges, was entirely
false, and he (Pugsiey) thought that the
cffect of their testimony wWas such as to
lead any one to the conclusion that a man
who would make the rash statement made
by Prof. Swain and Mr. Roy was scarce-
ly entitled to consideration at the hands
examining those

class. ean be constiucted. Comparing the
bridges are rolled, posts—posts on which

whereas .upon the Campbell: bridge these

posts are bult posts, and as an evidence | 4
= : RO, ' without'a no%e to 'produce?

bridge, as compared to some 20 or 30 holes
:n the posts of the Sussex bridge. See

zet the weight of metal, but you will.have

Yridges are of superior design, of bettei-
vorkmanship and are in all respects very |

:ridges, and he also said that they woul!

rought out by Mr. Arnold, a fact which-

nterested in.the matter, was that wher

Ve do not want to Wwaste our money, but

- 5 express my ‘own gratification, in whick

hat I will say that the 'evidence ha: {

ratifying to his Sriends in this Houge, a-,

Jlause).Knowing the honorable gentlema:

ountry—there has not only been a failure
o show any dereliction  of duty on the
,art of the Hon. Mr. Emmerson, but on
.} he contrary the evidence has proved in
fore corcluding he would like to call the

.onorable gentleman has so discharged hix
laties as to deserve the confidence of this,

his country to even a greater degrec thar

Answers the Criticisms of the Op-
position Press and Shows That
Mr. Hazen's Case Rested Upon

Carvell, in his »pecch before the
House on the bridge charges, said as chawr
aan- he felt it incumbent upen him to
He felt greatly
Jleased that the bridge matter had been
nvestigated as fully and completely as it
ad been. These bridge charges ‘had play
'd an important part in the history of
New Brunswick for the last year and a
alf and he thought it necessary that in
he interests of the public of this prov-
‘| nee that they should be investigated to
he fu'lest capacity and he was satistied
chile they have had been. very. expensive
.nd cost the: province many thousands of
' Jollars he felt” the pecple-would feel 4
satihied witen: the wobed $006¢ ilbesdod (fTiushter),

"AN""the rect ‘of

ple, was asked to cbnside,r'r!“mq‘ it they. |
,guid, come to the ‘;qone]psg?, that we

d had an ypmense amount- of wind and
very little substans:, so far as this the
charges were concerned. (Hear, hear.)
They (the charges) had becp dying a very
slov. death the last few-~weeks and he
trusted that before the sun arose the noxt
morning they would be buried forever out
of sight.

As the chairman of the committee and
one against whom so many bitter charges
had been made by the honorable gentle:
man just preceding and by the honorable
leader of the opposition, and while not
intcresting to the House, perhaps, or to
the country, in justice to himself he felt
compelled to refer to some remarks and
statements made concerning his ruling out
of evidence ‘and the -so-called unfair posi-
tion'assumed towards Lh¥® opposition. He

professed to know alittle something ot

jaw and had an idea that the same rules
regarding the admission of evidence would
prevail in this' committee as in a court of
law. ‘He felt it was not reasonable that
a man should go before the committee and
give evidence which was the mwerest hear-
sdy, contrary to every rule in a court of
law? Where would we be if every person
could go in ‘with ‘evidence of contracts
He thought
the' fiict ‘he had compeled -them to pro-
ducé ‘these documments was a reason fof
the bitter attacks upon himi, because the
production of those documents had proved
the very things they wanted to keep in
he dark. (Hear, hear).

From the very day when this investi-
gation started the opposition prese from
the Bay of Chaleur to the Bay of fundy
and from the East to the International
fine had claimed that the evidence had
not been treated fairly by him and that
the -honorable gentleman from Kings had
been compelling him to shut out every
particle of evidence that would have in-
fluence -and +weight in the case brought
by the honorable. member from the county
of Sunbury. . &e felt he would be justi-
fied in referring to items contained in vari-
ous iesues of the Daily Sun, the leading
opposition paper.in the province, . con-
eerning the evidence which had been given.
On March 19th the Sun contained the fol-

lowing: “Dr. Pugsley, acting on behalf of

the government, shows a disposition to
prevent as -far as possible inquiry into
the material facts,”  That had reference
10 the fact that he had refuged to “issue

, &, subpoena , duces tecumn to Mr. Donald

afeMoncton, to come and show wiat
the “5%f of a shop cost in the city
of Halifax, and draw from that. the prices
which they should pay for:bridges in thc

.orovince of New Brunswick. He felt when

hat proposition was made it was absurd,
that he would be daing himself injustice
as a lawyer if he should issue such a
subpoena and he felt satisfied  with the
sourse. he had taken” and was willing to
alow it to go before the bar of this prov
mce and abide by their decision. He had
aot foynd any of the legal profession go
‘0 him grumbling ebouf the tourse taken.
His ‘honorable friend had: stated the pre-
vious day that lawyers all over the prov
ince had said thiat he had not acted the
nart of'a lawyer of any standing in taking
the course he had followed. He was pre-
pared to justify what hé had done and be
placed - side by side with the honorable
gentlemen, so far as that was concerned.
(Applause).

He had not, however, refused a ®sub-
soena for Mr. Donald; he had expressly
stated.to the commitbee that he would

| jssue & subpoena; he had never refused a

ubpoena for any man; he admitted he
aad refused a subpoena duces m but
he had made out a subpocna antl offered
it to Dr. Stockton and was told that a
2e would not give a subpocna duces tecum
‘or papers Yegarding the roof of a build-
ng in Halifax that they did not that wit-
ness at all. If they had wanted Mr.
Donald why had they not brought him.
He had offered a subpoena, and they
could not grumble that they had been re-
{used a dollar of expenee to bring any wit-
nesses asked for. There was nothing sug-
gested in that way that had not - been
Jone; he had even donc what he had felt

| \shamed to do as a lawyer and sent sub-

poena for a man not in New Brunswick:
He had ‘demurred when the matter camse
up the first day becausc he felt he was
placing himself in an unfair position be-
iore the bar of the provina, where he
would be ‘the scorm of the province, in
ssuing a subpoena for a man over whom
he had no control whatever, but rather
than give a chance for the imputat.on
that he was unfair and was not allowing
what was fair to the honorable gentleman
(Mr. ‘Hazen) he had pocketed his pride
and issued a subpoena for men all over
Canada, and. he was going to ray, in the
whole country,. and  what thanks had he
received for it? The honorable gentle-
wen would remember the letter from Mr.
Phelps Johnson, produced in evidence by
Mr. Hazen, to a portion of which letter
e -wished to refer at the moment, Mr.
Johnsdn said in .his letter: “When I re-
ceived from a subpocna signed by Irank
B. Carvell, chairman, requiring that 1
appear before @ committee of the House
of Assembly at Fredericton, and give evi-
dence in an inquiry concerning certain
charges made by yourself against the Hon.

_Henry R. Emmerson, late commissioner of

public works for the province of New
Brunswick, I believed the summons to
have no legal force outside the province
of New Brunswick, and that there was
no obligation on wmy part to attend before

_your committece.” There was the position

in which he had been placed before the
bar in his country, and placed in that
position by even a layman; it did not
have, to come from the mouth of a law-
yer, and yet he had placed himself in that
posit'on, and the committee had sustain-
od_him in that course in order to gVve
his honorable friend the fullest chance to
investigate his charges and put in every:
thing possible =0 that he could not go
to the country and say that anything had
been put in his way to prevent him giving
evidence on thove charges. He held that
the treasury of the province had been
placed at the disposal of the honorable
gentieman to bring lus witnesses, one of
which witnesses from the city of Boston,
veceived sopething over $200, one irom
Hamilton received very little less and sev-
eral received between $150 and §200. They
had not refused to pay any reasonable ex-
pense asked in ovder to give the honorable
gentleman a chance to investigate his
charges. They had done more, and had
paid for men who had travelled all over
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia” to ex-
amine bridges, and yct they claimed they
had not been given a fair chance to in-
vestigate the charges. He next referred
to a statement in the Daily Sun concern-
ing the refusal to allow Professor Swain
was money well expended because he was
to give cvidence of a writlen contract
without producing contracts. As usual the
very next day the Daily Sun came out

I with its version and is only a sample ot
the cppoeltron . papers.

. Wk
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They had charged him all over the prov-
ince with being a tool of the honorable
gentleman from Kings county, and the
honorable gentleman with being a tool of
the government, and with preventing them
giving the evidence, the proper evidence
and the only evidence they wanted, and
vet what was done? He had stated he
would not allow the evidence of these doc-
uments without producing them, but they
did not bind him down to that. They
said let Prof. Swain go home and get
copies of the documents-and they wounld
take their word and not ask him to swear
to them. Prof. Swain had sent those doc-
uments and they were produced before the
committce. (Hear, hear). \Was that ex-
cluding testimony? He did not get any
credit for that. You will not find by any
opposition paper that Mr. Carvell put
those documents in evidence, while they
were’ only copes of the original and not
sworn to; vou can look through the files
of this paper down to the present and
there will not be found a solitary instance
where the chairman ruled against Dr.
Pugsley, and yet you would find from the
evidence 'there were more instances where
he had ruled against Dr. Pugsley than
against Mr. Hazen, and he was prepared
to submit every ruling made by the com-
mittec ‘to the judgment of every lawyer
or -comniittee of lawyers to be named in
the province, and he felt satisfied they
would say these rulihgs had been on
strictly legal principles. (Applause.)

The next statement to which he referred
was ounc contained in the Daily Sun o
March 26, under the heading, “Two Priced
Bridges—The reckless way in which the
board of works doet business.”” It was
from. this the honorable member from
Madawaska referred to the reckless way
in which Mr. Winslow attended to his
business. He would ask his honorable
friend and the honorable leader of the
opposition to put their finger on one item
in which this province has lost a dollar,
because Mr.. Winslow had not done his
duty. (Hear, hear). They were silent
and yet they would’come ‘there and say
how loosely the accounts were kept; they
almost said the province had lost thousands
of dollars on account of the lose manner
in which the accounts were kept, and yet
they had not the ‘hardihood to stand up
and give a reason for their insinuations.

Mr. Laforest—We do not know where
o look.

Mr. Carvell—You do not believe it went
anywhere else .but :where Mr. Winslow
said it went?

Mr. . Laforest—Mr.
know half the time.

Mr. Carvell—-I submit my honorable
:riend has no justification for making that
statement, (Hear, hear). I challenge my
lLionorable friend to show a statement in
which Mr. Winslow cannot tell where
every item went.

Mr. Laforest—Mr. Winslow could not
tell us —

Mr. ‘Carvell—Refer to the evidence.

Mr. Laforest—You would be fair enough
to' allow me to recall por
cions of the evidence which
ave fresh in your memory. I cannot pick
it at once out of ) or 800 pages of evi-
dence.

Mr. Carvell—I will allow you any time
tonight to interrupt ‘me and show me
where you can find such a statement. 1
will guarantee to hold.this audience here
an hour in order te. have you give me
such a statement. I will give you an hour,
;¢ an hour and a half, or we will give you
a chance tomorrow to:.show such a state-
ment. (Loud applause).

We had been practieslly told here this
ovening that Mr, Haines took this money
and we did not know where it went, and
he would repeat the same challenge regard-
ing Mr. Haines as rogarding Mr. Winslow’s
evidence, that tHis country hes never lost
one dollar by reason er the transactions
of Mr. Hainea or Mr. Winslow, and they
had uunfairly cast an imputation upon these
gentlemen in order to get a rap at the
premier of the province. (Hear, hear).

He referrad to a statement which ap-
peared in  the Daily Sun, read-
ing as follows: “Dr. Stockton said
that statement (referring to a statement
made by Mr. Pugsley) has been made now
two or three times, it was not a true
statement. Dr. Pugsley had probably
made it in ignorance of the facts, and he
Stockton) thought that it was time that
él\e statement was challenged and correct-
ed. IHe would state for the information
of the public that the bills and vouchers
of the payments on permanent bridges
account had never been before the public
account committee, nor does the chief
comiissioner allow the public account
committec nor the auditor general to sce
these bills. All that the auditor general
socs is a vowcher that certain sums of
money have been paid on  permanent
bridge: account. The auditor general does
not know what the money is paid for, and
he has no check whatever upon the pay-
ments. Chief Commissioner Emmerson
has held and has carried out his couten-
tion that the permanent bridge account is
under his own management and that the
auditor general has no authority over his
(Kmmerron’s) expenditures upon that ac-
count any further than to .sec that he
does not exceed the grant made by the
legislature. Ncither the auditor general
nor the public accounts committec . has
ever been permitted by Mr. Emmerson to
sce the accounts which he (Stockton) now
wanted produced, and Dr. Pugsley was
entirely in the wrong to state that these
accounts had been before the public_ac-
counts committee. Dr. Stockton asked
Mr. Winslow if this was not o, and the
witness replied that it wag.”

That was the evidence given in the
Daily Sun and which he believed he wae
eafe in saying was copied into every op
position paper in New Brunswick in the
next three or four days. 'There was no
meeting of the committee for two or three
days after, and at the first meeting he
(Carvell) had taken occasion to refer the
report to the Sun before further evidence
was taken, and he would read from the
official report the statement of Dr. Stock-
ton and also the statement of the witness
to show hew untrue was the teport given
by the oppes.tisn papers of that transue
tion. The truth of that statement, he » id,
was very much on a par with the truth
of hundreds of statements apocaring in
repor's of other transacuous during  the
progress of - this investigation.

Mr. Cavvell .then read tue following
trom the 2" wport of ¢'¢ evidenre

Dr. Pugsley--It would scem to me that
these accounts having been before the
auditor general and the public_accounts
committee in the regular way, Mr. Win-
slow would not have them. The charge
has been made that the amounts paid
for the bridges were excessive, and the
inquiry should be along these lines. Tak-
ing the amounts paid, have they been
excessive?

Dr. Stockton--My experience in the leg:
islaturve, »o far as the public accounts were
concerned, is that ordinarily the only
voucher the auditor general hax iy the
cheque or the warrant or the receipt for
the paymeat of a certain  amount ot
wmoney, sbut not the bl of terms or the
vouchers upon which the payment Was
made, The chief vommissioner has slated
t those avcounts were Lept by him in
Do departuicst - ob pybe works S

Winslow does not

T

own protection. Thérefore the mere ret
ceipt for the paginetit '6f a certain amount

of morey would give but ‘very little o

formation as to the manner in which
the amount was made up. It is the re-
ceipts for the payment of money which
2o to the auditor gemeral, is it not, Mr.
Winslow? Witness—Yes,

Can the honorable ‘gentleman show that
there is any reference in that statement
to these accowts not going before the
public accounts covunittee.  Those ae-
counts werce before the public accounts
committee in 1808, as will be seen hy a
referen~¢ to the debates for that year.
Everybody kucw that they were, and Dr.
Stockton was ioreed to admit before the
investigating committee that they had
been before the pubiic accounts commit:
tee, and the only way he could get out ol
it was by saying that they were only given
to the public pvcounts committee when
they asked for them. Surely that was
sufficient. He (Carvell) would like to
know if they expected the chief commis-
sioner to bundle all those papers in a
bushel basket and hand them over to
somebody and not know what became ot
them. \What objection can there be to
keeping these accounts till asked for and
then handing them over in the ordinary
conrse of business.

He wished to refer next to the Sun’s
report of what took place when this mat-
ter was bronght up before the committee
The report was short and would not weary
the House. It was as follows:

“The committee met at 9 o’clock tonight
The chairman referred to the Sun’s re
port, and Dr. Stockton quoted from th
official evidence to show that the Sun’:
report was substantially correct.”

That is the report which the Sun giver
of the proceedings during which Dr
Stockton had to admit that he war
wrong, and that there had been no state
ment made that the accounts did not ge
before the public accounts committee. He
(Carvell) wished to refer to an iten
which appeared in another newspaper, and
which was the gem of the whole collection
He read from the Woodstock Press ol
April 0th, as follows:

“But Mr. Hazen has gone further tha
he alleged, and has proven more than h
promised. Even a worse scandal than tha:
of the contractors being stockholders wa-
unearthed. Mr. T. B. Winslow, of th
board of works, gave evidence that thou
sands of dollars were paid out to bridge
inspectors without any proper order:,
without being entered in detal in the ac
counts, and which did not appear in thc
auditor general's report.

They say there 1s no account of the
money in the auditor general’s report, and
that is is impossible to tell how muci
money har been expended. 1f that was not
going one better than any other newspaper
in the province he would like to know it.
It secmed to him that their case must
be very desperate indeed when the leud
ers of the party all over the country we:
ompelled to resort to such tactics at tl-
very inception of the case in order to pr
indice the minds of the public before an:
evidence was given at all. That must hav
been the object of the Sun—to make it
roaders believe that everything was w
fair, that they were not given half
hance, and that no matter what evidenc
was adduced they would have their rea:!
ars  believe that the government w»
pilty, that they were pure and shoul
be placed in power,

Coming to the particular consideratio
of the facts of the case Mr. Carvell sai
hat his learned friend produced three «
four particular portions of the cvidence
in -substantiation of his case, and the fir:
that he produced, and which was as he
~onsidered the trump card, was that i
respect to the Woodstock - bridge. H
(Carvell) wished they had produced mor
svidence of that kind, because he felt tha
when the facts in connection with th
onstruction of the Woodstock bridg
were all before the public the honorabl
rentleman would be satistied that be hac
made a great mistake fn bringing up tha
juestion. Tt was true that this bridg
was not under consideration by the com
mittee, but during the investigation M
Wetmore stated that the weight of the
Woodstock Dbridge was 1,000,000 pounde
He had heard & good deal about tha
bridge during election campaigns in Carle
ton county. A favorite canvass of oppos:
tion candidates in that county was that
the bridges built by the New Brunswicl
government only cost from 2} to 3 cent
1 pound, and they would say to the elec
tors that the government had stolen mort
out of this or that particular bridge thar
they had given for agriculture and dairy
ing in the whole province. He had founc
by reference to the board of works report
—and although that report was not i
ovidence he thought he had as much
vight to refer to it as Mr. llazen had te
refer to reports and papers that were not
put in evidence. That henorable gentle
man seemed to think: it quite proper U
get up in the House and read Jetters fron
people in Montreal or some other place
wnd say that was sworn evidence. (Ap
plause.) He (Carvell) found by reference
to the board of works veport that the
Woodstock bridge cost $44,243, which
would bring the cost up to about 4} cents
per pound, instead of 2} to 3 cents, as had
been stated. Then it is well known that
the company actually lost #5,000 on their
contract, and allowing that they should
have made a profit of at least 85,000 on
such a large contract, we have made
$10,000 which should be added to ‘the cost
of the Dbridge, which would bring the
price up to 5} cents per pound. e felt
that the committee had made a great mis:
take in not going to sec the Woodstock
bridge, as they could have learned more
by examining that bridge than by all the
other steel bridges in the province. It is
a bridge which cort as much ax all those
under investigation put togcther; a por-
tion is built on dry land and a portion
over a swift river, and it is a first class
bridge. He was glad to hear opponents of
the government admit at last that the
Woodstock bridge was a tine bridge, that
there was no boodling in connection with
its construction, and that it was one in-
stance of an honest transaction on the
part of the public works department and
the government. Dealing with the ex-
pense attached to the construction of steel
bridges, Mr. Carvell raid it was in cvi
dence by & number of witnerses and ad-
mitted on all hands that the greatest item
of expense in connection with the con-
struction of a stecd bridge was the pre-
paration of the patterns from W hich the
different members ave made up.  These
are called templets, There patterns have
to be made out of wood, to avoid ex-
pansion and contraction, as would be the
case if made out of metal, and great care
has to be excicised in having them built
to cxact xizes. When they are finished
they are Jaid on the metal, cheap labor
ix put on, the holes are bored aml the
necessary work don e, 1t waxs stated that
one reason why the expense of construct-
ing the Campbell and Lefebvre bridges
was greater than in the cave of the Sussex
and Hampton wasx hecawse in the Tefe-
bvre and Campbell bridges the temlets
ave all of different lengths, while in the
Sussex and Hampton this not the case,
The
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require a separate set of templets. The
last span—that on the Grafton side—is
arimmense plate girder =span, of very
sitmplé construction,- one which he was
satisied would cost more than half as
much per peund to manufacture as would
the ordinary spans, but that all goes in
at the cost of 5} cents per pound. The
next span on the Grafton end is even
larger than the first, and would require

a separate sct of templets. The other
eight spans are cxactly aiike, and only
one set of templets would be required for
the cight. The result would be that after
one sct 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. Ruddoek a special set of wmplv‘ln he

fo be made for every portion of the work.
I'hen take the erection of the bridge. It
hqrx been stated by many witnesses and
will be admitted to be correct that the
cost of erecting a bridge depends largely
upon local circumstances, Ior inntnncf‘,
the Sussex hridge, which is very close to
the ground, and where there ir very little
water in the summer, could be crected
very cheaply, as vory little false work
would be necessary and there would be
no difficultics in the wayr. On the. other
hand, as was admitted by Mr. Roy, the
cost of erecting the Lefebvre bridge by
reason of the very great difficulties in the
vay, would cost double what the erection
»f the Sussex would cost. In the case
f the Woodstack bridge eight spans.are
wtually built upon dry land, and of
ourse the false work for one of these
pans would answer for each of the others,
thus only necessitating one-eighth of the
umber which would otherwise be needed.
Then a great deal of labor would be saved

n connection with the falre work, as it
would be very little trouble to take it
«jo\vn 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
ome set of derricks would be suflicient for
the whole Woodstock bridge, and on«
traveller would answer for every span.
These things would all reduce the cost of
crection very materially, and must forec
overy fair minded man to the conclusion
that to compare the cost of this bride:
with the cost of the bridge erected by
‘he Record Foundry Company and Mr
Ruddock is very unfair, and that it
would be reasonable to add at least twe
ents per pound Po the cost of the Wood
stock bridge when comparing it with the
ost of the smaller bridges built for the
New Brunswick government by the
Record Foundry Company and Mr. Rud
dock. (Applause).

Mr. Hazen had produced as a witnes:
o support his case I’rof. Swain of Bor
ton.

Now, Prof. Swain is not a man wh«
“nows a great deal about the work., Wi
ave no evidence that Prof. Swain eve
built a bridge: he admits that he knows
‘hsolutely nothing about the mechanice'
work of a bridge and he knows less of
the c¢ost of constructing a bridge in New
Srunswick, He gave us some valuablk
cstimony when he said that he had t.
lo with two highway bridges, one ove
he Charles River weighing 6,700,00(
younds, and containing a large amount o
late girder work which cost two or thre
cnts less per pound than our highwa;
sridges are worth., It is in every respec
. railway bridge, as it carries electri
care. My Thonorable friend (Laforest
vould not at this stage present the clain
hat highway bridges cost double as mucl
«er pound as railway bridges. The Charles
sown bridge cost between four and five
ents u pound, and adding to this two
ents a pound, acconding to I’rof. Swain’
idea every highway bridge built in Bosto
vould cost between xix and scven cent
v pound. Can my honorable friend (La
orest) derive any comfort out of that
estimony? I do not think so. Afte
Prof. Swain retwrned heme he rent  the
ommittee the contracts for work donc
m the Boston subway. They ‘wantec
Orof. Swain to give verbal evidence of
he cost of the Boston subway, so that
t might be compared with the cost of the
efebvre bridge. For refusing to accept
his evidence he (Carvell) had received a
-arding from the opposition papers. Ir
vhat way could these contracts have beer
rompared? Mr. Ruddock went to Bostor
wnd saw the subway but could not tel.
18 any more than we knew from the evi
lence of Prof. Swain. Mr, Ruddock said
the plate givders were 16 inches § to ]
neh in the web, In the material used by
Mr. Ruddock the girdors measured 15
inches with 5-16 inches in the web. The
Boston material would therefcre weigh
three times per much per lineal yard as
the material wred by Mr. Ruddock, And
vet they come before this House and
date that because the materal wwed in
he Doston subway, (not erected) had
ost 2} cents per pound, we should be
wble to build bridges and crect them for
3} cents per pound. I want to ask the
members of this House and the jesple of
this country if they consider that a rea
sonable proposition? They want to com:
pare thewe highway bridges with the steel
work in the Boston subway. DProf. Swain
promised to send us contracts of this
structure. He said he could not tell wue
how much steel was used in the strpcture,
but when he returncd home, he “picked
out and sent us some 8X or seven con:
tpacts amounting to, in all, $100,000. I
have no boubt that he picked out the
mont favorable contracts and sent them
here, failng to send the others because
they might be favorable to the govern-
ment side. He Lad miles and miles of
subway to build and would have us be-
lieve that our highway bridges should be
erected at the same price per pound as
this work.

Referring to Mr. R, Maitland Roy’s evi:
dence, Mr. Carvell said that it has already
been subjected to such a dissection at the
hands of the honorable member for Kings
(Pugsley) that he thought it would be in-
truding on the time of the louse if he
devoted any more attention to it. Under
the rules of law a witness must come be-
fore a jury, so that they can judge for
themuelves if he is worthy of credence or
not. Any lawyer, he thought, would give
more for the privilege of using his eyes
on the witnegs than if his evidence was
taken and read over. You canuot tell
whether a witness is telling the truth or
not until you see the witness on the stand
and he felt sure that Maitland Roy had
come here to trifle with the committee
and had even gone vo far as toctrifle with
his own conscience. That might be a
pretty strong statement, but the blue print
which they had secured from the witness
would bear him out in the statement to
wome extent. Mr. Roy had taken his place
in the court room, tossed his head back
to an angle of 45 degrees and assumed a
wupercilious grin, as if he had forgotten
more than all the engineers in New Bruns-
wick knew. (Applause). He was Mr. Roy,
the bridge expert, down here among a lot
of countrymen, and he would like to sce
them get anything out of him, He was
the Hamilton Bridge Company, with its
output of 1,000,000 pounds per month,

This statement shows that they did not
{urn out 1,000,000 pounds in two years.
(Applause). It is only when you see such
Wigs 4o thos that YoU can f9ra ¢ corvect
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estimate 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 commussioner
bad been guilty of gross neglect—of hoodl-
ing, as it were. In charging the chiet com-
missioner with having allowed these people
to get more for these bridges than they
were worth, they were actually charging
hitn 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 enid
bis company hud tuilt a bridge, in Nova
Scotia, and he could produce the contract.
After the commiitee 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. It was u little bridge, costing
two or three hundred dollars, and the
ireight and Jumber had been left out of
the calculation entirely. According to the
statement the company had realized the
munificent sum of $5.58 on the transac-
tion. On the Camden bridge, another
cited by him, the company had realized
the magnificent profit of $5.10. (Ap-
plause). And yet that man had the hardi-
hood, and my honorable friend (Hazen)
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. Carvell referred to the
locument which the committee had ob-
ained from Mr, Roy. Dr. Pugsley, dis-
overing that the document was in the
witness's possession, thought that it ought
o go into evidence. Mr., Roy declined to
give the paper up, and it was only when
e (Carvell) was dictating to the steno-
rapher an order to commit Roy for con-
empt that he gave up the document.
i hey would have us believe that they were
villing to put the document in evidence,

ut he could tell the members of this
Touse that the committee had to adopt
oercion to get the document out of them.
t is absurd for the honorable gentleman
Hazen) to come here and say he was de-
ighted to have it put m evidence, when
\is witness had to be threatened with im-
orisonment before he would give it up.

Hon. Mr., Emmerson—Where is he now?

Mr. Carvell—I think I will tell you be-
‘ore I get through with it. I know some-
hing about. him, that I don’t think the
est of you know. Two or three days
ater I remember that Mr. Roy found it
wecessary to pimch himself to see if he was
Jive. When he finished testifying he ex-
yressed thanks to the Almighty that he
vas still alive and hoped that he would
rever get into Mr. Pugsley’s hands again.
Laughter). ‘On his way home, Mr. Roy
topped for a short time at Iredericton
function, and while there came in coun-
act with a railroad men called Charlie
wnd 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 read
bout the way Pugsley ripped that bridge
vitness (indicating Roy) up the back.
Laughter and applause). That was the
ast scen of Roy, and I think it will be a
ong time before the New Brunswick legis-
ature will hear from him agein regarding
he cost of steel bridges. (Applause).

Now, then, take this document of Mr.
toy's. They tell us that the average price
ser pound paid for all the bridges named
herein is 3.96. His honorable friend from
Jdadawaska had built up a great case upon
hat point, and claimed that the province
ad lost $34,000 as a result of the bridge
olicy of the govermment.

Mr. laforest—You can’t refute it.

Mr. Carvell—I will refute it in a very
ew minutes; - In the case of 40 out of 63
sridges no charge is made for lumber at
J1; in eight there is no charge for freight,
md with respect to nine there is no nllow-
mnce made for the cost of erection, Would

ou have us believe that freight and erec:
jon played no part in the cost ot a bridge?
Applause).

Continuing, Mr. Carvell said that the
pposition figured up the average cost of
he 62 bridges contained in the statement
it $3.06 per hundred pounds. But if they
smitted from the list the bridges on which
10 allowance was made for freight or lum-
ver, and one in which a large quantity of
\d iron was used, they will find the nctual
ost not #3.06, but $425 per hundrd
ounds. (Applause).

Dr. Pugsley—They are nearly all rivited
ridges too.

Mr. Carvell—-I will come to that directly.
\dd to the average cost of $4.25 per 100
ounds 50 cents per 100 pounds for lum-
yer, 25 cents for freight and erection,
i1 for excess of cost of pin bridges over
ivited bridges, and 50 cents for the differ
mee in workmanship as compared with
he Tefebvre bridge, and yvou have the
nagniticent. price of $6.50 per 100 poundms,
ccording o Mr. Roy's own statement,
Applause). T am satisfied that 1y figures
vill bear the mtrictest investigation end 1
\m safe in saying that I am under the
nark and will let them take from now un-
¢il next week to go into the watter and
ell me if T am not right in my conclus-
ont. We have the evidence of Meswsrs,
Lockhart, Nefton and Arnold that the
\ctual oest of lubor on the bridges built
n New Brunswick over those built by up-
per province concerns is 10 or 12 times as
reat on wome of the members.  (Ap-
plause). And they tell us as well that the
actual cost of the whole structure iy two
or three times as great. Now, if I have
added to the cost of rivited bridges in Mr.
Roy's statement, the modest sum of 050
sents per 100 pounds, for .pin bridges I
would have shown that the bridges built
by the Hamilton Bridge Company would
cost weven cents per pound. I challenge
my honorable friend to take these figures
wd wee if T am not correet,  To put it in
plain English he raid he was not altogether
convinced that- Mr. Roy had come here
prepared to tell the truth, (Applause).

Now, sir, there were a few remarks
made by my honorable friend, Laforest,
ind T trust that this House will pardon me
it T introduce him again before the mem-
bers, as h ehas been discussed pretty fully
dnce the commencement of the wsession,
He intimated that his allegiance to the
present government was withdrawn on ac-
count of the bridge charges, 1 would like
to call your attention to the following
statement by him which appears in the
official debates of last session:

“Mr. Latorest said he would like to offer
his humble congratulations to the first
winister on the efficient manner in which
he had disposed of the bridge charges and
stated that no where would his friends
be more pleased than in the county of
Madawaska.”  (Applause),

That is the gentleman who tells this
Howse that he cannot/mpport the govern-
ment on account off the bridge charges,
and he charges the Ironorable member for
Kinge (Pugsley) with bheing a paid coun.
wel of the government. [ wonder how
much my honorable friend would like
to be a paid connwsel of the government?
(Applauxe). T wonder §f a little patronage
would not have made him a paid counsel
of the govermment, (Applawre). You
have only to go back to the beginning of
this present sersion to learn from the
honorable member himgelt that, it he got
the patrosege tor Lie.cudaty, he would




