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e A brirs hridae docs riot | Casgel ana Letdhvre briiges 't 4 | ragort of ¢he commities, da submittody weo sool SO fio thought this | Jou ta (ahe the same. cars with respect 1o Al Bl o g - G
geveral compara favosably with the work on |cents per ib. While he (Hazen) con- | to this iuse is one that is founded | improbable. ‘Taking all the evidence | the prorosed suwrstruct;‘xrl;i gxlnt ;33"333 f: ;nu 003,. isim w;w sy?eakmg) wl't:hout 3
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, whera .—In what particulars? A.—Well, | Roy should be compelled to produce | that cammot be proved and/ has not |house, it is impossible to conclude that Egggresiou:ng (;trhv(irirs"“g:;es hconstmcm u;o;x i’l}ls (l:::n :';tn kg L
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i H ; ¢ingcmal end cross bars and the ten- dred 1bs., running up in three casss | extract from {he report of the commit- | He admits that he did mot. He gives
k.n)wn sion of the bars? A.—It is a simple to over 6 camts per 1b., and' in one | tee, 2nd said 1bat vthe» committge by | s the somewhat surprising statement
. m.‘ the redter to tell that, because you test |case to over 7 cents, but averaging, as | their statement tried to make the ’c‘fwt the did not even know at that
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B woh A.--Yes. ‘ 3054, which was the one which  had 5 7-1¢. cents per 1b. f[‘he.cl.fxfet commis- | machinists of this province as to|and fincrces these Yridges for MTr. | ccatia, Siboed - Bre  ane {a,bie fo. une
m. He n—Ts that a Gifficulty of a’ serious | been buiit out of wid miaterial, | the | sioner (Emmerson) in giving his evid- | their ability to oonstruct highway | Peters; fourth, he certifies that these | gerrid even the Cmtaric bridge build-
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. G acter. inpgmuch as the cne bar is car- |per 1b., and that at & time when | mate of dhe weight of these bridges |&he today, several firmg in the city of | ing for the gevernment of New Bruns- | optario firms. According to the pre-
s ryine all the load the two bars should | material, according to the evidence of | prepared ky Mr. Haines, hut theve was St. Johm better fitted out to build | wick ere prcperly built: fifth, he re: | mier’s cwn: testimeny, Mr. Kitchen
carry. A. E. Peters, was worth a cent a pound | no evidence t¢ show that such an esti- | Steel bridges than were the Record | ceives the meney for these bridges and | was “entircly  free ‘tz' 0 .wvh'e;-: flr-
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Q.—What examination did vou make mearly all of = them comparatively | the weight of the tridges, but as evid- | 0 mot find that Mr. Emmerson asked | clher cotmtry of which we have any | member “for Kingsy (Pugsle; )‘ upon
of the bridge? A.—I examined it suf- #ght bridges as oompared with the | encc of the fact that Mr. Emmerson them if they were willing to under- | knowledge. the statement tthat 1{ S;E VI::.' i
fcienily to ascertain that it was an |Campbell, Lofebvre and Blackville | had mede inquiries ss to the cost of take this work. In fact, he says that | The stalements, M. Speaker, which essential -in building  brid ‘ t.h’a}:
excecaingly heavy bridge, and in vari- bridges, and it is wall known that the | the bridges built by the upper provinos | he did not make any inquiries outside | I have given: this. hwouse this evening the inspector should be mv $ works
cus peints was very much heavier than Mghter bridges cost more per pound to | firms for the New Brunswick govern- of A. E. Peters. We find by the evi- | are facts taken from the evidence be- | while the bridge is under oonstruc't-lon
there was any cecasion for. eonstruct than the heavier ones; and | ment before embarking on his present |denece that he went to A. E. Peters | fore the cemmittee, facts which can- | nfr. Rioy, Mr Arnold a.md Prof. Swmn
T s By e marts which | Yet, despite that fact, and despite ihe | potcy. He (Hazen) held in his hand nd e am arrangement to  bulld | mot be demied or argucd away by thelhave given evidemce to this effec
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he comsidered tco heavy, explaimed |fact  that when these bridges | a statement of the exact weight of the Cusiac, Figin and  Douglastown | ex-chief coramgzsioner or the Speakers|and we all believe thit it is very de-
how to tell that the rivetting was| Wers built, material was a cent a | ceich piece of n.etal that went into the | bridges, they to keep am account of | upon that side. And what defense can| simable that the inspector should be
properly dome, ard how to tell pound higher than in ’95, '9 and ’97, | construction of the Salisbury, Sussex |tbe material used in the actual labor | they set up? I have already shown | at the shops while the bridge is um,mf
wheiher ihe members were vigia|When the Campbell, Lefeovre and | end St. Gerge bridges. That  state- put upon the bridges, for which, with | that the defemse that New Brunswick | construction; and yat what sort of in-
Bucted by o loose, and in answer ‘to a Blf»ckvﬂ'le Bridges ‘were built, these | mernt showed that ‘l.he weight of the | the company’s usual ‘DI‘OﬁJtS added, he | built bridges: are better than those con- | gpaction is 1’tywhidh' Mr. Haines gives -
Mr. Bel- question  as to whkat kis comvany bridges ware erected at a sum 0{‘1 over | Salisbury bridge, built in 1892, was 75,- was to pay them. Tl}e result of this | strveted Ly vpper province concerns is|to the bridges ? We have Mr. Rud-
ng on. would  have built the bridge for in |3 cents a 1b. less than was paid for | 194 lbs., that it cost $3,600, ¢r $407 per ) Was that the three bridges named cost | ¢r:e pot surpcrted by the evidence of | dock's sworn testimony that he visited !
1807. he stated that they would have +he Campbell, Lefebvre and = Black- | hundred 1bs.: the weight of the Sussex 6 3-4 ceats f. o. b. at the compamy’s | the competent witnesses who appeared | his shops only t‘hreev or four times -
oF Lcen clad to have taken the contract ville bridges, and a great many cents | bridge, built in 1892, was 51,577; that it work_s at Moneton. This price is | befcre tHe committée. Another line' of | quring the tﬂn:ee or four months that -
to lvild the bridge, complate and less than was paid for the Dingee ! cost $3,730, or $5.29 per hundred 1bs.; considerably in excess of what the | defemse which the hon. ex-chief com- | che “c:vo spans of the Blackville bridge -
. revéy for irafic, including lumber and Brook, Saunders Brook, Grand Maaan | the weight of the St. George bridg=, | hon. ‘member, according to his own | mdssioner will cet up is that this policy | were heing built. I leave it to the
I A all cther items of construction, for 4 =nd other bridges. (Applause) 1t was | bugit in 1893, was EC,031 hs.: that it|showing, says that he paid for the | was inaugurated and carried on for the hommbleamemabéx‘s to decide if such
= cents per 1b., £nd stated that he ar- true that in some of the bridges con- | cost §2,470, or $4.09 cents per hundred Sussex, Salisbury . and Hampton | crcotregement of home jindustry and|inspection as that is worthy of the-
rived at that figure as. follows: Steel, tained in that list the flooring was | lbs.; or an average price per 1h. of 4.97 bridges. Mr. Emmenson now says | for the purpcse of keeping this work{ ngme. Mr. A‘moﬂ‘d‘ the expert wit-
$2.70 per hundred pounds, f. o. b. the not included, and in a few the freight | for tlcee three Tridges built by the that he thought 6 3-4 cents per pound | for cur own people. I will be glad to| nass, and very co:x,xpetent engineer
cars at Hamilton; freight, 27 cents per | Was not included. In the cases of | Deminion Bridge €o. in 1392 and 1895, | Was too high a price to pay for these | find my hcnerable friend among the ca.il»le,d on behalf of-the premier de-y
nundred hs.; erection and painting, 55 those in which the freight was not | yrhen nretal was higher than in the brid_ges, aqd that the company, | advccates of proteetion for bhonie in-|clared upon his oath that the’ only -
cer-ts per hundred lbs., and lumter 315 includsd, he was informed that they | yesrs 1895, 1896 and 1887, when the | having acquired the plant and having | dwstry. I will allow no one, s&ir, to out- | practical test of the material was:
dwelling rer thovsand. That would make a to- | Were pridges not very far from the | Campbell, Tefebvre and Blackville | the experience, should have built the | do me in advocating protection of and | that made by special machinery at
comiGence tal of $0,303.12, or $3.90 per hundred city of Hamilton, and the material had | briGges wers ccnstructed. group of bridges at a less rate. cneovteigement for home industries. I, | the shops. - We have not in this prov-.
(5.1&;\1}_1;:‘1,: 1bs. '_\53._ Rov further stated that ac- geen. hauleud‘ to the vsite,v \V;hile ’thg WHAT OTHER DEFENSE m-d‘a-ll the honorable members sup-|ince amy of that special machinery for -
ke maler. cording to plans prepared Ly the com- ooring was @ very small item an perling e, ere, and have heen, ad- | testing strains and:strength of steel,
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nighway bridges in New. Brunswick? | because of the large prices which they | company had been ruined by its losses | vhich skicuid@ have ‘beéen dizcovered by | upon the same date:
A~ yes, I have examined the Le- | received in Cntario and Quebec., With | in convection with the construction of | the bridge inspector when it was under| e B
febvre, Salisbury, Sussex and Petit- that thought in his mind, the hon. | tbat tatdge. If the chief commissioner eréction.. And who was the inapector : ;
codiac bridges. TR gentleman (P lzlem insfste | that the had adcpied fthe same course in con- | on that bridge? No lcss a personage “w ?:if::u B.‘:‘e Totawy N
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the Record Foundry Co.; second, he is | about the protection of home industry
a msn v.ho melkes the agreeraen’s be- | in the case of the contracts awarded
tween the previmce erd his company | to Willard Ki‘chen? According to Mr.
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rany, such as were in use in Ontario. would net increase the cost more than | will the hon. chief commissioner make? | 4 new  agreement with the Record vocates of the national pclicy in our fand it is omly in the larger shops of*

they would have constructed a bridge
‘which would have done the same work
as ihe present Lefebvre. bridge end
carricd a heavier live lcad for $7,476.
Mr. Hazen then read the evidence of
“ir. Roy  respecting the Campbell
bridge. in which that gentleman stat-
ed that his company would have built
the Campbell bridge according to the
plans and specifications of the New
Prunswick government for $6,167, in-
cluding erection and flooring, which
figured up $3.96 per hundred pounds;
also Mr. Roy’'s -evidence stating that
his company had built in 1896 a bridge
of about the same length and weight
and of @ similar character to the
Saundens Brook briige for $150; also
Mr. Roy’s evidence stating that his
company would hawve erected the
Campbeil bridge, complete and ready
for traffic, for $4.04 per hundred 1bs.,
eccording to the plans prepared by
Mr. Wetmore. Referring to the Petit-
codiac bridge, Mr. Roy stated that the
rivetting on that bridge was the worst
he had seen on any bridge in the pro-
vince, and he stated furtfer that his
company would Have built that bridge

by a small fraction of a cent per 1b.
The hon. member for Restigouche
(Mott) had tried to make a. point out
of the fact that in only a few cases
had the Hamilton Bridge Co. made
any considerable profit out of the
tridges contained in the statement,
while in the great majority of cases
their profit had been very small, and
in Some cases there had been a  loss.
He «did not see how that could af-
fect the case at all, but it hardly bore
out tha argument of the hom. mem-
ber for Kings (Pugsley) that these
companies were making large profits
out of their cpntracts in the upper
provincas, and were doing the work in
the lower provinces at cost, or less
than cost, in order to crush ocut the
lower province firms. However, ithere
was not much force in that argument
in view of the fact that the Hamilton
Bridge 'Co. had only been able to se-
cure one contract in Nova Scotia in
thiree years, in competition with the
local bridge builders, Stewart and
MecNeill. The total met profit on the
bridges mentioned in the statement
was $6,578.71, which he thought was a

The defense has been sought and at-
tempts were made to prove to the coni-
mittes that the bridges erected by the
New Brunswick concern were superior
te those of the upper Capadian butid-
¢rs. Tc justify this defense an attempt
wass mede to show that Sussex, Hamp-
ton and Salistury bridges were in-
feador to the Lefebvre, Campbell and
othems built by the Record Foundry
Co. Prof. Swain and Mr. Reoy both
£ave evidence upcn this point, and they
say tbat, w.kile there is more work
1pon some parts of Campbell and
Trocman Pcnd bridges, yet they are
in mo wgy saperior fcr the purposes for
which they are intended than the Sus-
sex, Hampton and Salisbury struc-
tures. Mr. Lockhart, an engineer and
a preciical man krought here by the
goverrm«mt themselves, szid in his
eviGenrice that, ° while Iefebvre and
Campbell were heavier than Sussex,
Salisbuvry apd Hampton, vet the latter
weme. first clzss bridges of their kind.
Mr. Sefiton, a practical bridge builder,
and also ore of the witnesses for Mr.
Emmerson, sgreed with Mr. Lockhart
and said that the Sussex, Salishury

Foundry Co. and secured a magnificent
reduction of one-quarter of one cent
per pound, and had the Grand Manan,
Dingee and Saunders Brook bridges
built at 6 1-2 cents f.o0.b. at Moncton.
But these were built in a year when
the price of steel )was considerably
less than it was when the three first
ramed bridzes were built, and at the
prices prevailing wihen the Grand Ma-
ran and the two ‘other bridges were
built, the Record Foundry Co. really
made ‘a considerably larger profit 'im’
building them at 6 1-2 cents per pound
than they did in getting 6 3-4 cents
per pound for the Elgin, Cuisac and
Dougfllastown bridges. Before the next
series of bridges were built, the hon.
chief commissioner had the experi-
ence of the Woodstock bridge, which,
as I have already shown this house
most conclusively from the evidence,
cost only 4 cents per pound. I sub-
mit, Mr. Speaker, that the chief com-
missioner, even though he had fallen
into an error, and an error which is
hardly excusable, but even though he
had done this, after his experience
with the Woodstock bridge, there was

Cenedisn affairs. My honorable friend,
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ing firms get work in cpen competition.
It is most esionishing that Mr. Peters,
as he told us
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gevernment.
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Quebec and
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pay, with the result that thair men gat
two bridges to build for our one.. But,

Cntario
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reputable bridge building = concerns:
+hat such tests are made. Take the-
evidemcz2 of Mr. Arnold, the govern-
ment’s own witness, and what can we-~
conclude that Mr. Haines’ imspection:
is worth 2 But far and -‘beyond prov-
ing most conclusively that two prices-
have been paid:in this.province for-
the bridges named in the charges pre-
ferred in this house, the inquiry be-.
fore the investigating committee has
disclosed a most astonishing state: of
affairs in the public works department
of this province: I have no hesitation
Mr. Speaker, in- saying that suehr 2
state of affairs- cannot be found even
in the business of a small country
merchant, letl alone the affairs of' a
province. It took days ef weary in-
vestigation, as: I have already peint-
ed out, to find out the facts already
cited regarding the cost of these
bridges, and' uvp to the presemt hour
we thave beenr unable to ascertain. the
actial cost of one of these bridges—
Trmieman’s Pond. Such a state of af-
fains would not be allowed in a publie
works department of any other prov-
ince of the domimion, or any state of
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