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Cove hrme.mmmn-yhmnble friend
/answer that? Ita:h ;ethat'tlistbvem-
R Tt A A et tad

. The live load, the

pany charged .the lity in Ontario
to which e referred for a bridge five feet
wider than the bridge which cost $026
per lineal foot more. (Bridge No. 1082.)
That was a riveted bridge, of 80 feet
* and ebst $2,341, the contract grige, which
would be -at the Jute .of $20.26 per lineal
2 Honorable men who came

foot.
after im -pukmgupon the other sifle

would find on some of them they lost
and in respect to others they did not make
a living profit. “He asked ' the-bowovabie
gentlemen to take those bridges in
respect to which the company only
claimed to have made what the company
would be fairly entitled to make having
reference to the capital invested, in re-
spect to those bridges, some of which were
built in 88, some in 99 the prices would
ran in respect to pin bridges all the way
from 6.7 to 79 cents per pound. Then
if those were fair charges he would ask
what became of the statement of the hon-
orable gentleman as made in various parts
of this country and heralded through the
press, that this government had been pay-
ing- double, and more than double, cur-

| rent prices for highway bridges. Out of

the mouths of their own witnesses their
charge was disproved. It had beéen proved

their own witnesses how reasonable
the prices paid by the government were;
they were only reasonable and fair prices
and such as this very company charged
in respect to many of their own bridges,
‘and such as would yield a fair and living
profit. ; :

He baed called attention to the facv

ridge. | Mr: Roy came:here, as Mr. Johnson sought

> refer further to  this

Mr. Roy, and would sty

i that, honorable gentle-
mue had obly to study this statement
.carefully in order to see that it proved
beyond a doubt that in re to mah;

from six to seven cents per pound, apd
amany, of those were riveted bridges and iof
wag from one to one ui:‘dlglt'
per_pound than a pin bi .
fof example bridge |
u riveted bridge costing 6.42 cents
. pound, added dne and 2 half cents to t
and it made a fair selling price of T
cents nd. He wondered if his han-

&, cheaper character, the price of‘wh&v
topk

pany had stolen out of that municipali

(Hear, hear)) ‘That he had stolen a la
tount and exacted fromh them &
i To say

were only making a fair and Peasonalile
profit out of these bridges; in effect these
tlemen were said to have been steali
mioney ovt of the public chest and obtatn-
ing these ptices under false represents-
tiotis; the effect of 'his honorable friend’s
chavge was that in *93 when the Recopd
¥oundry Company was ihstracted to 8o
this work by the day, keeping an accurdte
atcount of the cost of the metal und the
shop labor and of the day’s work and of
‘the number of men employed and the
time during which machinery was s
and’ adding only a fair 4nd reason:
tofit, the charge wus in effect that
Record Foundry Compeny, upon Ww!
board of directors were such men as 'Am
Ogden;’ vné of the miost prominent men
it the county of Westmorland sxid w poli-
tical vppunent of the Hon. Mr. 5
that'he and others were parties to a &
representation “to- this government; Ne-
cause unless the vost of those first ths
britiges ‘was what they represented it
be, .63 cents, thén they were guilty of

“'grolly’ misreprésentation ‘and of pérpetrat-

ing a fraud upou this government and the
chi¢f commissioner of public works, abd
he conld not believe they would do any-
thing of that kind, and when they edid
they kept am account of the cost of thi
three bridges and represented they actually
cost 6 cents a pound, he could not Be-
lieve but that statement was true
the chief commissioner had a perfect right
to rely” upon it as true, and he would
not charge and'did not think his honér-
able friend would charge the Hamiltbn
Bridge Company, who had obtained frém
thé municipality in the province “of On-
tario’ what would be a fair equivalent for
79 éents a pound for a pin bridge for No.
1100, a rivéted bridge, he did not thi
his honorable friend would charge the
company with exacting more ‘than a fhir
.price for the work. o
Yook at No. 1088, & pin bridge. My
learned friend will see ‘the price i8 1.7
cents per pound; look at 1075 and he will
find the price is $6.26 per hundred po‘mlts;
,adding 1} cents for an additional selli
price of a pin bridge he will find it is
' $7.78 ‘per hundred pounds, or mearly 7.8
* ‘cents per pound. Look at No. 974 in this
statement of Mr. Roy; he will find it was
2 ‘riveted bridge, the price $6.06 per 100
pounds; adding. 1} ¢ents would ‘make
it wpwards of 7} cents per pound. No.
068 is a riveted bridge, the price $5.19 er
hundred pounds; atding $1.50 makes ' it

$6.60, or nearly "6 7-10 cents per pouad..

No. 964 'is a riveted bridge, the cost $5.77;
adding’ $1.50 makes it $7.27 per hundved
pounds, or nearly 7 cents for‘a pin bridge
per potnd. W v -

in the face of this statement of Mr.
Roy, himself the manager of the Hamitton
Bridge Company, which profesdes to tyrn
out such cheap bridge work—

Mr. Laforest—He is not the ‘manager.

Dr. Pugsley—Does mot Mr. Roy swéar
he is the manager of the highway bridge
department? e S

Mr, Laforest—He said he was the en-
gineer. :

Dr. Pugsley—He said he was the engincer
and manager of the highway bridge depurt-
went of that company, and more than
that, he séid he was the mah who mdde
the tender for all the varibus contracts
his company obtained. He was the man
upon whom the company relied to do the
figuring, to estimate the fair price (to
charge and put in the tender on behalf
of the company for the work; he was the
man of all. others who would kwow what
would be a fair price to charge, the man
who communicated ‘with the New Bruus-
wick government when they wanted lately
to ‘get in here to build our bridges, and
yet I am able to show that in respect 1o
those six bridges, and there are many
others in the list to which attention
might be cailled, and they were not deal-
iig with governments with large public
moneys at their back with comparatively
poor municipalities in Ontario, they
charged what would be an equivalent of
from 67 to, 7.9 cents per pound in 1e-
spect to every ome of those bridges to
which I have called your attention.

The ground Mr. Pugsley took was those
were reasonable and fair prices; he ad-
mitted if you took some of those bridges
in which there was a great deal of weight
and very little workmanship, which were
built upon the design of the company, in
respect to whieh there was no imspection,
they could - work in material which
they * might . have left over from
their ramilway bridges and - could
utilive that old material in accordance
with plans and, desi they th lves
drew. He was free to admit in respect
1o some of those bridges the prices charged
were lower, but if you took them all you

No. 1100, which whs

to come here, with a few eelected con-
tracts, and Mr. Roy had picked out four
contracta for bridges built, and when
were they buwilt? Built in 1895, 1886 and
1807, in the years duving which 'those

I but - only ~B103:99- o hivk: -

which he had made he did not even take
the cost of erection as 1} cents per pound,
Feivouid e~ really
only about 18 of a cent per pound and
even taking those figures it would make
the cost of that bridge just seven cents
per pound; that applied to the Lefebvre
bridge in respect to which Mr. Roy him-
self would not say but 13} cents would be
a fair price for erection, by reason of the
great rush of the. tide, the quicksandr. and
the hard conditions which attepd the
erection of a bridge there; puttivg in 1}
cents per pound he was sure youx would
find the price of that bridge come up to
wards of 8 cents per pound. (Hear, Hear).
And that would only allow a fair and
reasonable profit. Now in the face of
this fact he would ask it candid or fair
or right of the honorable gentleman, and
just to the people of this country that he
should put forward that a bridge built
by this company in Nova Scotia out of
which they made no profit as a fair criter-
ion .of the price at which this company
could build bridges? And. yet it was upon
information like that Mr. Roy ventured to
meke the statement as to what the com-
pany should build thoee bridges for. He
asked the honorable gentlemen to look
at the shop labor put down for that bridge
and consider whether the work in their
jadgment could be done for that, remem-
bering it was a. pin bridge, 120 feet long,
and the shop labor put at $277.58; he ask-
ed.if taking a bridge that long, weighing
30,000 pounds, it could be constructed, all

bridges in respect to which the- it
were making their investigation were
built? No. They were bridges-built in
1898; bridges in réspect to which he sup-
posed” My. ‘Roy: discovered they hed
¢harged very low prices and thought they
whighé ‘mEke "an impression on ‘the -
atittde.  A» he said last ‘evening, it
extrémely fortuhate theéy “were “able
d¥eg cut of Mr. Roy this statement ‘whijh
‘Hpoke o eloquerttly ‘ih dentmciation bf
the opinion Mr. Roy expressed as to
what would be a fair price for the c¢on-
struetion ot theen bridses. ‘He bad there
the contract of what is called the the
Hunter’s Mill bridge, in Nova Seot:a; asd
would be able to demonstrate from that
contract that in order to yield a fair living

| profit, that between seven and eight cets

per pound wae the price which should
have been charged in respect to that
bridge, providing the ordinary wopkmahn-
ship went into it relative to the metal.
In the first place, it Yvas built on the de-

sign. of the Hamilton Bridge Compaty |

themsetives, mot on a design or plan pre-
pared by the engineer of the Nova Scotia
gov! 6 1 a'tached to the coh-,
tract was .the strain and material shebt
of the Hamilton Bridge Company.Takihg
the specification it would be found it was
not true as the honorable gentleman
seerped to think that the govermment of
Nova Scotia did not pay for the cost of
paift put on after the erection. The
company only put on a coat of paint &t
the works and after the bridge
was erected the paint was put on by the
Nova Scotia government at its own k-
pense. (Applause). Further than that
taking bridge No. 973, turning to the mar-
vellous statement which, as he had saitd,
was worthy of most careful study and a
copy. of which he hoped every honoraliie
member would take home with him, e
found the bridge referred to (No. 979),
that the contract for that was let in S

tember, 1888. It was to be finished #n
the 15th of November. It was a pin bridge
with a span of 120 feet and the weight bf
the metal in the bridge was 30,136 lbs. He
wonld like the honorable gentlemen to
%eep thowe figures in their minds, because

e believed-he could demonstrate to the

satisfaction of ‘the house that ¥ in re-
spect to that bridge you allowed a fdir
amount for shop labor and the same price
for steel as was pa'd for the steel whith
went into the Lefevbre bridge, and allow
for thie: erevetion of that bridge 1} cents
per ‘pound, ‘which Mr. Roy himself said
would ‘be a fair price to charge for the
erection of the Lefebvre bridge, and allow
a reasonable profit, he would show that'if
the conditions had been the same as those
under which the Lefebvre bridge was con-
structed, allowing a fair and reasonable
profit, the price would have been betwepa
seven and eight cents per pound. Surely
after he bad proved thet, as he believed
he would be able to prove it, it-would be

the shop work done, for $277.58.

Mr. McKeown—“What profit did he
make?

Dr. Pugsley—He claims to bave made
profit of $8,58.

Mr. Pugsley submitted that $277.58 would
not begin to pay the shop labor upon it
and could prove it by their own state-
ments, because bridge No. 925 which only
weighed 34,988 pounds, only 4,000 pounds
more than this bridge weighed, cost
$700.96 -for shop labor as against $277.68
upon this bridge. Why were those figures
given; was it because Mr. Roy was anxiohs
to get intp Nova Scotia he' was c-
ceiving his directors and making them
believe he was making a profit of $6.58, at
all events no less, and might continue to
make those low tenders with the hope
of getting into Nova Scotia; but it is in-
credible in respect to one bridge yéu
have the shop labor where the weight is
only 4,000 pounds lighter about one-thitd
the cost of the labor in the heavier bridge.
It proves ome of two things—eitlher the
falisity of the statement or the mighty
poor work which was dome upon the
bridge sent down to Nova Scotia . (Hear,
hear.) It necesearily proved ome or the
other, and so he might go through that
statement and show many other iati-
ties. Mr. Roy made a great point of the
fact that his company had constructed &
beam bridge 23 feet long for which they
had charged $150; but if we looked on a
little further we would find his company
constructed a beam bridge, No. 948—35 feet
long, 68 feet wide—for $348, which seeths
a low price, but if we went down a little
farther we would find his company con-
strocted another beam bridge 38 feet long
—only three feet longer than.the last, of
the same width, and got a price of $1,545
for it. (Hear, hear.) What was the ex-
planation of that? One bridge, 35 feet
long, 68 feet wide, a beam bridge, $348
for it; another beam bridge only three
feet longer, exactly the same width and
for that $1,545. My honorable friend from

a

| the county of Madawaska will no doubt

deal with this subject before the debate
is  closed. Mr. Pugsley said that
he trusted when he came  to. deal
with it he would explain, if he could,
how it was that this company which was

‘B0 antious to get into' Nova Scotia and

show us how cheap bridges could be built
—how for one beam bridge of exactly the
same width and only three feet longer
they got from one municipality $1,545 and
for the other beam bridge of exactly the
same width and made up of the same ma-
terial they got $348. He would like the
honorable gentleman to graple with that
subject and explaia to the satisfaction of
the house and the country, if he could.
For the beam bridge in respect to which
they got $1,545 the price would be $41 per
lineal foot.
Those were some of the mysteries con-
nected with bridge building, o
this company was con-
and the very small price
pany charged in respect to

no argument in favor of the opposition
to bring in a contract entered into with
the Nova Scotia government under which
they had built that bridge and upon whith
they made no money. Their total pro-
fit upon the bridge according to their own
statement was only ' $6.58. Surely if he
tould show that allowing for a reasonable
profit and a reasonable cost for erection,
such as Mr. Roy says the Lefebvre bridge
wou'd cost, the price of the bridge was
betweén 7 and 8 cents a pound, he thought
he_ should be able to make a very strong
boing .aguinst the.contention put forth by
the honorable gentleman (Mr. Hasged).

"Taking the weight of that bridge as 30,-

138 Its,, -the cost of steel $1.75 per 100
lbs., because that was the price which Mr.
Peters syore the steel which went into the
Tefebvre bridge cost, taking for the shop
labor the same rate as was paid in fe-
wpect to bridge No. 925, $2.32 per 100
ibs., and that was relying entirely upon
figures given in Mr. Roy’s own statemieht,
i+ would make the shop labor $699.15.
You would have the steel at $1.75 a 100
bs.,, $527.92, the shop labor at the very
rate " put down in Mr. Roy’s stite-
ment with respect to another bridge,
$699.15, allowing for the lum-
ber $150 consider.ng it was a double
floor, t‘llxe un:,l;rb‘ﬂo‘;: of spruce and the
upper floor irch, planed upon both
‘fides,” 4t $17.50 a thousand, the total $150
Wotld bé a Féasoriable price; allowing $100
for freight for that bridge from Hamilton
to qua} Scotia, which would be less than
37 cents per hundred pounds which Mr.
Bo_.\' said would be reasonable; then for
pdinting’ the " bridge after erection §50
which would be reasonable. The honorable
?llemm would béar in' mind he stated
that under the confruct the company did
not ‘hiive to do the painting aftér erectjon
but theé government and therefore it would
be right to add $150 for painting. Then
he allowed a profit of $400 and the honor
able gentleman would see with respect to
& bridge 120 féet long a profit of %400 was
not excessive. Tf Mr. Roy’s own state
ment were taken it would be found in
tespect to many of those bridges regard-
ing which the heavicr material was used
and where thete was less workmanship
a profit of less than $400 was made; in
respect to one thera was a profit of $950,
and. others 8500 and $600. Adding those
figures together they would make $2,130,77,
and that divided by the weight of the
bridge, 30,138 pounds, would give a price
6f 7 cents per pound. He put it to the
house as to whether or not that was not
a fair calculation, taken from Mr. Roy's
own figures. He was not taking then the
figures of the Record Foundry Company,
of the figures of Mr. Ruddock, but the
figures which he found in the blue print
as ‘prices charged’ for shop labor in re-
speet to other bridges, and taking the ac-
tnat cost of the steel which wenlr iftd

the Lefebvre bridge. In the stalémeént

one beam bridge of 348 in order, as Mr.
Roy swore, perhaps, to keep in the swim
or get their feet in, which might explain
how anxious they were to do that at the
low price in order when they got the
next opportunity to tender for a beam
bridge they might get the higher price
of $1,545. (Applause).

In respect to the steel which went into
those - bridges - the honorable gen!
had spoken so often of the high price of
metal and sought to explain that that
might account for this higher price in
1899. Mr. Pugsley had gone carefully over
the statement of the steel which had gohe
into all those bridges built by the Hamil-
ton Bridge Company in 1898 and 1899 and
the average was less per pound, taking
all the bridges together in those yeats,
than what the steel cost the Record
Foundry Company for whet went into
the Lefebvre and Campbell bridges. Takihg
the Hunter's Mill bridge built in Neva
Secotia, the steel there cost $1.48 per hun-
dred pounds, as against $1.75 per hundred
pounds for the steel in the Jampbell and
Lefebvre bridges, a differene of 27 cents,
being the additional cost of the steel which
went into the Campbell und ILefebvre
bridges; and so he might ccntinue through
the list. He would read from Mr. Roy’s
statement the total quantity of stecl. The
total estimated weight was 1,050,860 pounds
and taking the total cost of the steel it
would be found it was considerably less
per hundred pounds than the steel which
went into the bridges.built by the Record
Foundry Company, and the average price
as much as 00 cents per hundred pounds
less than what metal cost Mr. Ruddock,
which went into the Mill Cove and True-
man Pond bridges. It would be in the
vieinity of 60 cents per pound less than
the metal which went into those two
bridges constructed by Mr. Ruddock.
‘There was another important thing you
could mee, taking the weight, and that was
that this company was always careful—
pethaps not every time, but upon the
whole—careful that the weight of the
metal which they put into the bridges
was considerably less than that they al-
lowed the municipalities to suppose they
would put in; because on the whole the
actual weight is very much less than the
weight upon which they tendered anil
under the design and plan prepared by
themselves. 'I'he total estimated weight
is given at 1,050,860, and what do you
suppose was the actual weight? Only 944,
358, or a difference of 108,502 pounds. No
we find the actual weight of this bridge
was less by 106,502 pounds than the weight
estimated by them according to their
strain sheet and material sheet and which
they represented to those municipalities
would be put into the bridges. (Applausec.)

That will explain, Mr. Speaker, how it
is these companies when they can, build
bridger aceprding to their own design and
Attain sheet  nid ‘Mafefind sheét; “having

"Do incpection ‘or anybddy to ook ‘after it

.present , them,,

on behalf of the municipalities they van
roll the material lighter than the strain
sheet requirexs and ‘the material sheet- ov
design requires, and in  that way save
money.

Mr. Emmerson—Ten per cent.

Ten . per cent. actual weight less than
the estimated weight which they lead the
municipalities to believe would be put into
the bridges. Every time you look at this
blue print you discover facts of the great-
est conseqyence and upon which you could
build up an argument,against the conten-
tion of my honorable friend. :

Mr. Pugsley, baving referred to Mr.
Roy’s atatement, said he would like to
call attention briefly to some statements
which the honorable gentleman had made
in reference to what Mr. Johnson said
that his company built bridges for in the

. province of Nova Scotia. Of course it ‘whas

not necessary to call the attention of the
Hopse to the fact that in reading that
stabement his honorable friend had been
departing from the record and endeavor-
ing to prevent this House and ask the
judgment. of this House upon facts which
were not before the committee, facts
which -have pot been test.fied to, but
which were mere statements of Mr. John-
son and might or might not be correct.
His hoporable friend said he had a state-
ment from Mr. Johneon ag to what the
weight of the Suseex and Salisbury bridges
was, With to that there was the
statement of Mr., Arnold, who carefully
inspected th odstock bridge at the
works said he #Wore acting in the interests
of the govetninept he would not take the
Wweight of any bridge building compasy
as presented by the people whose' duty it
was to weigh the materikl, becatisé he said
he has known very often the weight given
to be very . different from the actual
weight; and therefore he would require
his honorable friend to be ablé to pledge
his own word toi the corréctness. of those
stateménta before he would feel disposed

to accept them himeelf or say the country '

or the House should accept them as corredt.
My honorable friend, Mr. Pugsley said,
had chosen toread them to this House and
asks them to take it as correct while he
complains that the- -chief commissioner
acted upon the estimated weight which
wis prepared by his respomsible -engineer
upon whom pested the duty of ascertaining
what those weights were. He would grant
his honoreble friend might. hqve some war-

‘rant for making the statement to the House

that these statements were correct, but as
to that; on the-other hand, he could sy
we have the .estimates made up by Mr.
Haines of what the weights were, given
to the. .chief . commissioner, when Mr.
Haines could.have no interest whatever to
state differently from. what they were,
when he would know it would be h's duty
to state them. correctly, becanse he was
desired by his superior officer to state
correetly, and Mr, Haines gives to
chief commissioner the -weight of the Sus-
sex bridge, 42,000 pounds; the Hampton,
a little over 155,000 pounds, i
a little over 60,000 pounds, and he would
as soon take the disinterested statemént of
Mr. Haines, made at a time when he had
po object and could by no possibility have
any object in stating them'differently from
what they were; he would a great deal
rather take,the statement of Mr. Haires
made under those circumstances than the
statement of an interested man like M
Johnson, :who_had declined to act upon
the request of the committee and bring
before the commijttee the contracts which
his company had, made in the province of
Ontario and giye to them-and to the House
and to this copntry information which as
» fair man, desipous of keeping nothing
back apd i se¢ing the truth was
disclosed to the committee and to the
country, . waukd)have, felt it ‘his. duty to
A pnimated by any such
motive. as uukg ﬁe is an interested wit-
ness and ong who had a motive to sustain
the charges made. by Mr. "Hazen, and
therefore he”wounld rather take the eatl-
mate of a respopsible engineer. of the de-
partment thap, a, statement made by Mr.
Johnson under. $he circumstances mention-
ed and not under oath. In reference to Mr.
Johson, as his henorable friend had chosen
to make some statements as to what he
could prove if he.had an opportunity of
doing 80, he wished to repeat an observa-
tion he had made yesterday that even
now Mr. Hasen does not choose to
sny statement from Mr. Johnson as to
what they. built bridges for in Quebec and
Ontarie. He moticed how careful his

honorable friend and Mr. Johnson were to*

confine their information to bridges in the
provinee of Nova:Scotia. Mr. Johnson
showed an equal anxiety with Mr.. Roy
upon that su!;‘get and gave no information
as to what-they got for bridges in the
home market “where, as the committes
said, and very properly, it would be rea-
sonable to estiniate fair and normal prices
would: be paid. Not one tittle of informa-
tion was given with regard to them, but
everything with regard to bridges built
in the province of Nova Scotia. If he
were to be allowed the wame privilege as
his henorable friend had chosen to take
lie would be able to show what, had Mr.
Johnson been called as o witness, he had
convinced himself he would. be able to
show in . cross-examining him, that not
only had his company been getting in the
province of Ontario in many cascs prices
ranging al the way from six to eight
nents per pound for highway bridges, but
would have been able to show that even
for railway bridges, with respect to which
we know the cost is not more than one
half per pound  what that of highway
bridges is, he would have been able to
show that on the 14th of September, 1809,
the Dominion Beidge Company tendered
for a railwaw bridge with only one coat of
anti-corrosive paint om it, painted at the
shop, the bridge to be delivered at Bed-
ford, and the tender was 4.6 cents per
pound;’ the tender of the Hamilton Bridge
Company ‘was #8 cents per pound, and
aleo that: the Dominion Bridge Company
erected bridges in Nova Scotia last ypar
under public competition, where we may
estimate ‘the ldwest price which would
give a living proﬁt. would be paid, and the
Dominion Bridge Company got $4.88 per
hundred pounds, or nearly 4.9 cents per
pound. Ile would probably’ have been
able to show that the Hamilton Bridge
Company gof five cents per pound for rafl-
way bridges bujlt upon the Intercolonial
railway, and if Mr. Johnson had been
called -to the stand he would have 'been
able to show also that in the year 1803
his company built what is known as the
St. John swing bridge, a bridge, he pre-
symed, n the Infercolonial railway, the
total weight of which was 104,648 pounds.
He built that bridge for Mr. McManus, or
the company did, and the amount the
Dominion Bridge Company received was
£7,000, or at the rate of 6.22-3 cents per
pound. (Applause).

1t 'was no wonder that although Mr.
Johnson might have had in contemplation
that he would come here to give evidence
before the committee that when he re
ceived the final subpoena to produce the
railway contracts for work done by his
firm during the last three years that he
wrote Mr. Hazen and said: They have
served me with a subpoena to produce the
railwgy contracts; it is too much; my sec-
retary won’t let me bring them and there.
fore T won't be able to come. (Taughter
and applanee). ‘He would also have: heeri

able to show by My, Johnyin thdé (he

and Salisbury, -

price today which railway companies ex-
pect to have to pal_v, from inquiries they
- huve.-made-ef - the-LDominion - Hrid
pany and others, has gone up so that it
is a8 mueh as seven cents per pound. On
cross-examination of Mr. Johnson he would
have shown all these facts, and it was
true Mr. Johnson might reply, well steel
has gone up a cent a pound since 1897.
He would have been able to show Mr.
Johnson, ‘deducting a cent a ‘pound, still
you, would haye the price which your
company was getting in 1897 for railway
hridges as 3} cents a pound, and then
allowing what everybody now allows, ad-
mitting what by universal consent is now
conceded as the fair average price of high-
way bridges would be. double per pound
what the fair' and average price of rail-
why ‘Bridges ‘was, you would have seven
cents’ per pound an a fair and reasonable

ride to get for highway bridges in 1897.
CApfiauee).

In :the face of overwhehning testimony
it “‘would be presented -by these facts,.and
in the face of what my honorable friends
t st have kmown before they: sent Mr.
Johuson away from the conimittee without
allowing him' to give testimony, and in the
face of what they must have learned be-
fore they prevented the committee from
having the benefit of his testimony, I
wonder how my honorable friend, know-
ing what he must know, that only fair and
' reasonable prices. were paid for those
bridges, that Mr. Ruddoek and the Record
Youndry Company only received n fair
living profit out of the work which they
did for the New Brunswick govermment, I
can only express my amdzement that wy
honorable friend, with all this knowledge
 he must have had and knowing as he must
that his charges are without foundation, I
can only express surprise that my honer
able friend did not do himself the credit
to rise in his place and say he had been
deceived in making theee cha and that
he had in his mind that highway bridges
ghould cost as much as railvay bridges,
and he had been informed by Mr. ‘Archi-
bald, that railway bridges only -cost 33
cents per pound’ and + highway hridges
should have cost the same. I am surpris-
ed my honorable friend, having found he
was deceived in those particulars and hav-

Lo

dug got ‘the information which he got

Arom - his' own .witnesses, Mr. Swain ‘ahd
Mr. Roy, after they had gonc on the
stand and subjected to the fair and reason-
dble cross-examination I was able to syb-
ject _them to, that he had not done hith-
self credit and arisen in his place and ssid
he had been deccived, had made the
charges amnwittingly and had come to the
conclusion that only fair and reasonable
prices had been paid and that he as pre-
pared to twithdraw the charges and. the
country as well as this. House would have
said he had acted & manly and hondrable
part, and having been deceived and led to
make false and uhfair charges he was only
doing .that- reagonable justice’ toward a
political ‘opponent which my honorable
friend, the premier, has a right to expect
from the leader of the opposition. He lias
not choser. to do o, but to proceed and
not only to complete the investigation; but
to stand up in’ this' House and repeat the
charges whieh he had made, and all we
| have to do is to say’ to my houorable
friend that this House believes, as I am
sure you will say it dpes believe when it
comes to vote upon these resolutions, that
Mzr. Hazen was entirely mistaken and not
only have the witnesses he himeelf called
failed 'to prove the charges, but they and
the witnesses called on behalf of Mr. Em-
merson have failed to disprove them and
huve shown this House and the country
thét they are entirely without foundation.
I thought, Mr. Speaker, I would deal for
a lit :zlnioh passing away {rom M¥. Roy’s
statement with reference to some other
‘bridgps, but don’t know that I need go
‘into them in detail, but would call the at-
tention of the House particularly to
bridges No. 1075 and 1076, which are
- piveted bridges built by the - Hamilton
Bridge Cofnpany, and 'in respect to ‘which
the company neither found the quber
nor did they do amy ecrecting.  They
simply furnished the bridge free on_ﬁoavd
the cars at their works. They paid the
freight but they did not find the:lumber
and did not erect the bridges and if you
take the price which they got for those
bridges, adding only the small sum of $125
for the erection of it, and leaving out the
lumber altogether, you will find ghe price
8.7 cents per pound for that bridge mfl
that was a riveted bridge. Thierefore if
you add 1} cents per pound as a fair sell-
ing price for a pin bridge as compared
with a riveted bridge you will find 82
cents as the price of that bridge. (Ap-
plause). b :

I ask the honorable gentlemen not to
make these vague statements with refer-
ence to what Mr. Roy’s statements prove,
but take the statément he has made in
black and white in reference to those
bridges and no matter how you analyze
the figures I have given you can come to
no other conclusion but that would be the
price. 'Then honorable gentlemen may
say that wap in 1898 when steel was higher
than in 1897. I have told you the
that went Into the Lefebvre bridge actually

the steel cost that went into this bridge?
Mr. Roy’e statement shows the cost of
steel was $102.50, speaking now of the two
spans, and the actual weight was 1,171
pounds; therefore the cost would be $1.72
per hundred pounds, or 3 cents per hun-
dred pounds less than the cost of metal
for the Lefebvre Lridge. And yet, accord-
ing -to thewe gentlemen the Hamilton
Bridge Company must have been getting
double price for that bridge, the Hamilton
Bridge Company must have been robbing
the Northwest government when they
charged them those prices for those two
bridges, because, as I have said, if you
had a reasonable price and only a very
small allowance for the erection of $125
and then make the allowance betweén pin
and riveted bridges you would have the
price, without any lumber at all, 8,2 cents.
per pound. Take No. 07¢ at Willoughby,
putting in shop labor as $78.82 and cast of
ercction as $30.13 and making the allowaice
for pin instead of riveted you would have

steel there, acordineg to Mr. Roy, was
$00.82; the actual weight was 5,612 pounds,
the cost would be $1.62 per hyndred pounds
or 13 cents per hundred pounds less than
the Lefebvre. Tako No. 968, No. 965 and
No. 068 and aleo No, 925 and you will
find the price of steel in all those bridges
was Jess than what it cost the Record
¥oundry than what went into the Lefe-
bvre, and take the avérage cost of the
steel all the way through in the years
1808 and 1800 and you will find it is several
cents per pound less than the cost of steel
in the Lefebvre bridge and about 60 cents
per hundred pounds less than what Mr,
Ruddock used in the Mill Cove and True-
man Pond bridges. ‘

Let me deal for a few moments with
the consideration of the cireumstances
under which the govéernment adopted its
policy of having these steel bridges erected
in New Brunswick., My honorable friend
says they did not adopt a wise policy;
they should have gone to other pedple
outside the province. I have to differ with
my honorable friend. At that time the
chiel commissibner had these facts Helove
!\i\n,"l\!ﬁl"f\‘u eatithalt from’ hik, Criffincer

B0 ¢'{dight of the Hamptor, Salis-

cost $1.75 per hundred pounds. . What did .

the price, 6.1 centd, and yet the cost of the.

—

bury and Sussex bridges; taking the price
paid for those bridges and the different

in respect to the Salisbury bridge the
cost had been between five and six cents
per pound, the Hampton bridge upwards
of seven cents per pound, and he also had
the advantage of the tenders of the Do-'
minion Bridge Company and of Mr. Roy,
now the chief engineer and general man-
ager of the Hamilton Bridge Company,
and then proprietor of the Central bridge
works,that the tenders which they thought
were fair and reasonable prices woie
much higher; the Dominion Bridge Com-
pany’s tender being 7.3 cents per pound
and Mr. Roy's about 83 cents per pound.
It is true the Salisbury bridge had cost
the government less, but what statement
had he in reference to that—the statement
of Mr., Jones, of the Dominion  Bridge
Company, that his company. made: ho

| money out of the Salisbury bridge. They

had lost money by it. He would know
the company would not go on very long
at prices at which they would lose money
and therefore he had a right, looking at
the tenders put in for those three bridges,
to estimate that the cost would be some-
where between seven and eight cents per

When the chief commissioner made ur-
rangements for the comstruction of those
first three bridges viz, the Qusack,” Elgin
and Douglastown, at the Record Foumdry
works, to be paid for at their actual cost,
he was adopting' what he (Pugsley) be-
lieved honorable members would agree wa»
a proper coursc. He was desivous of hay-
ing the work done within the provinde,
and he knew that it was not practicable
to-have a proper inspection of these bridges
if built in the upper provinces, except at
8 great expense, and that it was absolute-
ly essentlal that such inspection should be

if we were going to get good bridges—
haying these things in mind the honorable
chief commissioner took & reasonaljle
mode of ascertaining at what price the
werk could be done in New Bruunswidk,
and the result was that the actual cast
for those three bridges was 8} cents
pound, delivered at the works nt'hlonc%

or' on board the cars. 'Those three brid
are, what the committee class as the fi
peries of bridges. Shortly after th
came up the question of building the
Dingee, Grand Manan and Saunders gmbk
bridges. The honorable leader of the ap-
position picked out the Saunders Brogk
bridge, and he got Prof. Bwain tp testify
before the .committee  that: that::bri
couldl have been built at a less price thin
was paid for it. Now the actual cost paid
the Record Foundry Company for thht
bridge was $233.00. This was not a very
large amount of talk: about it, but why
do they do it? They take these smbll
bridges, which cost only a few hundred
dollars at the outside, and they mix them
in with the large bridges, such as the
Campbell, Lefebvre, Blackville, Nepisiguit
bridges, which were built at 6} cents per
pound, complete, erected, painted’ ahd
ready for traffic, and in that widy
ght to delude the people of the coun-
try into the beh’clf thlat theule’ lx‘i’gber pn;e;-
were paid for the la ridges. ~ (Ap-
plauge.) 'That was notlﬁ: fair way to lobk
at the matter. The size of the br
ought to be taken into consideration upd
the total amounts paid, and then it d
be ascertained whether the governm
had pursued a wise policy and whether
the result had not been that by far the
larger proportion of the work in connectipn
with steel bridges had been done at the
cheaper price at which it was claimed it
was done, (‘Applnum.) Those _th
bridges—the Grand Manan, Dinges athd
Saunders Brook—were taken as one order
and the ‘total cost of the three was only
$1,676. “The Grand Manan bridge, being

very difficult one to build, and we have
the eyidence of Mr. Peters that 'if the
company had taken the Grand Manhn'
bridge alone the fair price would have
at least 10 cents per pound, and that
statement was not contradicted. {4
Peters recognized, as we all recognize, that
if the Saunders Brook bridge had
taken: by itself the price would fairly have
beén less than 6} cents per pound; but
these three bridges were all taken as' ghe
order and they have to be dealt with }o-
gether in considering what would be a fair
price, and when it is remembered that the
Grand Manan bridge was built for less
then what it would fairly cost, and gd-
mitting that the price paid for the Sayn:
ders Brook bridge was a little high, it will
be wseen that the government only paid
a fair and reasonable price for the thre.
(Applause.) And it should also be'recog:
niged that the works had to be opened
to. construct those three small bridges
which only aggregated a total cost u.
$1,676. \
We next come to the two bridges built
by Mr. Kitchen under contract with the
government, viz., the Petitcodine and Pgrt
Klgin bridges, and the honorable leadey
of the opposition complains of the cougse
which the clifef comimisstoner took in con-
nection with those two bridges. The chier
commipsioner asked for tenders  in the
usual way, and while it is true that there
was a tender of $2,000 for the substmctit‘ﬁ
of the Petitcodiac bridge it is also true
that therc were tenders from experienged
band prudent contractors for a much higher
tigure. It is not always wise to give n con-
tract for bridge work or for eny kind of

well be that the chivf commissioner and
his engincer were of the opinion that the
price named in the lowest tender was too
low. He had a right to take:into con-
sideration all the tenders that were put in,
with a view of enabling him to arrive at a
conclusion as to a fair and reasonable
price for the work. Mr. Kitchen tendered
for both the sub and superstructure, and
after conridering all the tenders the chief
commissioner was of the opinion that the
price named in Mr. Kitchen’s tender was
a fair and reasonable one, and thercfore
the contract was awarded to him. The
same remarks would apply to the Poxt
Kigin bridge, also awarded to Mr. Kitchen,
Now what course did Mr. Kitchen take?
e was free to go where he pleased to
et the steel superstructurcs for thewe
ridges. As"a shrewd business man and a
contractor, although not engaged particu:
larly in the construction of steel bridges,
he would have a very good idea as to what
was a fair and reasonable price to pay
for steel work, and ‘'when he went to the
Record Foundry Company and asked for
their lowest price they quoted him 6}
cents per pound. Mr. Peters knew that
Mr. Kitchen was free to go where 'he
pleased; he knew that he would probably
get figures from other bridge builders; he
had no reason to believe that the Record
Foundry Company would get the work at
any unreasonable figure, and the fact that
he quoted 6} cents per pound as the lowest
price at which they would build the bri
wah strong confirmation of the statement
that they made, that 6} cents was a fair
and reasonable price and that they wotld
not do the work at that time for any less
figure. {Applause.) The total price so
far as the steel work was concerned for
those two bridges was $4,040. .
W¢ now come to what is by far the
largest of thix series of bridges, viz., the
Campbell, Tefebvre, Blackville, Nepimgnit
and  Tabor bridges, which were all con-
sirucled at a price of 6} cents per pound,

which price included the wsteel bridge,

articles put in he had the evidence that.|

what is ‘known as a scow bridge, was a’

work to the lowest tenderer, and it might*

erected, painted, floored and completed
and ready for traflic, the government only
fiudipg the.flooving. -Now in considering
the result of the policy which the govern-
ment has adopted, it is right that we should
notice, this fact, thdt in respect to' the
amounts’ which' the government has paid
out for steel bridges since the inaiguration
of this. policy, by far the larger amount
has been paid for bridges built at the rate
of 6} cents.per pound, completely erecled
and ready for ! trafie—certainly three-
fourths of the amount has been paid for
bridges constructed at that price. We have
it in evidence that when the chief com-
missioner, was ready to give the contracts
for the five bridges which had just been
named he maid to the Record Foundry
CQompany that in future any contract for
steel Lindges in the province would have
to include she erection. The honopable
leader of the opposition ridiculed the idea
that the company should, refyse to take
vontracts for erection, but their gourse
wes not Unr ble. The pany. was
incorporated as a fdundry. and machine
company, and not to Build bridges, and
if they had undertaken 'the ecrection of
these bridges any stockholder would have
had power to restrain them by injunction.
"That was the view the company took of it,
and they refused to take the responsibility
and risk involved in the erection of tho
bridges. The result was that Mr, A. E.
Peters, the president of the compmy,
being desirous that the work should go to
his company, undertook the responsibility
of the crection of the bridges. Did Mv.
Emmerson show a disposition to give them
any price they might ask? Not at all, “He
told m:h:l; that although ﬁfmy bﬁ:i{gelnm
getting. 6} cents per pound. for bridges at
the works, yet by reason .}ﬂu thoroughly
equipped plant which they had put in
and the skill which they had acquired in
the work, he thought that 6} cents a pound
should include the erection of the bridge,
and he told them that if they 'did not
choose to take that he would go elsewhere,
as that in his judgment was a faiv price
to pay. They accepted his termus, and
as a result all these larger bridges and
the great bulk of the bridges which have
beon built since the inanguration of thiw
policy have.cost only 6} cents per. pownd,
completely erected and ready for tuaffic.
The ‘hotiorable gentleman has not endeav-
ored to show that that'is an unteasonable
price. Mr. Peters came befove the inves-
tigating committee with'all the books and
records of his company, and Mg, Xawen
had an opportunigy to show the commitieo
from those books just what profits the
Record Foundry Company were reveiving,
and whether they were gétting an exces-
sive price. But the hol gentlenan
diq.'::oc ask Mr. Peters to produce ono
single book of all the books andl records
which he had here, Mr. Peteré swore thit
‘the Record Foundry Company had been
carrying on their business for 20 yéars md
had been  making fair and ‘reasonable
profits. He swore that they bad a staw-
dard upon which. they prooseded in- all
their facty business; that that
standard ‘had ‘been agreed upon after gon-
ference by the Teaditig manufacturers. of
the countty, and that the carrying out of
that standard @i,‘ﬂi@?gry to enable the
company to. pay B iair and reasoffgble
dividend upon its  capital. He showed
to the committee the profits made in their
ordinary busivess of menufacturing stoves
and ‘furnaces, and Hte wtated that in esti-
mating the price for the bridges built for
the government they had adopted the very

standard as that used in conneotion
with all the businesh théy were carrying
on, and figuring it out upon the same basis
used in connection with the manufacture
of furnaces Mr, Peters was able to show
"thiat*'tn ' 1807, -witen'-the Camphell, Tefe-
bvre, Blackville, » Nepisiguit end - Tabor
bridges were built, instead of the .com-
pany getting $5per hundred pounds for
thewe bridges they would have required
to ‘get $5.41 'in drder to pay the company
the same profits as they were getting oud
of, their ordinary husiness. That being
true, and Dr. Stockton had not attempted
to throw the alightest discredit upon the
testimony of Mr. Beters.in that particuldr,
he (Pugsley) had no hesitation in saying
that it was proved before the House, as
it had been proved before the committee,
and he felt sure it %ould be actepted by
the country a¥ tite,"that allowing ‘ordin-
ary and reasopabft ‘profits, such as the
company received on ita other businees,
the Record Foum\'y.()ompmy might fairly
have charged $5.41 per hund pounds
instead of $5 per .hundred pounds, which
was the: pricedthey reeeived in respect to
the bridges built. during and since tho
year 1807. (Applause.) That being so ho
felt the people of the country had no
ground for complaint, because, as he had
stated yesterday, he was satisfied that
when the’ people come to the conclusion
that only fair and reasonable prices’ were
being paid for these bridges, they would
oy that they proferred that the werk be
done at home rather than abrpad, where
the bridges can be carefully inspected. und
where the work can bo done by our vwn
people, so that whatever money is expend-
ed or labor employed that money may be
expended and that labor employed among
*and by out own'people. (Applause.) That,
he believed, was the feeling of the people
of the province, so that when the honor
able gentloman failed, as he gonfossedly
has failed, to prove that .the Record
Youndry Company or Mr, Ruddoek have
made anything more than reasonable und
fair profits, it.seemed to him (Pugsley)
that his case in that particular completdly
falls to the ground.  (Applause.) The hon-
orable gentleman has stated thst Mr. Al
fred A. Peters gets 6} cenls a pound for
the work, and that he farms it out to the
Record Foundry Company at § cents per .
pound. Does the honorable gentleman
think that is a fair statement? Does he
not know that the 1} cents covers the
freight, the cartage, the building of the
false work, and all the risk and respon-
sibility assamed by the man who erects
the bridge; that it covers all the field
work in connection with putting the bridge
together and all ‘the labor. of eyery kind
counected with its ercction, as well as the
painting ofthe bridge and the laying of
the floor? (Applause.) Does he not know
that it is a question whethor 1} cents per
pound is a reasonable allowance for all the
risk and responsibllity and thé expenwe
connected with the work of erection.” Upon
that point Mr. Peters testifiod that 1}
cents did not in some cases allow him any
profit at all. He stated that in respect
to the Nopisiguit bridge he had lost money,
and he stood to lose {rom $1,000 to &2,000
on the orection of the Kingston bridge, at
which he was ‘now engaged. Mr. Peters
also: said’ that bhe made & fair
profit out of the erection of the Camp-
bell and Lefebvre bridges. But let us see
what Mg, Roy maid upon this question.
Mr. Roy swore: that it would be .worth
76 cents per hundred pounds to erect the
Sussex bridge, and ‘on ‘cross-examination
he admitted that to erect the Lefebvre
bridge, which was a very difficult work,
that it would be worth double as much
as the Suwsex bridge. That would be
#1.50 per hundred pounds, or 1} ccnts
per pound, which was only the price which
Mr. Peters teceived for the erection,
freight and everything else conniedied with
that part of the work, (Applause). Mr,

Roy stated .in hia evidence that the cost
of erection” would vary uccording to the




