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4 THE VICTORIA TIMES, FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1898.i
'

' J?; ^lU i, !, explain that ltem if y°u in making payments to contractors for Q.—Look at this increase to -he v-neb- throughout for whieh u j .
can; , A-Well, the contractor repre- any work done on that parliament build- er; this is a statement of extv - of p|,8- seventv five eont. 5i,b b bld Pay ited me once or
sei.ted that it would cost him so much mg? A.—The work was measured and terer’s account—that is also cert tie! amounts he nZl tVft a !S?are-. The measure and I ,to io,>k

! ™°ney to get bonds for this work and estimated by the architect, who issued signed, and by whom? A-By MrTur- ductinJ th J from ^h f“°thln« of. De- to the deletion* r ?1 with**

EHHF™» siSS?3
**", rri A-Yr*' k,1 sxsp p”“t"1 •• “•,rnm’ “ «*«.. » »« M« «, « iuss.*-Mr- Dr,t« —» *•- #yss«/5S,*3 f*.Sr„*5S.?St'ïï i Co«m—,-W,, McBride A - ^"^>7 *f«“ »« « ™ ». 8S£ '«

r?. -i -p, *r- ' SsSa®- .1 Si^lSS e =, p® ...of time was made? A.-I don’t recol- j -n ' „ ■ , state tliere? A.-Stnick off $532.80 he said he was gem^to K^otenav o,’- SS®?*»* “g 1 mderota^d >„‘j?'1
lect flow, i • Ü 70U 1 e^n'emb<'r anv other 6iv|fle compromise on mortar—on e-ba:f the 8°mg as far as Winnipeg. " j ^eates htui given. hllul <i

I Q.—And the next item? A.-Deduc- ■ Marne. m wludi MiBnde Smith aid extras (-tdimtvl for mortar being ti'lowe-l The Commissioner-How ont? «um ^,-As ®uperintmleiit „f ,1
I that S; th^arSuejtmfgTt^am That* - -gf?, , A^.#° C,ai™^-' *4°° Was aJ'*Wed? ^Ix^weLs^ ,tU“ i Bakef & °*A« '>* fe*

*?eZ A —To be dc" 1. COU'"a , Q.—When aid you first know ttx.s pay- Mr. Belyea—f>o you know the mount 1 tv> you by any pers^rV^1^'' s,,; ^
j îhï*11116^’ ’^>>408t5l>, that was an amount t rtm mbei any par^cul r tnenst had, actually been made? A.—1 Mr. I)rake received for those xtr-ls* A.—No; should hwt» k, .

i?5re»a ■■ “• w“*:ir/nifofmtirrY'ars ... . . ■>**»1—*as;,;*w
Monday, Sept. 26, 189&. 1 f-^TTh*1 a.m.°*?t.w®8 to deducted ^4°!^ih°thk tos^auclf^th* writing is the body of the annexed docu- Q.—Did you see him subsequent to his been presented? A—/dfi"*1 1

Commission met pursuant to adjoul- ! %£ ^thT^rL Meedl ^ «r^TwSSi  ̂ ^ menttV-No answer. giving ^yment? A.-I Z. \ . O -Until when? A.-Um ^

m^nt at 11 v o’loc-k a.m.; Mr. A. L. | Th« Commissioner—Q.—How do you I Q-—But a5 to the i^asou why he hap- , M*« Belyea—Do you know m whose ^ be state to you what he had 111 •lunkf-
Belyea for the crown; no other formal mean in different ways-? A‘.~It reouir- P^^d to fill these two vcnicheis you handwritingi A.—No. 1 wîiat îJ’rwâ'Z?0’ he did not state , Q — borne time iu June wi.
appearance. i ed that amount to Bring the estimates krK,w noiihing? A.—I know nothing Q.—You say that was brought to you „ v<<1- . ki ow they had been paid'- \

William Sinclair Gore, deputy com- down to $380,000, which Sum the gov- BJ'Mr. Belyea—With retort nee to' hs to sign too as well as the other? A.—At !«• are an architect yourself, are ’• chü,i‘ had been p^ciâ
missioner of lands and works was- call- emment did not wish to exceed at that v<'u<yher for $30,000, you have stated that the time it was brought to me, I think, y n,,,•' A- 1 am-. ,/let commise,loner of lauds <
ed ou behalf ot the crown and was l.u?e a“d the architect was not in a no- ' was ^reseated to .you; for what purpose by Mr. Flett, I said I don’t know any- . “f .h»w you made up that ! m blf.,oSicf- and i,
exammeu by Air. neiyeu. The witness 81t,lon to 8ay bow that, sum could be ^8 it presented to you? A.—For my thing about its accuracy, I cannot sign Tte™,' ?fra. flncknes.s of mortar? A — i Ü,r7f^V tu certlfy n- 
produced the original tender of Jt-'ied- I t^ken off at the moment. I initial. that. thiîî^two- “? W,ie“ 11,19 parted; more file Comm ssioner—Who
erick Adams for certain work in connec- ! Q-:—Is it ief*- by the contract to the The Commissioner—Who presented it 1 Q.—To whom did you refer him? A. came .veals ago m April Mr. Drake A' 'he chief commissioner or i.„,
tmn with the parliament bandings, and architect? A.—Yes, the architect has Î” v»'1? A.—I don’t recollect. I know —I didn’t refer him to anybody: that the ÏLÜ- a«ked me to measure "orks. That was some rim, U
also a certihed copy of the contract. Mr. Powers t)o omit anything he wishes in the circumstances, I know the fact it was was brought to me in my office. ‘ went sta» i for certificates as it e:V.y of June.
Belyea put in the certified copy, the wit- j th£ quantity contrajdt. j Pr^ented. j Q.—And you would answer the ques- with himgto Mr* HeWw ™e œ come th*{r fieJyca—What was the auif
ness not being able to leave the original J Mr., Belyea—Q.’-Looking ,at the ten- I 7°^ hudv any ccoversatton tion the same as you did the other as to Mr. Helmcken had mad* ™ as, ri douyou «?m»’mberv
m court. The contract was certified by der was^anything placed in that tender before you put your your knowledge of the reasons, you are claim for him for navWnf frvr tw honal he had made a dai,
the witness. The contract with Fred- for the heating apparatus of the build- mltiaJa there? A.—I did not initial it. «tifrely ignorant? A.—I am entirely tar beiug so thick lmon^the t nior" en^i80 8al<?jlt was an ini,Ju tou,
erick Adams was dated the 6th day of ‘“«7 â^There.wqs. a, prime cost sum ! J*f Mr. Belyea-At the time .t was pre- , ignorant. X Mr. Helmcken whT^sked mo'; 1 ”w h2db?,wouId ^ certify it or X
December, 1893. A copy of thé spec:- $20,000, which sum was printed in on the signature of G. B. Mar- Mr. Belyea—In the architect’s report the building and take^notoat0n/0*n° ber>Dairw- ,
hcations on which Adams’s tender was the biilsoL quantities to cover the béat- : Hn’dhtt®f commissioner, there? A.^JNo, of 31st December there are three pay- thickness Of the mo-tar of th? know whether
made, and the original contract with mg- I might explain that there are shv- ! il"?8 f<f*a laTXe,s“m of wnich. Fhad ments: ‘leas paid hy government without let him have them I did**? *H^rîê? thZt
Kichard Drake, dated 6th of December, eral Pr.™6 cost sums throughout these j no-knowledge, and 1 suggested to the certificate” in May, 1895, and May, ed a second letter' and-I saw^L . hhfto “d ff««.p,000, ar; ] ;
1S9J. between Forb-s George Vemdn Quantmes and that they represent sums ■ ‘\lyitptrr^t nf• '} that hud better 1867; can you explain those items? eral. times on the subject the c^f to hàve^lo^mfqU,tOUsl ,h,“- f»r t ÏÏ
chief commissioner of lands and works, h^chti,the. ««hitect: or the government it to the chief commissioner for h s The Commissioner—What are you re- commissioner and InaHv I VlLvJ oî sh^îw^’w a ,elaim «ivy “J
of the first part and Richard Drake of «* this • j totring. to now? ^ you re ^ isgioner de®in“8Uf entortitin 6® cSted ,tem far that had leen ts
the second part were also produced. The “£ <îdmemp’V,1?thel'- contractors .;t7--—lTi o^er weeds you refused to cèr- Mr. Belyea—Exhibit No. 5 where the there was a protest entered bv Me wiV The* u
latter document was attached'to a bond L°an^ -hi wU-PUt the.m An’ Fore^n‘ A ":Y^; 1 kaew nothing of it, arehStect gives a summary of th^ ac- meken’ n ereu by Mr. Hel- ^^f^r-Has
for the due fulfilment of the contract beat,.ng contract was $20,- | ddle Commissioner—Q—Had you had . count. Q.—Thie, you know from von- mnn«. Mr fW^T^v,',

mmmm rnmm& mm&i= mrnm
the contract. The bills of quantities in in^the^àm Wg)?00*13—^ 18 ”ot,$^î?ded 9-~1 llm •1Jot Mkin* you that; I am | lievgd that was the amount advànced^ that myself Xakejraw itX wimrt Well “ m^robpoettaed, would it 
connection with the Drake’s contract o _WB*?k* ^ 14 18 mcluded. asking you if you had any conversation ; the contractor to be deducted as tier an' 1 made notes of the thiekfceæ of the mort Mr’ Belyea—Q —Were eith

• î~Ætert,n* anl.a of F.M. Rat- relerredhto it?'* 4**0?th^<>re »• i Marti“ did arrangement made with them from time tar. qu'er thpre and., if strpiporM -the claims submittod to you h
tenbmx the architect, dated December (®n„ „ Î11 that contract are there? , 9lgti n. A.—On this particular vcticher? to time. * ■ ™ elaiin, - v,.L, way? A.*-No at no time
31. 189i, were also put in." y-dU P°mt Ai—Well, Q-—Answer in this way first. A—Ao. 1/.—-Now there is a second mViaimè1 ■ Q.—^.VVikich, fx gA, hjéen refused ? A --ïlad Q.—Were y oil asked bv mvr

Q.—Look at this Adams contract and mshflf mrtfnr m J* MA \ AltHAb°wh Vtouch,er1 «cnemUy with Mr. two years later 'of $»,5B).32.-Pdo™S '^D -?wa® A-st c^!d neetion with the detriment ‘ an nhi,,'01!'

«util wU «, tU iocnmem, ,1. HUS WE' #160, «U IW ill JW if Wlffl tlffiff Mjtlj (it M'!" A -Itati 1 ^ , f" "7"** ”* “< ?T* “

^ E?‘B5H,-SBSsEESvS>i^F£
ffi: 1 IM the .third A ‘T-^'sooke a mcment a-o „f , „

certiftMteî dated Jüné 12th, 1898. Also the prime cost sum of AtO OfW fn*, Maçt ^x, ,Y|^lk;refeTence tp the q._j sneakin', , >1^ to;do wit3i payments, only measuring . P°** that you had made on a’claim ui-‘
Q.—Now have you the original voucher such ^ditS work a^mav Afln^.geoeraUy, or what bad the sum of w reference to the work. UnDg ferrai by Adams and Prévost wh,” wa,

for payment to the Adams estate qf $30,- Q—Was" that incitided in? . A,—I.hid had coo- any information a« m7 of the arehiteefs tpeosm-ed up till .1 annan
000? A.—No-, I .have not got the^ti- contratit'i A the duef mrnmissioner on Kecfnou 4-r don’t A~t went through the l bdfew tB.it is the date
ginal; I have got a certified copy; cer- - <£4ù,d iF U'amongst the";dé,lhni-1hlariW'0?:,ia,,*1f î^chmg^ the claim Zb w L*bl tlat wa.'^id; nteaeorements when a»&ng document. 1,885.
tffied by the deputy provincial L sêcre- tkms you gave a list 0™’ ° A —Nh " contractors had made for large’ ^ t A : Rattenbury can inform you S? 5S?**,ts’ checked and cross-checked . Q-~Jhat docuuuvit was befo-o wlwi’
tary. - U.—Are the-v nnv other? A .fVr, >^rtrafV. . at" , ...... , A . ,, measurement: finished about the mid- . A.—Chief commissioner of Link andQ-—Have you the original or certi- 40" » prime ^ost suffi oL$6;«Kp^.'W^I111 upo1! the pai^cular voucti- mA_I)oh yti“ k“ow of any other pay- d,& this year. f jjwte. which shows clearly how the
tied copy of the voucher for the pav- Brothers electric elevator tu be deducted ÎT" * A" N°t. on tk?t partieuiar docu- on„ ,h kavins been made except the y a yOU agree^ A.—Xes, we thing was to be dene and was .ircepiel-
teent of $3.414.87? A^-Gertified vouch. - in full »f nM réquir^ ed “g*"® ^ . von d d L^-St3t<;d there for which "**>.*** is .no tâagle T***J8£«**4' »**red to mv A

■«. (Voucher dated July 6th, 1898.). : Q.-Wh*t *8g> dette -WiibAhat? A- AvStwTn vT eOQ.Ve^atl°nS; Tdld “°‘^re aW certificate? A.- oLWaa LTtkT8T®?t Up<?n’ ' ttoma whtch shows clearly lmw r„: a,-
Q.-What is this attached to that The elevator has Wti been W iu at all l e chief commissioner of A7vr: A”at? , A-Î nevL*^ ! JÊ®, finaJ mcaknrement? c»Mt. was to be accepted and Die d

voucher? A.—Statement of extras on Mr-- Belyea-^Q-.»-Are^Bi®re an#toth- and w<ir,rs noS my®flf knew upon - Mr. Be yea—1would aek now that Mr. M- nS s llte- unti( d™1°"J?’ • •
plasterer's contra et- » . A.—Thereoapenoné or two others .pownds sw*. a Haim «Ud be. Gore he allowed to retire from the wit-" asked me to give him the in- The Commissioner—What was that dis-

Q.-This is the Claim is It on *hich ^ ^ the :prtmlTc^t ”m ef $2 WO ' , a ^^hS0 }h:lt 1 «*ad such X- $££££?£*&&* *3ualés of *latc aad A.-Adams and VrU

«sr- w<sagseM»4si5,56 w?rCdt“v£ — sssmiaMMSf^wEr*S@u~w,sàih:tr r- ^œ&vtrsaawi
trUhc-e stairs eh-, show upon, what materials this amount The commishidner requested, that all on * ^nk-there is a date *jt to my measurements.

iilJyT—Can you sav what, WHAaSoie,with recounted cs.a ctaim? A.-s-JCO.- ^ , .Orfemais Should he l»ft9«n TZ??* -a11 ii , Q.—It was ’a question of meaxarmnit
tbi^? A.—Stone put in piat^^Térra *3.—That is .why I asked yc«H ter any ,thw comnrission b Mr «or» fiSfPSe'SÇS• abo«t• the time he got his «»««!*. was it? A.—Showing th« m
cotta; • ,vr >. ccpvot.^^ with Mr. Martiq or he witfi that this shall be done udertVkes g*(^ certificate? A.—I cannot tell you r<»srtion of the .buildinig at that time r.ul

toil’which, would throw, any light upon Mr folZ-Ti!, Lt T „ -about the certificate; I-think hé got. that the amonqf'Aie."
>**;> want to Know ifyonhad any - eoja- ?are the bills of minnffnla ^ refer-c to ‘ ;«*. ^anuàp’5 Mr. Rattenbury did not go Mr. Belvea~And that was retried at
tÿrsatitùi wdth Mr. Marim wticn"fOttid tions handed tn 3u?ntîtiej w specifiCa- mta any. matters since that time at all- lB*t time? A.- Settled at that time up
thfbw- any tight njtor^/hfe claid, rtnd the’ and whfchhe finit ® ten5erlr. -Adams Wt before. Mr. Rattenbuiy went to to that date.
-reasons it .was nyoeraized; 'A —I had.' no orignal tendedwl^ch 18 the . England might be about the end;1 pay- A djourned uneil 2:30 p.m. 
.conveimtioo -as to the reasons for which dures d whlch Mr- Gore pro'- hients to him, of course, I know nothing
it^-as recognized. : The pnn,ml,..„ ^ „ . of. „ s When the court resumed Monday af

QkrtrWhfiti- W.aW ’.tlie nature of the con-' reari these at v"" ■ 7#? d‘d ndt G- So that yon went with the archi- temoon the first witness called was Mr

«as&rsja?' ■-««-sf» i? ls s ^"Tmvsrar&ir? stSTK**?-* ,,-,0>j^*Ç2,wBat S>utpc«e? A.—Unofficial the”^»®! convenient to read them after ^w the architect about it. . am ned by Ml* ?®lyea’ Witness *e» ,•
coBVeèsaihcms, if I may use the term hng, 8068 in; 1 don’t see Q.—And heard nothing mom from Mr fied as to his connection as architect

Q.C-ÏJHW «frâid I am under no limit ventent PcjBore necessary or con- Hrake about the thing? A.—Bairlv in with the construction of the Pariiameut
as fo official conversation. Was the sub- m! Retve, d r hem no7’ • "June he left a note for me he wns very BuiLdingn and detailed the nroc-du-e fo-
jeet of these conversations as to whether .i,»^1 am, only intending to anxtous for me to go to his hou=e and ' Wed • ‘ me proc.au e 0
these claims would be recognized to any ^ Apforttûon ^blch will show the ve*y anxious to have the amount made d . ” at a settlement ^
extent? A.—The chief commissioner “ 7of.the M‘d«ice put in. The up, because Mr. Turner was goiui- out accounts with the contractors and state!
did not favorably View the claim of the “atter is on the question of pav- ?f town: he toM me Mr. Turner was go- JB8* when-the contracts were complété
contractors for any amount. Speaking of exhibit No. 2, mge ln& to Kootenay; he told me™ 8 he issued final certificates.

Q.—What did you do, what attitude did tra<î^ ,was Dot to be sub-let, you me the exact date of Q.—You. remember the Adams con:
you +cke? A.-It is not a matter on ,be,9'lbdet. without the consent ^7 A.-No, 1 cannot. e tract? A.-Yee.
which my advice was asked. commissioner of lands and *«.—Mr. Drake did not personally state Q.—That was the course pursued ? A—

Q’.—Did Mr. Martin say anything of n • • to yon afterwards what amount he Bad Y«e, we issued certificates. They didn't
the reasons apart from his own view of Mar- uommissioner—You did not ask -received on the certificate? ’A.__ No he put ™ an account. There was some nr-
the matter bearing upon his mind, iead- Vpp'n - re whether any permission had ^ld not state. I asked him if he had re- rangement; the original contractor sub-

Commiss'oner—Q.^In whose j ing to the payment of any sum; was any- vf,.glRePv nre . petved that amount, or something very let that part of it; the original contrac-
naudwriting, Mr Gore, is the paper ' thing mentioned to you then of any yea- T , •)/;e*yea ^hat is a position which Pe j1' a5d be said no; I heard that he! tor and the sub-contractor would insist
which I show you now for the $30,000 I s”lrls bearing on his' mind—influence of hio/! „,i'e the crown has taken, that vJ!P,,ha'd $3,400; I said: ‘‘You got S3,- upon a separate account, 
payment? A—That is written by McB. other persons? A—He had in mind no “ever .any suMetting. and-he said ‘No, I didn’t get any- I The Commissioner—Who were the
Smith, the auditor-general. . ; doubt the report of the architect placed 7. commissioner—When I said I thing like it, sub-contractors? A.—McGregor, Jeeves

Q.—The whole of it then is Mr. b5oremPhe court th> morning. require you to read ont anv ^•T'Vere you pa;d a lump sum or com- and Baker.
Smith’s handwriting except the signa- nQ —That was against the claim A.— ®^ments or any particular portions of ^Isslon? A-—I was paid a lump sum; Q.—Did the Grief Commissioner
turea of Mr. Martin and of Drake, fWort of 31st December from the archi- ‘“f™.1 assumed yon would take care to ®1, Cif>rnrs?v Ibad fceen Paid for calling give his written permission to Adams
Jackson & Helmcken ; is that so; the *«?♦ statement of the contract- M„tüy,,™per «ue?^»^. on Mr. Helmcken and work done about to sub-let? A.—I don’t know. I know
whole document, is any portion of that ?rs, account • and which he, in a word, , ,• nTthink the: arehitect will ,,f esnJ charged him a lump sum he didn’t recognize McGregor, Jeeves &
document which is not in Mr. Smith’s he contractor in debt lo the DeTtfke Proper person. of $50 which he paid Baker at all. He wrote to me that the
handwriting? A .-The date .is not in hia 1 m8tead of the crown to tfie co“- chTtect °goT^ÔS h43 tbe ar" n ohMrtgof "t h^ ‘ [ saP!?°re,you know government didn’t know them and ddn’t
handwriting, I think. tractor. cnitect got to do wfiith it? He doesn’t ctoim. hef.„ wbl?*h led to the i-ecognize them.

Q.—Whose handwriting is it? A _T Q"—1 referring rather to reasons ,£F/k . . chums being paid? A.—I know nothing Q.—About what date’1 A-About
cannot sav nositivelv but Drnkp TqAiJ Pressing Mr. Martin against hi« own „ ^<’5'0,F™Is8ioner to Mr. Gore—Wis never affected me May 1897
son & HeIi^en I* ™me thP À?» TW t0 ^he daim; can you an/ J*™**'™ given to sub-let? A- G?la1^ called for thé Q.-M k matter of fact were certi-
1st February is probably written there *raid “f mflord®0® ®t? A_I am ^or gVven®® pe4'mi8sion waa ever ask- ,B*eà haVmg lX?en du,y 8Worn- testified Scales issued to McGregor. Jeeves .A

yQ.-WW Bely0^S’eXaminati00 to by Mr' as^toaettrs/or' mT^ry° worT'

Q-U-When did you-fimt have-any know- hk cott^ infOTmation frt>m traîto We^ytfonJfn from the eon- wLRl&TnM j Q.-The’^vSi^f dealt with the
& °Â i^Lxl^^ "A®-Wben firat i Q^A8 far aa ^ k^edge goes, in- ^“tracts, showing the TcM’s pow! of'^truiti aT®thC ^ haS eontract exclusively with the Adams

me^bfc^rtiled8?”0® H W?8 given to , n^^bTu^S? ’̂jJrt? The Commissioner-! suppose those are ^ Prevtouefr I tiS^^ntity'rtte na?f~Wh!5 ^fams co',tiact
you AA Betyea-This report of the Tn£t r »

nZVT an'V W6y at al1’ 19 it? A- architect which I am holdtog in my were all on the same form ther™waS8nn k^i 0-,v?lV fr?d.es except a little help 1 |<£,two statements, one from the Adams
q__IxKikinv at fh»-'n»K . I hand shows that the contractors were difference. The architect’s certifient^ 'i0 had with the joiner’s work from Mr (?ot- estate and one from McGregoi, Jet

pnvmem-of 4/4voucher for entitled to receive the grass sum of $365,- the Drake contract is to ton.' the mason’s, measured oatérm &^Bafer’
is it other than, thè àbtnîh* handwriting 180.12, and it shows that they had been a°d the architect’s certificatc^dn tofi S>o?h -*%?*• .and the plasterers. Q.—What "became of those stateaunh-
S altein tie A-—That paid up to the 31st Decembei% 1897, the June, 1898, shows that theredw!= ?hth Q-~And you were there throughout the A’.—1 svlmPly told them I wouldut r--
generaL Mr Smith ”6 of the audl.or- j sum of ^71,108.35, or the amount over- due to the contractor $17706 final ÎÎLen ^kiS 52 worit? A.—Throughout the 5elve hh-em. I told them they «au

Q_With nnte Sw;:- y -v. - , ; paid $5,928.23. ment. ♦KI.U5 final pay. whole of the work. ° c e have to make a complete account fur the
With the exçeiîiionof A~ . Q—You knew of this report? A.—t . The Commissioner—The same nmvi«- Tt3'—l^Lde#jf!he AadlPs contract? A.— ^Wle.job. It was impossible for me
tificate niMl R;chn^i tv™w ru.me,'> ,ei'- 1 knew of it, you say? ion. I suppose, there arain»t ®* USde!Pwt.¥ Adams contract. to divide into two parts.

q—When did von ftp»? SeSre aÜ2r»-V: ^ Q-—Yes; it would come naturally to. or assigning? b-lettmg B’d.1y°u uaake the final measure- Q-—You got two claims and you would
existence iM that‘dociimenf-JA11 t£ Î5e y°n fi«t in the department, would It ..Mr. Belyea—The same ru-oviatn» *1. u1®™^ oif the Adams contract? A.—I did n<>t receive them; on what grounds': A-
same wav when' the 1W>A? A-Yes. bibs of quantity rontato .the no,t: 1 measured up to January 7th 1895 -That it was impossible for me to kn»»'

Q —And' you had no to<«î' e<teV<>Qmei' 1 <^"—ïan A8"1 rftP«rt în miod when The CommissHoner to Mr Go^e^wm,' ^+5n„ •was, a commission to enquire wh«‘ one man. stepped out and the
understand^ A —I knew ÎL,88 1 y°urefu.«ed to sign that certificate? A.— reference to the Drake conrinrf-ar?? ^certain claim mstituted by Adams ot<her stepped in. If I referred to
tlemen were nmkimr ctoms 6,1686 ^ | Certomly. any portion assign^fe was «u-JPrev^t. and then I submitted an deductions “it was in the other a»»*

Q.—Beyond thflfrn^ra^aW'î a x- I Q*~Now. we willi take the Drake cer- the knowledge or <h>nsenf of thn of the. "whole measurements— time.”
thing. e fa^t’ A. No-1 tifioate. This was presented to you ; was menti 1 of the dePart- everything was measui-ed up strictly in Q.—Did you tell them what you re-

By Mr. Belvea—Will von ni-rLo,,.., ™e sW>ature of approval on it when it The Commissioner—Thai ;« ^u, T Üie conditions set down quired? A.—Complete account from
claim under the Adamte ^t^m tot »e i Wn Pr^®nîed.vto y<>Ul A'“N?" m%*ï „ Whflt 1 MevL IT TL That, document I be- time of the beginning of the contract
$0.000? A.—(HandtoeTnnTi 1 Q—This •» the voucher for the Drake John C. M. Keith was called v. .SMIL" «te possession of the lands its completion.
This i« a copy. 8 PSPPr) thTTme y°U .for haAf °(,the crown. called on be- mwwks ^«rtmerrt to-day. I sub- Q.-Without reference to McGregor.

&'$5STL<vssti’5g ■» ». ’vs*îs-.uveu-.-*». i-*. »u. a sfv^Ass s^-^s; “*«*»-».♦ a. ^^s*s5itjis%i2e “j^sr^sfnssr’iva,The Commissioner—Wha/t, membere of itTif What 8ntbOT' executors in°" makLUp a bil1 f»r the SneTw WhlsTh^wn Commissioner ^n that? A.-Yes.
the government were present when, this Q —nTmi re^Wt whe ,hi tract 15 connectîou with hie con- on thedra wh,L ‘ ™gb 8 shown The account was shown to witness
M^Bdym-S^rTo T^1"8 sb°wV , toQyou? Hr° him? A^rti dParl,ament build™8a for -^--Witl, reference to the final report &°Q “wtofi pyaceeded: y
/he C^mmissife^ *°r8'a minute I ‘T-W^^coSSltod’at all bv Mr uSTno ^4 V «andin, witness ex- I b^e ^cop? Vre ^ve1^’ anv ^ t^y were o/erpaid $^28.2:1. *

«5£pawA £$EaHrB ?- ;*
Thé t ! Q-—Had you any conversation with a rough pencil draft I from making up the quantities? A.—No a^r?r’ -nr , . , „

nor tell wl5atT5^,h‘J,.S1T0ïv you ean," Mr. Turner about the matter? A.—No for me. ade by a man Q.—Were you ever asked to examine rcScTere you requested to furnish, a
were nreST Jï^iv °f fhe council I don’t think I had. Q.—From whom did von w, . ' into the claim preferred hv McGregor ffe rePort b>' the government? A — :
nrovedPor what^rLri«|S isTl Taif/P" Q —Either before or after payment? structions to make that tm?* T1"iT £eOTes? A.—No, not after the date I subsequent to this report. I was ns
hT.o x materials they had before | A.-I don’t think fo. Drake. mat upf A.—Mr. have given. a good many times to arrive at a

ssss$$ k%SfcSgstis«£Xvntfsææs* -..:sw A-».,., aiA»»sr8a» sskw*1' 1 » ssss.Ttissr^r1....
Mr Belvea—D«itM lOtb Senf^mbpr Q.~Do Knoyr of ^ny instance came from him entirely T^^late^îvi -,<2:T~Y(>U .werei npt then in December, Q.—Had you any further conn

11898 ’ ̂ nV oth^ A10ThP^P«rT^rn where hé ha^ <î^ie so? A.—I don’t know fre ^instructed me, he‘told me flî! 1*%!' smce' aek^ for any report or wjt> the Adams contract after
otherâ 7 A.-There are two o, anydn^atice thatj can cite where he estimate made by Mr Howell wWh mformation as to this claim? A.-Mx- date? A.-No.

■ f Q —Those are not imnortant Now îaM tT**sd ^ Y^tehets“df that efiarac- .was. I think, 102 squares was' of fnP C^twhen Mr. Rattenbury measured up, 9-—In. your summary at the <
Mr Gore wha?'whs tS^fn^v JdtoTe ,T' of,<TnT r ^ m ay b°- «Ighf" Be 'fke. and the size called for in the sn^ he ^ send down and ask me whether »is report there are three items. 8s

’ was tke oMinary coTTtse lots, although I would not know of it Scation the smaller Size was E S.lph and such a thing was exact; Mr. 223.90. $5,510.32 and $841.78. «!>"
used Drake ou -his behalf and Mr. Keith vis- 1 are stated to have been paid by the :
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i atQ.—In whose handwriting are the de-
A.—Mr. Tur- that ■Mr,

i entPayments Made to Contractors Which 
Mr. Gore Refused to 

Certify i
!

cer.

And Which Mi. Martin Disapproved Of 
—Extraordinary Developments at

Yesterday’s Session.
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m the $380^000? A.—It is included.

Q. What other ijeins .pt*..prime
not?
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. in nnyat all

Rk

,
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>, some

1

!

* l ',- By Mr, ’ Beij-ea—Q.—Do yon, (gpdiice 
a copy of the order-in-çouricil referring, 
the Claim of McGregor, Jeeves. & 
Baker, to arbitÿafion! qniâef this Adaifist 

V «ontrt»,ct? . A.—(Handing cotupsel. paper), 
Referring to the paymefi*, pf,

_Q.—-No; the claim of ItieiÉ»
.006. or nineteen, odd thousand, to arbi­
tration made some ,tim ei nTT u n e last? 
This certified copytpf certificate by the 
deputy , clerk , of thoi executi ve council ? 

•Yes. :(handing -flonnsel paper). Certi- 
cojiy. (Mu. Relvea. tenders it in 

evidence: dated 29t)i June. 1898.)
9-—Wilhyon. teti' us what this docu- 

nieht is attached to it? A.—Well, I 
might better gay at once that these or- 
ders-inre»until I know nothing of; have 

‘M read-,them at all; just brought them 
. here as handed to me by the provm- 

. . 1 gig! secretary.
Mr. Belyea—There is a memorandum 

of. agreement dated 8th of June, 1898, 
". between Her Majesty the Queen in right 

, of her province of British Columbia and 
. ... • . represented by the Hon. J. II. Turner 

' ,; ànd. Moses McGregor, James Baker and 
.George JCeves, of the city of Victoria, 
called the Contractors, of the second

I--:
Q.—Do you produce bny . fetters or 

copies of letters • in,: refei’ence. to this 
claim for $30,000 and the claim of 
Drake for $3,414- Take the ,.$30,060 
contract first?, -A:—Yes. - 

Mr. Belyea—The first letter , is dated 
Victoria, 3Jst. January, ISliS^apd is ad. 
dressed to ,the chief comunssijbner of 
lands and works from Drake,. Jackson 
& Helmcken. (Counsel read from the 
words “We have the honor to inform 
you’’ down to “Adams’s approval.") The 

, January 29th,
1898, and is addressed to J. Adams 
and is signed by M. McGregor, -George 
Jeeves and A. Baker. (Counsel read 
from the words “Re parliament building 
contract’’ down to ; the words “In the 
ordinary course,”,!

Q.--—Have you any letters or copies of 
letters relating to tfye Drake claim? A. 
r—No. I said just now I did not have 
the original vouchers; I-find I have them 
here, (handing vouchers to the commis- 
sione.-.) •

'A.—
fied W i

■

"copy enclosed is dated

i.

-.1, i...-

Thepar:.
- The Commissioner—The order-in-coun- 

c6i was to carry out that, I suppose?
Mr. Belyea—No, it is an order-in-coun­

cil authorising the minister of finahee to 
sign on the part of the government. The 

.agreement is foe submission to a-rbi- 
«Fatioii. xr

"The Commissioner—Submission of
what?

j, Mr. Belyea—Submission' of claim, 
reads as follows: “Whereas certain 
disputes and differences” down to the 
word “arbitration;” then follows the ar­
bitration agreement.

Tlie Commissioner—Is there reference 
to a contract in either of those put in.?

Mr. Belyea—No reference your lord-

- -•

ever

1
Not

«hip.
, The Commissioner—You will have to 
". mad these some time ,or other; there is 
. not much use putting them in unless 

tjiey are read.
, Q.—W‘H you turn to. your original
•pecifications, your bills of quantities, 

-on which Adams tendered; looking at 
this exhibit No. 2, tell me what was the 
total amount of Adams’s tender and 
what it included ? A.—The total amount 

- , , ' of Adams’s tender was $454,508.31.
Q.—For what work was that?

They

• ,V

A.—Yes.

1

A.—
Included bills Nos. 2, 3 and 4, that is 
the mason’s contract for the administra­
tive building, the land registry wing and 
the printing office wing; 2, 3 and 4 are 
to be found in this exhibit.

Q.—Yes, now for what amount was 
the contract really signed by Adams? 
A.—$380,000.

Q.—Tel! me what deductions 
made and for what purposes from the 
tender So as to reduce it to $380.000? 
A.—The list of deductions is as follows: 
Marble and fixing same, $36,948.69; re­
duction of about eight cents on the foot 
to cube., stone throughout, $10,000; de­
duction by bond being .omitted, $15,000; 
deduction for extension of time, $3,000; 
deduction on labor sheet. $1,164.50; de­
ductions to be determined, $8,498.

Q,—Is this the last one? A.—Making 
a total of $74,508.31; that is the last.

Q.—And that reduces the tender to 
$380,000, does it, for which the contract 
was signed? A.—Yes.

<Q.—Can you give any explanation of 
any of those items: for instance there 
ie a deduction for marble, what was 
done with that, how was it treated after­
wards? A.—The marble was gubse-, 
quently purchased by the crown inde­
pendently of this contract.

Q-—And put in by the crown, placed 
ha position' 4.—Yes.

Q.—And all expense in ' connection 
therewith paid by the crown? A.—Yes.

Q.—Well, the next deduction? A.— 
Deduction of about eight cents a foot 
to cube stone throughout, it Speaks for j

tj.—Next deduction? A.--Deduction 
by bonds being omitted. -■ '•"■ ,
*y.:-How much? Ar.—$15^)00:* ■
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