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v Q@—WIill you éxplain that item if you
can’ ell, the contractur repre-
serted that it would cost him so much
money to get bonds for this work and

in nmkmg pﬁy;ments to contractorg for !

any work done on that parliament ‘build-
ing? A.—The work was measured and
estimated by the architect, who issued

Q.—Look at this increase to the vouch-
er, this is a statement of exfris of plis-
terer'’s account—that is also cerified,
signed, and by whom?

amounts he paid I

throughout for which he had to
seventy-five cents extra 3 square.

know nothing of. De-

ducting that from what was actually

e

ited me once or twice
measure and I showeq
to the deductions [ I

to lo
him;
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ernment without cé

they? A.—The $8

A.—By Mr. 'm;l;- g o
was instructed to
Hittes Mr * money to the' gové
Year frg, progr The ¢
bren ™ claims made by mg
material to the conf
structed to issue
amount to pay t'_hls
The Commissiond
ed in the settleme
wrote on the certi

ot that sum due|
?f would be an exi

Q.—An extra p('il
what was
ab’%‘l';é certificate ,w

Wb gy, and -the endorseme

A " to its bemg' an ex
Witness—This 8

ander instructions

ioner. L
N The Commissiong
Wl given a final cer’if

"ley at

domie, this 201 squares at seventy five
cents was what he claims he paid for
that,

Q.—Where is Mr. Drake now?
I don’t know.

(. Do vou know whetner he is in the
country or mot? A.—I cannot tell you, .
I-have cxly seen him once since he paid !
me for someé ‘work I had done for him;
he said l}e was‘%t_)ing' to Kootenay or |
going as far as Winnipeg, : )
peg Q—As superintendo,

The Commissioner~How long a¢o ' < : T the
was that? A:—T should think &ome by Bakeo' o 80y claim made 10 (),
to_six weeks ago my lovd. 1 16 Vo't o8 2t Drak.:
Mr. Belyea—Do you know the amonnt | N 3. EnY Derson?
Mr. Drake received for those extras? Av—No; should have beey,
A.-—Only when 1 saw it in the paper, | o7 Wax.
[ Q—Did yon know that «yep
kid been presented? A i gy M

ner,
Q.—In whose handwriting are the de-
duetions from that made? A.—Mr. Tur-
ner’s.
Q.—What is the total amount of the
claim for extras? A.—$4,347.67.

—What are the deductions?
$932.80: 2 4 .

.—Off what two amounts, or does i
stz?te there? “A.—Struck off $532.80
and compromise on mortar—one-hs?‘.f the
extras chimed for martar being a'lowel,

Q.—$800 claimed,: $400 - was allowed?
A.—Yes.

—Wh d43d you first know th'g pay-
m%mt hu&naetunny been made? A.—1
cannot say. 7

The Commissioner—In whose hatud-
writing is the body of the annexed docu-
ment? A.—No answer.

Me. Belyca—Do you know in whose
handwriting? A.—No. y S

.—You say that was brought to you
to%ign too as well as the other? A—At
the time it was brought to me, I think,
by Mr. Flett, I said I don’t know any-
thing about its accuracy, I cannot sign
that.

Q.—To whom did you refer him? A.
—I didn’t refer him to anybody; that

progress’ certificates from time to timey
and those certificates were left with me
by the contractors, for whom I prcpazed
vouchers and certified to them. 'I'bey
 were then presented at the treasury fur
payment.

the Commissioner—Was McBride
in the habit of filling up vouchers
A—

if the government relieved him of getting

bonds that he would reduce his tender
, by that amount. .

S S AR Q.—And the deduction wi#s made and

’ i tu_bonds were taken? A.—Yes.
ade to Contractors Which © Q.—The next deduction, explain that?
Fayments Made;n , A.—Deduction by extension of time, that
Mr. Gore Refused to speaks, for itselt..
Certify | Q. —Can you tell 'me what extension
J of time  was made? . A.—I don’t recol- i ‘Q—Do you remember any other sirgle

lect now, ! instance in which MeBride Smith cid

| v . g »
And Which Ma. Martin Disapproved Of | tdenTnA ?gm}? esh';‘i’ﬁf 1’“3331 lér.lo—vjc]r) ‘2‘3»‘1,?2 s V‘Kﬂ%’{iﬁf’rl?ﬁ,’f,‘f}?ﬁ‘.g&l:gs ahy
—Extraordinary Developmentsat = | that is; the architect might explain that. ~ G ot T S o et & could cite.
3 Q.—And tne next one? A.—71o be do- Q.—Yvu don’t rem.mber any pariicnl. r
Yesterday’'s Session. ; ) termined, $8,408.50; that was an amount . Q-—You 3 Sy ¥ DRLS K
i that was_to be determined as the work ~2Stance. and you say it was not customn
'progressed ; ,ary? - '’A.—Not ounstomary . for him to
Th( g d ' make out vouchers generplly, I presume
Monday, Sept. 26, 1898, | g the orgga] e b Siereed * he did it in Shniasance with a vlew 10
Commission met pursaant to adjourn- ! ways as the work advanced? A.—Yes. 1 t.ha S‘lgeiu] ?(;l“;%g oléat & ‘v;:lllldle;;.' hag-
ment at’ 1l%o’lock ‘a.um.; Mr. A, ‘L. | The Commissioner—Q.—How do you | . ~d tu ﬁ?f’“? the t;svon»‘_ _‘v}, - (opu
Belyea for ‘the crown; mo other formal , ™ean in d:fferent ways? A.—It requir- m; 'gﬁh-i et AQE% l'ng (;\:)eﬁ(i-:]s b4
appearance, ‘ ; } ﬁd’ ﬂmf amourat’ooto‘ ﬁi-nﬁ Fe etsﬁimates i}\" \[I‘r Bx;fy'ea—With‘rognh’-é tg"hs
o . g . { down . ‘to ) , which sum e gov- i 3 p *
mimions ot s and orks Was el | St d aot ik o oxced ot P | Jencher tor SO0 you e S
: Bt vas time and the architect was not in‘a po- 2 W b3 Oh
examiaed by M. Bres, | Lhe witnesy o to sty ow (hat oum coutd e | 738 e pesented 1o sou? A For ‘my
produced the original tender of ired- ta.ke“ OE.M the moment X The Commissioner—Who presented it '
erick Adams for certaii work in connec- o 'i_t;eIcst"lt {gf*_gy thﬁl eco:xggla:ﬁ%c? 131]: to you? A.—T don’t recollect. I know : o
8130 a certified Copy. of the CORtreLt. M EhE oAy o S Do M R R T | KOWithe fact it wae < Wis branght fo e iy mp offce. "
" ot . wit. ; thi3 quantity “contragat, Hhi i e : for id
Belyea put in the]ce_lt_xilied cogg, the yv-nti j Mr.q Be}yéi.—Q.’—'ff)to R s Q.—Had you had any ccoversation tion t‘llile sallgg asostjmtlhgu;e;};z n(;th;e_f) l?‘baf'g
Dess not beiug able to- leave the origina Ao fvehi 24 Wwith the minister before you put your Your-nowieage- of T :
court. - The contract was certified b €r, was anything placed in that tender here? 1 di Shitinl: entirely ignorant? A.—I am entirely
tho witnheh . Tl Satciott with Kred. | for the heating apparatus of the baild- '~m113tm§1rt Bely A.Ztl ?:.ld time .t was pre. iEnorant v
e o CoT e bt . i. DY . Delyea—. € Time .t was pre- &5 SR >
erick Adams was q_n_{g@thg}ﬂth.ﬂgyﬁ_qf :%gﬁ’w‘gﬂe&m?%g?ggnm*i :“;:: | Sented was the signature of G. B. Mar- ! strl Bei.)yea—ix; ﬂ:ﬁe a;:cl::ge;hsw repo;t_:
E;cggge réul?l?i‘ch A’An;:lxl)\’;’so tetnhdeersp;‘;; 3}; bi%l%%éﬁu:xn;liggs t?aﬁ{iietgiehg‘g: gn'wv?: effxms:asn:;{ gf’fmchAFﬁ'ﬁ' g}entsszt ‘Iesgﬁgaid 't')y government without
- 2 it 3 . § 6 -3 3
Btchirg Drake, duted Oih' of December, | Sl Bril cost suma' throughout. theee | 30; koowiolee, [T it e S vom e A a0 May,
1894, between Forbvs George Vernon, | QUantities and that they represent sums ' tak Y1t ¢o th “ehi f commissioner for hs  Th, C ﬁlmissior;ler—What are you: re-
ey wErn o e orks, | which the architect or the government 2 g e B s Mmisslouer for h.s P Wl idtired ? 7
of the first part and Richard Drabs e | Bave T e et e B R e e SN SR ) Fi5 e | Mr, BelyenBxhibit No-5; where th
of -the first part an ar e contract and employ other contractors | . @-—Tr'other ‘wonds, you refused to (er o yéa=-Juxht 0.~ 9, ‘Where - the
lthe second part were also produced. The to finish them, put them in, For in- tify it? A.—Yes; I knew nothing. of 1t. - architect gives a summary of the ac-
atter document was attached to 8 bond | gtarica the heating contract was $20,- | Lhe Commissioner—Q.—Had you had ; count. ) :
for the due fulfilment of'the -eontruct [ 000, ‘down . ag prime cost sum on ‘this, | 20¥ conversation with the munister, with ,l,z.——(Contmned)——Talge the first pay-
given by Richard Drake, W. J. les?n and’ the government #fterwards let the ' MI- Martin, about it before Mr. ‘Martn ment, less amount paid by governmett
and W. P, Sayward for the sum of $12.- Loontract to a firm in Toronto for $19,- | Signed it? A.—No; I did nut take it to without certificate, May, 1895, < Do you
000, on the 6th day of December, 1893. 000, to instal the heating apparatus. Mr. Mactin myself, tknow anything about ‘that? . A.=~I be-
Mr. Belyea tendered a certified copy. of Q.—That $20,000 is or is not included Q.—I am ot asking you that; T am |lieved that was the amount advanced ‘to. -thicks of. the mioe:
the contract. Tke bills of quantities in | ;5 Yhe $380,0007 “A.—It is included. asking you if you had. any conversation : the contractor to be deducted as per gn' tar, qver ﬂ!'.e and © i6. ) teg mt
connection with the Drake’s contract ).—What other items of..prime cost | Wih Mr. Martin before Mr. Martin did Arrangement made with them from Hime: claim, -+ gr €, o5y s:u?porved,- he
. for plastering and a report of F. M. Rat- referred .to in thgt contract are there?  Sign it? A.—On this pardcular voucher? |'to time, . - B b it ki ARSI PN R 18 LT ). S
! ? o o T AR W € Heme b i yment | o o vaieh had been refused? A.—~Had
Q.—Answer in this way first.. A —No. ~TINOW. Aliere iis” &' second payment | < b when. 1 s
‘.) —About vouchers geﬁemu \\'i’h Mr two: years- ]atel‘ ’.’ot‘ 53510.32 R b Yo»u ()‘t‘ een ,'ﬁ ) Ehe e'n‘W as ﬁlSt called
: ¥ W X CIIENGOf a .b - :Seme-otthseweremdy magde ang
“Zt othews | took for myself in cack ‘room 1
3 went into. -1 took a. trial hole near the

RO A o math 1o b G | Maren; U8 1 Your, mitd. When | Kuo auytiigg ot (hr? AI fi

ed in fu s you asked me meant this particular - hat was paid; there'js'y
each - case.
expert testimony

Q.—Can you give me
}{:xttenrbm‘y Was absent iy (};
the building?  A.—He 'Y
time before the opening o)

' think he left for Englay
January,

th,

‘COMMISSION

A— S ubreny 10
of t e
[ the hoyx,.
d SOne m“”yL

A.—

By
Smith
' for payments on the contracts?
I canpot tell you, my lord,

4 . |

Q.—Did you see him subsequent to hig :
receiving payment? A.—T did. |, Q')_L otil when? A—Uut o,
Q.—Did he state to you w aqg ' June.
‘received ? .—No, e didhazfoé]esthaqt‘g i, Q—Some time in June, 1 Wi
what he received. . { krow they had been paids 4" " tw on this work. I
Q—You are an architect yourself, are | {2t » claim had been pro, in July, 1897. to pa
you mot? A.—I am. T | ghiet B s atomer. of Lind ady1 marked Ui g
. @Q—Tell me how you made up that ! p g o M€ 10 r Pains g Hag we 20l b7
item, extra tlrickness of mortar?p A he, oot sy I suionpts [hére WO
I must explain when this started; more The Comm ssioner—Wh, four or five hundr
than two years ago. in April Mr. Drake -~ The Ch.’et commissioner o | having paid these
¢ame to me and asked me to measure | ¥ 9Tks. That was some tim, cotpERLi DUTE
the work for him for certificates as it | ®U'JY part of June,
, went along, acd also asked me to come My Belyea—What was the aug
with ‘him" to Mr. Helimcken's office as | tha’ contract, do you remermhers
Mr. Helmcken had made. an additiona] | I« told me they had made 4
¢:aim for him for payment for the mor- | he akso said it was an miqu.toys ;
'tar'being so thick upon .the wall. I saw | and he would not certify j I
Mr. Helmcken, who asked me to go to | be paid.
the  building ' and take notes of the Q.—Do you know whether they yop
thickness of the mortar and so on and | Paid? A.—Subsequently he ;"™
let him have them, Tdid so. He draft- | they had been paid 53&00”. and | ;ng
ed a second letter and-I saw him sev. | him it was a iniquitous thing sy ¢y0
eral. times on the subjéct, to the chief | to have $30,000 for s claim thoy (ot
comm!ss.loner_ and finally I beReve the | not show an item for that had }re.m, _{l
‘commissioner ' declined to entertain it; | cuted. -
there was a protest.entered by My, Hel- { The Commissioner—Hag
mcken. . subpoenaed?
Q.—This, you know, from your comnec- | Mr. Belyea—No, .
tion with the matter? A.—Yes: I was| The Commiss onér—His name . D
in_Mr, Helmcken’s office, C brought into this with reference 1., ,_\,“_
Q.—Tell me how You made up. that i
+A.—1 dig mot make up
gave rje the amount;

< anud
and

A— |

Sl

’(Ii‘.he Commissiong
verything into co
a,-—r‘%V'hat was thel
A.—It varied. It st
and then we paid
then we held back
cally nothing was
the..end.
Q.—You say the
December, 18967
Q.—And
uniil these sums
extras? . A.—No.
Q.—And you paid
instructions from
sioner?  A.—Yes.
Q.«+And the mon
supplied -the contra
not paid for? A.—
Q.—_W‘;hen yﬁgfm
W : had you or
Mr Belyea—Q.—Were either of these gg{: apel‘taining -
claims submitted  to You at all ip Tee % had the
T eor B o, e, ‘ was looking at then]
Q—Were you asked by an¥one in cop. the information th
nection ‘with the department anything iy  VIE wall

‘reference to Drake’s claim fo Plisyer? ,ﬁ‘hv&‘m@ ﬂﬂd m
\ & y

éﬁ;;NO. gggatlggﬂn flle (‘l‘:llm after she .Wpeg_h,&que‘ up
__Yn nest. 7 A.—Oh. not whether -he- includeq
Q,—Xou had nothing whatever t, (4 he thonght ,‘t‘l;‘elhcoﬁl
.with the. actual issue of certificatsy fop to..all of whic
payment,. had svou? ‘A.—No. only uy, 1, firmative.
a certain. fime; which I mensure] 1, ‘Mr. Belyea, cont
4 certain timé. and I was not coneylieg anything ‘of the
t.Q;-e-Vghen ~1£gd£‘ on ngl‘utﬂr
ime after. . ... . Adams contract o
- Q—You spoke a mement azo of o e sir.
--port  that-you -had made on a clat ire- Q.=~Wag  the claj
.ferred by Adams and Prevost, whep wag subsequent to the
that? A.—1._aneasured up 1l Jannayy A ~That specific $
| 7the: I believe - that is the date o e ‘Q.—Were you co
o documént, 1895, Commissioner or a
thé ‘amounts, checked and cross-checked | . Q- That deeument was before vl reference to that ad
the mensurement: finished about the.mid- } A-—Chief . >ommissioner of lanis and No.
& LI “of Jannary this ye © < {works, whith: shows clearly how e Q.—Then you ha
e of any other pay- .‘—~D1l'd’ You- “agree? A thing was to be dcne and was acceprel: the matter after D
retny ade -except: the L igyead) T do not tnoas, there is no single | I Was appointed, ordered to zive . “iyou -sent in your fi
stated . there for which ‘point we had an argument upon. ' . - - | items which shows clearly how - g partment? A.—I
Qi —-Wie that the final measurementy | COUDL: Was. fo be accepted and the i “here three weeks 3
A.—I ‘never -touched anythiny 'tice, unti] | ductions. .. .o ‘ sént in and I don’t
Mr. Drake asked me ‘o give him the ine The Commusstoner-—VVh‘;xt was thar dis- meéntioned in.  ¢hd
formation as te the squares of slate and | Pite about? = A—Adams and Prevst weeks
thickness of morfar, g : claimed ‘a sum of money amountne i Q —Were you hd
‘Q—Did you have any conversation | Something like 320,000 or $25.0i ani 18977 AN ]
with Mr. Drake about the ‘time—about | it appears a:select commutios  BE M Q.—Were you he
the 12th of Jume? A That i¢ about | house sat for a very considerable 1i last? Witness had
the time this account was made w and Adams had made certain allexatins b B he daf
about the middle of Jue—about the 12th | Which he withdrew and offered to si'- o e
of. Juney-I dom’t think . there is a d;t}s | mit to my measurements. Do Tl north_
on -that. i Q.—~It was ‘a question of measiren ‘_gl the_iiﬂﬂ.\' Dﬂl'tt‘)
Q.—That was.abou ti i |'Merely; was 1t? A..—Showmg t 1s- evidence as to
final cerﬁﬁc'at;? ?Al.t-t.;lhec::genthetbgl(l)ty%lg  position of rhe building at that tin to.do with the ma
-about the certifieate; I think he gat that | the ameunt”due;’ . his final report, adg
-in ‘January; Mr. Rattenbury did not go | Mr. -Belvea—And that was setted ut informal = discussi
info any ‘matters since that time at all; | that tima? ~A.—Settled at that tme u) -Clit tomay, |
just before Mr. Rattenbury went . to | sion io%ﬁm;}];im:?:
England might. be ‘about the” end, paly- aying any sum
baying \

te that date. )
Adjourned uneil 2:30 p.m.
- Shents to" i 3 ¢ ¢
Of%?n s‘to-him, of course, I knew nothing H‘f had not been s
adjustment of the d

When the coart resumed Moniay af-
of any sum. Fu
sulted in a repetitig

ternoon the first witness called was M.
Francis Mawson Rattenbury, who w s
examined by .Mr. Belyefl. Witness fes 0 Geriifying the ail
fied as fo his connection as architw the sum due undet
. . " €
with the construction of the Parliameit which he was inst
_Buildings and detailed the procadure fo- (‘ommlssqonezz h
lowed in arriving at a settlement of th i(?;g?rgg? thel*vul‘wo‘x‘t
accounts with the contractors and statel vid fo ¢ e wan
S g e or deductions,
that when . the contracts were compiet <= A0Sy
he issued final certificates The Commissiong
: s get at, if it is posg
¢ Q't—.;YO‘K re&nee'smber the Adams oo f{grence between th
ract? —Yes, 20
Q.—That was the %ourse p\lﬁued':l .%11-7 the gﬁg“;gg %‘O‘rm(fgé
Yes, we issued ce-tificates. They dilit there to show it?
received .on the certificate? "A.—No. he put in an account. There was i _the ﬁgur;s $380,00
did not state. I asked him if he had re. | FAhgement; ‘the original C’.‘)q”‘al”f“fl[‘,.,_ $50,000 added, ead
ceived thot.amount, or something very ' let that part of it; the original contr- tioned, and $65,0
near it. and he said no: I . 34 ! tor and the sub-contractor would insist Subsequently j A
had had $340% Ild '?i' ! “]j?am boirg - upon a separate account £ a ) S;
I' - believe the crown has 1 1ad had $3, i I said: “You got $3,- rate nt. o of cross entry
thee ‘waa Kavers Pk sub.—lgttigg,en' that 400,” and he Said “No, I didn’t get am}_ : he CmnmxsflonAep—\\} h((i)reo“xfu.lwcw §h¢ cominissiones
The  Commissioner—When I saig 1 | thing ‘%ke it. » sul()i-c%nt];-actors. —McGregor, ject later, ‘
would :not require you to read out -any Q— ere you pa‘d a lump sum or com- | an aker. . v R Q—Was the con
documents or any particular portions of mission? A.—I was paid a lump sum; | Q.—Did the Crief Cqmmmmmhm\ Adams died? A.
them I assumed yon would take care to | OF B i Ikhad been paid for calling | give hlig kg l":{teul gen};lsksmi‘. o e A(?'“W“ there
ask the proper questions, ; on’ Mr. Helmcken and work dome about | to bl‘lb-’Et. -—I don now. I xn ‘ ams and you g
Mr. Belyea—I think the’ architect. will the claim, but I charged him a lump sum | he didn’t recognize McGregor, Jeeves b should be allowed ?
be the proper person. et wi of $50, which he paid. Baker at all, ; I’ie wrote to me t(;“*lt_d‘lll‘,'; z‘i"lanes:; said, a clai
The Commissioner—What has the ar- nothi ‘COT?D;II-ISSI(I).DGP——I Suﬁm:elyou know govemmemthdldn -t fhicm: SIS tlrlle dea;masmgll:l;ilt .
chitect got to do with it? He dokan’t o ngbo_ e “gt;sons which led to'the recognize them. A About fore McG aims
KT o of ity B phvments never RRecpoa ind | QAN what date? A o ierapon e
The Commissioner to Mr 7 ai; ) it never affeeted me, 2y, 7. : Tk, A
any permission given to s{)b(-.ig:g‘?&?j Edwu;] Cpark;.); oty called for the | . Q.—As a matter of fact ooy s & (ﬁgat}ﬁntlhe‘;%.“i”e,
No, I think no Dermission was ever ask- gg:élﬁ LR e iy, S taiaied %c‘ﬁeso muAed \}0 MCGmtgor{hcxri)t TNt acknéwledgel = }mgl
or given. A A . SENAC i aker? .—No, none to P e Do , and |
The Commissioner requested Mr ‘Gore ?_%selfo"?“-s’- examination in chief by Mr. as contractors e oy work. T e;:gu;gggr;vﬁ&hch:
to_be good enough to remain ‘in court. Q.y—e%i’hat is your position in con : did some work separatelyti) It with the knowledge.” About
trg?g{é g,%lyggovtilfglu;%ad fromt the“col;l- with_the parliament bul’-lxdin’gsq c\'rnlt]xe'acgt:g! co%;?thzxdﬂﬁi?n vevﬂi;h &fe Adams o= Ad?tﬂs died he pre
8 ommon to all-the | A.—Well, I have acted intenden . - Wwhich were gone i
contracts, showin itect’ - P Aas superintendent | tate? = A.—Yes. -_ e R el
b 2 8 the architect’s pow gf]dconrset‘guclgi)fx Ithmughovut the building Q. When the Adams contract was i «;80?)(3(1) ;Icl)énh\]l}i-n
v.ey‘orp - mo }Will was,,thve quant_lty SUl- | nally completed did you ok(num a \\\l sued - ey )
bille: e oo _bm‘se;;»ogfg u'am%“po‘“ the | ment from the contractors? A.—N0. Adams or his exec
ties of all rgdes exce, toml'i le %uz;.nnl- got two statements, one from the ? i items as were pure
had with the joiner’s Wgrkafroln*f ?\Ire(_got gsta%e and one from McGregor, Jef gPS. Asked as to
ton,” : ayery- | & Baker. nal certificate wi
gﬁ?ﬁgthgn.rjm{i%n Siastlgre:iumd VIO Q.—What became of those smgt‘l“j,“;j Dever obtain a fing
- Prada s i S g e k i A.—I simply told them I wouldu't I butin his final ace
-—And you were there throughcut the | 2t= hey would ; nal accos
‘Whole of the work? .A.—Throughout the | CeiVe them. I told them they ihe Overpaid and were
whole of the work., . 3 ® | have to make a complete account dar B8 Instrmetions from t
Q—Under the Aadms contract? A.— | Whole job. It was impossible for I tr to issue the tw
Under the Adams eomtract. to divide into two parts. e to. Those certifica
~—Did you make the final measure- Q.—You got two claims and you I\ \, He knew the amou
-ments of the Adams contract? A.—T dig | ROt receive them; on what grounds ‘_,\\. d under the contr
not; I measured up to January 7th 1895. | —That it was impossible for me o o tion to it on the
when there was a commission to enquire | When one man stepped out am had_StOpped and in
into a certain claim stituted by Adams

other stepped in. If I referred to 1!1 ficate as an ‘“d
and Prevost, and then I submitteq an | deductions “it was in the other mab® and above the con
analysis of the whole measuremen ts—

; time.” - <onversations with
everything was ‘measured up strictly in | Q.—Did you tell them what vou he winister quite undd
accordance with the conditions set down | quired? A.—Complete account {1t Well as himself.

in the contract. That document I be-

I 3 time of the beginning of the contract Pressed as to wl
leve -is in thé possession of the lands

its completion. - Ral certificate wit
and ‘works department to-day. I sub. McGregor.

Q.—Without reference to Dever obtained a fin
sequently nieasured up—I camnot fix the Jeeves & Baker? A.—Yes. € was a whole ye
date—but I measured up one or two eer-

: Q.—Did you make a statement whed Y claimed extry
tificates for McGregor & Jeeves, think | the contract was completed? A.—Yes: Was owed them, a
1'; wlt:s tl}ﬁlengtlpampet;nd%h&chimney Q.—And made a report toithn Chief & ker wanteq #
n 5 " i stack, with additions an uctions; the | Commissi ?  A—Yes. ooked im a;

couneil and did not know on what author- & Q.-Did Jou make up-a bill for the chimney ig not earried so high as shown Cﬁ? mg;tww?:tshown to witness i paid :gelx:lnntl'o:
ity it _was being paid. 4 : t:ect}ltgm In_connection with his con- | on' the drawings. and counsel proceeded: Oone of the items of
p 1 g Q.—Do you récollect 'who presented thig hiac? or the parliament buildings. for | Q. —With Teference to the final report Q.—What was your decision? A Dointing $5.547. 1
g;gmﬁg;zaml?ed:‘ doets ae'lllwng WL tyou‘?i 'Af:e_I tf‘n;i‘gag[c: Y by a6 8 I;Laitmi(z"‘ (Handing witness ?:lngel :;)mhitect, Deﬁﬁmbeﬁ}. 00 (O | That they were overpaid $5,928.23. hever go into ‘the
; —Nothing te V. uty ‘minister o : oS toat t? witness i TR, —Th: er the col Wi
The Comniissioner—There is a minute | pQ‘.v—Weme you consulted atall by Mr. [hibit No. 7)2 A.—Yes that is it N oE AbatT o ve metr b e oy Joug after f i 0,000 §
of course kent of attendances, is th i i
not? The W.
book.

4 dily
tor allow it to

-

Mr. Mgy,

versations and it. would b botter 1
have him subpoenaed, woyl] it no
Well, go on. '

tenbury, the architect, dated December
31. 1897, were 2lso put in.
Q.—Look at this Adams contract and

|

explain what are those doctments  at-
tached to it. '‘A.—This is a copy of the
architect’s last certifycate to the . ex-
ecutors of F. M. Adams.

The Commissioner—What is the date
of that? A.—July, 1897. This is a
memorandum referred to in the footnote |

at the bottom of the certifieate, .+ ...

AByYMr. Belyea—Q.—Thet colored slip?
Q- Thie abtnchedide 5 Piake. con-..

tract is what? - A.—The architect’s final,

Can you point them out? A —Woell, |
there is the marble. included, a pri

and. paid to' suchitradesmen as me i 2 I i that was paid; ‘there' is .
may be selected” to supply those goods. | Youcher: had 'you any particuiiar or-gen-.[on ‘the  architoet' s*iedrtificate. certainly
I have already. stated .that was done. | enal ‘conversation in ‘your ‘mind at.fhat | Rot? G e A i s st : :
This $30,000; "however,  i§” not 'part: 6f | time Wihen you mede that remarks what (» Qe=¥Welt; thd “Krehitect? A The ‘ap. | The witness then gaye
this- eontract. it has been deducted’ a [ was: in >yeur: mind; -or “was | hére, . gang: .g%,fici"’liga;‘%t_:ﬂ_; under. his certificate: {regarding the thickness of ‘the  mertar
you have'seen- ahewdy in the. list of| thing? A~It was in-my. mind: that s [ ‘.\gfh}’,‘_ﬁgrt;.ﬁcatg-.,mﬂ issued - apder but could not state how fhe $300 claim
- deductions, : L ET SUPWAS g lgrge,;snm Of MOBey. - v it SDECHAL cqmﬁ‘ca‘te of Hon. G. B, Martin, | Was made tp, . i
Q.—Are thers. any otheps? ~A-—A - you.made;the rémark,to e, | 8. there is.fio sum due to the contractor
rinie. cost..sum 'of- $20,000 for 4.“was 1 speaking Jvith- yeferense; 4o this | this’ will bé an extra.” i o R |
4 heating: and ° boilérs ta . be deducted in. |- particular. documen Vo Bad~yon in. your Q.—That has- reference - to ‘the third
full and paid ‘to such. tradesmen as the | mind any conversation Wwigh: the m nister, S
) I architéct -may’ seléct ‘to' do the work, . with- Mz, L‘lw.p,,.mﬁ,gh;i'effe-i'ence to the
certificate’ dated:Juné 12th, 1898, . ‘Also, the, prime’cost sum of $16,000, for. cAdams contsicy senerally, or what bad
Q.—Now have you the original youcher, such additions work as may be ordered, . You, 1y yom;nyng ? A.—I had had con-
for payment to the Adams estate of v§30,"» __Q,_——k ‘a8’ that included in the $38 ;m,’,'fex'mlpggi,mth the chief commissioner on
0007 - A.~No, I.have not got the ori~:| contrart!  Al-Yes, -0 ) o :_';‘f*,_) igus; ocrasions touching  the clainmt
-ginal; :I havegot a. certified _copy;-cér- [~ Q~And it Is not amongst the ‘dediic:] hes¢ contractors had made for large
.:tified ‘by. the deputy provincial...sécre: |-tions you gave'a list of?" A.-CNp. ' T g‘xgms. e
ta : <@i—=Are: there any other? A -On aﬁ‘," .—Bearing upon the particular ‘vouch-
& prime ‘eost suHy of 86,000 fof~ er? ‘A.—Not on that partieular “docu-
+Brothers ,electtjlc.elgvator,_iiofbe_ilﬁdu ted | ment—upon that claim. ek SR
i full if ‘not Teguired, (. il 7 Q—WhAt’ were those ‘eonversations?
1 Q~What  waadone with4iat? A.— | A " Neither' the chief commissiorier of
-Tha-elevator has ‘et beea pit in at all. lands and works nor myself knew upon.
what  grounds such:-a slaim eould be

b
Mri~. Be
favorably éofis dered.

3 lyea—«Q.a—Averthere any oth-
jerg?s :;A.*_—-Thverg:raw..-dné or two others. :

Q.—This is tha claim is it on which | ¥fere-is: the:'primes cost sum -of $2,000 . Q:—Then, as T understand you, ‘there

; is absolutely ho‘hing on record showing

how: this ‘amount was made up? +*A’—

. this amotint’ of :$3,414.87 was paid?: A, | for one: pressediibrick fireéplace - and
{(;)&her than the bill—the claimfor: $49;- |
NO0. :

Me: Beljea, continming: Fou told ue— A.—Yes, some
Q.—Did" Mr. Prake submit the  archi-
»;metf? :g:)a] g‘te&;-tiﬁcate Yo you? -A/—Noth-
Ing t6 do’' with pa; ments, 1; e i
ke workl P yme: only m asynng
! Q.{—]‘l)ld you ‘see -any of the-architect's
medsurements? A.— wep through the

's ‘measurements’ i en’ adjusting

ite(gx -o{ $841.78? A.—_Yes:

-—I1 am speaking with . reference * g
the sum of $5,510.32; can you give us
any, information as to that?  A--] don’t
;(;cogle(;\td' no[x;{why "that was paid; no
@oubt Mr. Rattenbury can  infor

ag”te .that. ¥ f(_)l‘n} i

Q.—Do you know
ments having.
ones .that ‘anre
you did not ‘give any certificate? A
o, I.dp siot] "0 oT e REER :

Mr. Belyea_I.wonld ask now that . Mr.
Gore be allowed 1o retire from-the wit-"
ness>box’so that I may read such por-
tions of the Jocuments as I 'wish to use.
- Fhes Commissioner—Is . there anyi/one.
bresent who may wish to put any ques-
tions to' Mr. Gore? - .2 - )

-b No oné replying ‘the “‘witness deft the
-bex., e
Tha “commissioner' requested that all
t-originals“should be left in coust during

the: commission; -- Mr. . Gore: underifkes
that ;this shall be done. 46

Mr.  Belyea—The . \first' .I; refer to
-are, the bills of qnantities’ op <Specifica-
tions -handed to.the tenderer .
and which he filled up and which 18 the
original tender whieh- Mr. Gore pro-
duces. ¢ 5

The Commissioner———Well, you did. not
reagl these at the time . and I am-not
entirely satisfied: whether it would- not

more convenient to read them afier
the oral evidence goes in; I don’t see
howg fit would be more necessary or con-
venient -to read them now.

Mr. Belyea—I am only intending. to

read that portion which will show the
re]evancy of.the evidence put in. The
first matter is on the question of pay-
ments. Speaking of exhibit No. 2, page
2, the contract was not to be sub-let,
not ‘to be sub-let without. the consent
of the chief commissioner of lands and
works.”’ :
The ‘Commissioner—You did 'not ask
Mr. Gore whether any permission . had
been given., i

Mr. Belyea—That is a position which

g——HaVe' you“ the "original’ or, certis |+
" “fied copy of the voucher ‘for the pay-
"‘inent of $3,414.877 -A.~—~Certified vouch: -
“er. (Voucher dated July 6th, 1898.).
-4y —What is thig attached to that
voucher?. ~A—Statément of exfras on’’
;-plasterer’'s’ contract. S o

i —This_is 4 matter on which I have ne- | yyézirth;-in‘thh smoking room.
persoral knowledge at all; T presume 5“} ol o Fer. o0 what was doiié

o4 : : ~4hgt?. -A.=Fhat was put in. ~ On

... By Mr, “Belyea—Q.—Do. you prpduce

_.% Copy of .the -order-in-council’ referring,’

..the claim of ''McGregor, Jeeves: & |,
Baker, to arbitration ynder this Adams’ . theto

+ eontract? . A.—(Handing counsel’ ) | it

- Referring to.'the payment, of, - s

‘wi

ﬁsgej,&;pxime cost sum of- $1,500 for:|’

térraceotta work to north and south en:

"ff\aélce‘stairs. o _‘5 5 : h‘

L —Can yon say what, was¥ Sywith |
A% *

- Q.—There is nothing. elce of - récord to
- show upon what materials this amount
Wag recognized. rs.a claim? ° A.—+~No: 1
'Q.—That is ' why [ asked you -fé.any
Jcopversgtion with Mr. Martin or he with,
‘you,” whichwould throw.any light upen
it:}i Yoy hod any.con-

Daper tone put in-place-of “terra
&0 : fpa?a&?xﬁ QDo ' you produce #my.Tetters or
@ —-No; the claim of theims, fof §19- Sror-cog ]gg"ggo‘ghgefgg“?ik? e Toiontion veltw My Muchin_ which s
- . ni .odd ;thonsand,  to arbi- ; * Y Jthfow any. light upon this claim, 4nd the’
/008, ar.nineteen. odd ;fhonsan 9 | Drake: for ‘$3,414: .. Take the ,&),000 Treasons it .was recognized: “A.—T had.no
tration. made. some fime -in. June last? contract “first? “A:Yes. vl sl conversation-as to the reasons for whieh
This certified copy.of eertificate by the | Mr. Belyea—{The - first letter i§ dated g Al iadnlio e wh syt
. Gepnty. clexk, of the, executive council? | yioicin’ dlst January, SS9 andie ad: | "o TWhis wawithe natare of the con--
. B-~Yes (handing gounsel. paper). Certi- | dressed to:ithe . chief .comumissioner “of Versatiom, with--Mr. Martin? A.—They
fied . eopy. ., My -Belyea . “’“9““5 1t 10 | lands and ‘werks. from. Drake, Jackson were -of sugormal e i
~evidéence: dated 30th  Jure, 1808) . & Helmeken, (Counsel read from the R s . Ukibtficial
z.—Will.:.vqnxtellhus,What this _docu- | words. . “We -haye the honor toinform ! ZET S Fhe B it I may -use the term,
mient .-is-attaeked to it? A.—Well, I | yoiy” ddwn to “‘Adams’s approval”) The |, X oo e T Sador o His
might better pay at once that these or- |‘cpy enclosed. is dated Januvary = 29th, | 6o Gmcial conversation. Was the sub-
_ders-inceouncil 1 know nothing of; have | 1898, and is -addressed to J. HeAdams | .04 these conversations as fy whether
“not.read.them at all; just brought them | ang is sighed by M. McGregor, «George these claims would be recognized to any
' here agithanded to me by’ the provin- | Jeeves and A. Baker. . (Counsel: read extent? A.—The chief commissioner
" lcigh segretary. - ; : from the words “Re parliament bilding did not favorably view the claim of the
“ . 'Mr. Belyea—There is a memorandum contract” ‘dowmn to:the words “In the contractors for any amount,
' y.0f agreement dated 8th of June, 1898, | ordinary course.”) : Q.—What did you do, what attitude did
": .. between Her Majesty the Queen in right ‘Q.—Havc you any letters or copies of vou +oke? A.—It is not a matter on
" ... of her province of British Columbia and letters. relating .to the Drake .claim? A. which ‘my advice was asked.
.yFepresented by the Hon. J. H. Turner —No. 1 said just now I did not have | Q.—Did Mr. Martin say anything of-
wand. Moses MeGregor, James Baker and | the original vouchers; I'find I have them the reasons apart from his own yview of
... A¥eorge Jéeves, of the city of Viecforia, here, (handing vouchers to the commis- the matter bearing upon his mind, Jead-
-.called ‘the contractors, of the second s ing to the payment of any sum; was any-
‘.pard : thing mentioned to. you then of any rea- |
- ~..The Commissioner—The order-in-coun- sons bearing on his' mind—influence of
¢l was to carry out that, I suppose?.

3 S g ? A.—He had in mind no
Mr. Belyea—No, it is an order-in-coun- .gf)l:;brt lﬁlesolfuel)ort bt the aechite ind
- il aunthorising the: minister of finahce to §

placed '
before the court this morning.
_s8ign on the part of the government. The

b s Q.—That was against the claim A—
ﬁeement id, fop submission 'to  arbi- Report of 31st December from the archi-

Seation. -

o of

vang ‘teknosw | if

Q.—So that you went with the archi-
tect and' made a fingl measurement . fast
January? © A:—Thiat  ig the last time |
saw the architect about it.

Q.—And heard nothing moze from Mr.
Drake about the thing? A.—Karly in
Jume he left a note for me he wWas very
anxious for me to go to his house and |
vety anxious ‘to have the amount -made
up, because Mr. Tuwmner was going out
of town; he tod me Mr, Turner was go-
g to Kootenay; he told me so.

.—Can you give me the exact date of
+ that? .—No, 1 cannot,

Q.—Mr. Drake did not personally state

to you afterwards what amount he fad

. Commissioner—Q.—In whose
handwriting, . Mr Gore, is the 3%8%
which I show you now for the $30,
paymernt? A.—That is written by MeB.
Smith, the auditor-general, .

Q.—The whole of it then is Mr.
Smith’s handwriting except the signa-
tures - of Mr. Martin and of Drake,
Jackson & Helmcken ; ig that so; the
whole document, is any portion of that
document -which is not in Mr. Smith’s
bandwditing?. A.—The date is not in his '
handwriting, -I:think. ; 7

Q.-—~Whose handwriting is it? A.—T
cannot say positively, but Drake, Jack-
son & Helmcken [ presume; the date,
1st February, is probably wr.tten there afraid not, my lord. : -
by Mr. Flctt, deputy minister of finance. Q.—You _don’t know what reasons pre-

Q date on the office stamp. A.— [ vailed on Martin to certify? A I don’t;
g he may have obtained’ information from
his colleagues.

tie

tect sending a statement of the contract-
or’s account and which he; in a word,
he leaves the contractor in debt to the
crown instead of the crown to the con-
tractor. g Y !
Q.—I was referring rather to reasomns
pressing Mr. Martin against his own
view to recognize the claim; can you
throw any light upon that? A.—I am

. #The ' Commissioner—Submission
o t? 3 ;i
sﬂ’l’rr Belyea—Submission” of claim,
"rreads - as follows: ‘““Whereas certain
disputes and differences” down to the
word “arbitration;”’ then-follows the. ar-
bitration agreement. .

" The Commissioner—Is: there reference

- to. = contract in either of those put in?

. Mr. Belyea—No reference your -lord-

3 JFhe..Cﬂmmissionei‘—,—Ydﬂ will. have to

.- reud these some time’ or other; there is
" pot much use putting them in unless

they are read. ... . &
~ Q—Will you turn -to.. your orx_gxpal

. specifications, your  bills. of quantities,
.«on which Adams tendered; looking at

this -exhibit No. 2, tell me what was the

“itotal . ~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? A.—
Included .bills Nos, 2, 3 and 4, that is
the magon’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.
7@ —~—Yes, now for what amount was
the contract really signed by Adams?
A. 000

Q.—Tell me what  deductions W(tell;e
made and for what purposes from the
tender s0 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 exténsion of time, $3,000;
deduction on labor sheet, $1,164.50; de-
ductions to be'determined, $8,498. 4

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

.—And that reduces the tender to
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
is 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
n position A .

date?

Q—~When did you-first have ‘any know-
ledige of that voueher; when did you first { Q.—As far as your knowledge goes, in-
learn -of its. existence? A.—When I first ' cluding your conversations wit him, you
learned of 'its existence it was given. to - can, ﬁhmw no. light upon that subject?

A.—No. !

me to be certified. to. ; .

Q.—That js the first connection you | By Mr. Belyea—This report of the
had with it-in any way at all, is it? A.— ' architect which I am holding in my
L think it g i shows that the contractors were

Q.—Looking at the other voucher for ' entitled to receive the gross sum of $369,-
payment of.$3,414; in whose handwrit'ng 180.12, and it shows that they had been
paid up to the 31st Decembet, 1897, the

is it other than.the. signature? A.—That
is also in the handwriting of the amditor- | sum ‘of $371,108.35, or the amount over-
? | paid $5,928.23. ok

geaem‘lti Mr. Smith. -
).—With only ‘what exceptions? = A — ! Q.—You ‘knew of this report?
With the exception of Mr. Turner’s cer- .knew of it, you say?

? Q.—Yes; it would come naturally to

you. first in. the department, would it
not? A.—Yes.

Q.—Yon had this report in mind when
You refused to sign that certificate? A.—
i Cerﬂa.inl.y. ' 5

Q.—Now. ' we will take the Drake cer-
A-~No- tificate. This was presented to you: wag | Ment. 1
T < ik e » lt‘he signature of approval on it when it |' The Comm oner—That is what' I
Mr. Belyea—Will you produce the - was presented to you? A.—No. mean. i
T the Adams contract for- the | Q.—This is the voucher for the Drake | John C. M Keith was called on be-
A.—(Handing counsel paper) amount: you refused to sign this for'| balf of the crown.
Lo . , the same reason? A.—I refused to sign Q.—You are
Q. copy, is it? A.—Yes, I that because I had no knowledge.they | Dot? - A.—I am
r. Belyea—This is attached to . an ! were ‘entitled to that amount. I was| Q.—Do you know Richard Drake? A,
ordezilgégmnml bearing date 1st Febru- | not in the confidence of the execative | —L do.
ary, b

The  Commissioner—What memberg ‘of

government were present when this

The Commissioner—J sy 0s i
what you may cal] usual?pp e
Mr. Belyca—The centracts [ may say
were all on the same form, there was no
difference. The architect’s certificate to
the Drake contract is exactly the same
and the architect’s certificate dated 12th
June, 1898, shows that there wds then
due to the contractor $177.05 final pay-
“The. Commbeed
: ¢ Commissioner—The same TOvVis-
ion, I.suppo‘ee, there- against sub-ll)etting
or_assigning? 3
Me. Belyea‘—The Same ‘provision, the
bills of quantity contain that provision.
he Commissioner to Mr. Gore—With
reference_ to the Drake contract,
any portion assigned? A.—Not with
the knowledge or cousent of the depart-

tificate and Richard Drake's signatare. :
Q:—~When did. you .first leain of. the
existence of that doeiiment? A.—Th the
same way, when it was presented to me. ;
Q.—And you had no nowledge; ag 1
understand? - A.—I knew that these gen-
tlemen were making claims,
Q.—Beyond  that mere fact?
thing, -
By

an - architect, are you

ex-

3L
1ed ‘from
y a ‘man

knowl that? A.—I haw % 2 ° year n possi
A ere 'Turner before he signed it, or affer- | . Q.—Is. that your handwriting? Q.—;ggse.)fvom anyvthing to e:iv:w:vith trft?t RGeS A—adml A | ‘Cl(stim ble for
itness—There is. a minute | wards? A.—No. - Not my hardwriting, but ' co ‘making up the quantities? A.—No WAL, farnich @ could mn Account
a rough pencil draft I made —Were you ever asked to examine | Q—Were you requested o T Ner the $30 102y What
for me. ! - |'into the claim preferred hy McGregor & i "°Port by the government? s nsked paid wi Sould
Q.—From whom did you get your in- | Jeaves? A _\?0' not after the date I subsequent to this report. I was wvthout_ms d
structions to make that up? . A.~Mr. | have given. 7] & good many times to arrive at i € commissione|
ake. . X Q.—Which was? A.—Some time after | tlement with the contractors. o pa the witness (f
Qi —Mr. Drake' himself? A~ rofer | Adams had given up the contract. or.| .Q—And the reason you could not of s;'om his decrsio.ns
to the quantities here given according to | rather. after his death.” I measured Ul; rive at one was because they would i oner, there being
the bills which had been put-in; -the 207 ] \ - furnish their account? A.—Yes abpeals to be mad
Q.—Had you any further conn
with the Adams contract after
date? A.—No.
Q.—In your summary at the s

; Q—Had you any convérsation with
The Commissioner—I snppose you .can- ‘Mr, Turner abomt the matter? A.—No,
not tell what memberd of the council

I don’t think I had.,
were present when this order was ap- | Q.—Either before. of after payment?
proved or what materials they had before | A ~1 don’t think so, oo
them? A.—T have no knowledge at all. | Q.—Is it usual for Mr. Turmer to cer-

Q.—Do you produce any orders in coun. ' tify, for the minister of finance to cer-
cil ‘relating to this matter? .A.—Here tify such vouchers as that? ' A—No; it is
are three orders in council of the 10th 'not ysmal. F G 7, ,
of September, 1898. Q.—Do you Know of. any instance
- ‘Mr. Belyea—Dated 10thv September; where 'hé Has done s0? "A.—T don’t know
1898. Any others? A —There are two ‘af any-instafice that T can’ cite ‘where he
others. : : : has certified ‘to’ voichets “0f tHat oharac-.
' Q. —Those are. ‘mot. important. Now; +ter; of ecourse there may be, ‘Wigcht*” be
+ Mr. Gore, what was the ordinary coffrse lots, although I would not know of it.

.

<el-
1

A.—Yes. : .
Q.—And all expense in " connection

carefully then. 8

- O.—You were not then in December,
1897, or since, asked for any report or
information as to this claim? A.—HKx-
cept when Mr. Rattenbury measured up, . o
he wou'd send down and ask me whetherp ; this report there are three items. =7
snch and such a thing was exaet: Mr. | 223.90, $5.510.32 and 3841\“]\1,\ oy
Drake on his behalf and Mr, Keith vis- ' are stated to have been paid by tho &

squares, the pounds of
;amg from gém entirely.
€ snstructed me, he told me the first
estimate ‘made Ly My, Howell, whir:h
.was. 1 think, 102 squares was of full
‘Size.'and the size called for in the speci-
fication the smaller dize was used

i / the'contract. Wity
it being taken all the
) abpeal.  They we
the time byt they
Cular account. i ¢
by the certificates
bad marked as b

therewith paid by the ‘crow"n? A.—Yes.

Q.—Well, - the néxt deduwction? - A.—
Deduction of about eight cents a’ foot |
fo cube stone throughott, it speaks for
Ttsell, / S .

@Q.—Next" dednctir.m(?1 ~A.,-“Daduetion
by bonds being omitted. i i o
‘48 -How much? ’g—$'157000:ﬁ “

.




