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Astomshmg Evndance Lastg prices of 1

Night b_y,Mr. Wmsiow.

ot et

Alfred Haines Given, Moq,ey in: Lu
> Sums Without Orders ‘6?‘ e
Ognlﬁeates.

As Dr. Pugsley Vlantod to Get off to
Ottawa, the Enquiry was Adjourned.".

e

FREDRRICTON, March 22.—The
bnidge charges uwesmiga.tiom was re-
sumed this morning.

The cross-examination of Mr. ‘Roy
was continued. He said, in reply to
Dr. Pugsley, that a riveted bridge was
somewhat less expensive to construct
than a pin bridge. It would cost pos-
sibly from 1 cent- to 11-2 cents per
pound more. Dr. Pugsley then pro-
ceeded to examine the witness upon
the coatents of the private paper and
statement which he (Mr. Roy) was
compelled to give up yesterday. The
bridges mentioned in the statement
were tendered for at a mate varying
from 4 to 51-2 cenits per pound. These
figures covered everything including
erection and the bridge completed
ready for traffic.

The price of one bridge built in the
latter pant of 1839 at the rate of 7 9-10
cents per pound. (See Mr. Roy’s ex-
planation in

erated by compressed air do much
better work than can possibly be done ¢
by hand. They are not used so much ,
as a labor saving machine as because
of the fact that they do better work.

He had not communicated with any
engineer” regarding this case before
coming to Naw Brunswick.
rot communicatad with P. S. Archi-
bald. Hiis communication' had been
only with Mr. Hazen.

Tha 75 per cent. which he had men- !

tioned in his =vidence as  the rate
which he added to the cast of the
labor in tendening upon a job was
given him as the figare upon which to
calculate by the accountant of the
company. No additional charge was
made in his estimates for managing
expensz2s, rent, office expenses, ete.,
and he understood that ‘the 75 per
cent. meation2d coverzad all these
items.
Hamilton Bridge Co. was making
money and paying dividends. That

was the company’s private affair and

not his business.

MR. ROY'S SINCERITY QUES-

TIONED.

Dr. Pugsley questioned dlie sincerity
of Mr. Roy’s statements and offers at
what he would build a bridge in New
Brunswick for.

Mr. Roy repliad that if the, New
Brunswick government wished to test
the sincerity of his offers let them give
the Hamilton Bridge Co. an opportun-
ity to tender for the highway bridges
which are built here, and they would
quickly find out if they mwould not
make contracts at the prices which he
had mentioned. And they would
satisfy every requirament of the plans
end specificatioas of Mr. Wetmore,

t0o0.
RE-EXAMINED BY DRK.

Mr. Roy was

STOCKTON.
re-examined by Dr.
Stockion. Mr. Roy stated that the
statement put in evidence was one
compiled by bhim for private informa-
tion. None of 1he bridges mentioned
in the statemoent were as keavy nor of
s¢c lenz span as the Lefebvre or
Camplell bridge. The relative cost
per pecund was greater in a lighter
bridge tliem in a heavy one like the
Iefebvre. Dr. Pugsley in crcss-exam-
ining him had assumed that the labor
uron the material «f the Lefebvre
weuld rot cost 11-2 cents per pound;
this the witness thought too great; it
would nat be more than $1.45 per 100
1bs. at the cutside. The fair cost of
ercctior. for *Lefebvre  would be 55
cents per 100 1bs. There has been con-
siderable fiuctuation in the prices of
steel since 1391 and up to the present.
As far as his recollecticn went the
prices of structural steel weas higher in
1891 and 1892 tham in 1896 and 1897.
Prices were much higher in 1899 than
during the two previous years.

Bridge No. 1,100 upon bhis statement,
which Dr. Pugsley had called attem-
tion to @s having cost 7 cents per 1b.,

was coniracted for on September 18th, -

1%¥89, and the bridge hvad to be com-
prleted by October 1st and was com-
pleted before that time. The shop
was rushed with work at the time and

the company was not particularly de- !

sircus of the contract. They, however,
put in a tender at a high figure amnd
were awarded the contract. The bridge
was &) feet span; weighing 13,232
rounds; the contract price was $850.
Upcen a rurh crder like this—the com-
pany havirg only a fortnight in which
to build the bridge, there would pro-
tably be a lot of night work, which
was very cxpensive. This fully ex-
rleined wby the price of that bmidge
was higher than any of the others.

No. 926 was for a bridge of 2 spans |

112 feet each, the bridge weighing 51,-
904 1bs., =nd being a pin and roller
structure. The contract price was $2,-
550, a rate c¢f 5 cemts per pound. This
bridge was erected at Oaotas in the
Northwest Territories, and had to be
freightied 1,200 or 1,500 miles. The
freight charged upon this bridge wes
$822.03. 3

No. 968 wks 63 feet span; 8,130 1bs.
weight; contract price, $425. This was
another rush order.

No. 971 was 68 feet span; weight, 11,- i

372 pounds; ccentract yprice, $550, a rate
of $4.83 per 100 1lbs.

No. §72 was a 73 feet span; weight,
12,909; ccntrecet price, $560—a mate of 4
3-10 cents péer pound.

No. 1069, built in 1899 when metal was
high in price, was 63 ft. span; weighit,
8,520 pounds; contract price, $500—a
rate of 59-10 cemts per pound. This
was a rush order, the contract being
let on June 80 and the bridge wais com-
pleted on Angust 1st: Steel and wages
were both high in the fall of 1899.

No. 1098 was built Jate 'in 1899. Tt is
a 40 ft. spaa; weight, 7,011 1bs; con-
tract price, $540—a rate of 7 7-10. cents
per pound. ' The price of lumber was
unusually high dn this bridge, it cost-

49 picked out b

re-examination by Dr. :
Stockton.) The riveling machines op- |

He had !

He could not say whether the .
complete?

concluded.

Dr. Puguﬂey as appear-
{’M &:m%vﬁ t* favbrable 6 “MS © Side

(fmebmdg'esmpletedmd for traf-

{5 AF'PERNOON SESSION.

This afternoon - Dr. Stockton con-
tinued the examination of Mr. Roy.
| Dr. ' Stockton again referred to the
! statement pit in evidénce by Mr. Roy.
“Dr. Pugslay had refarred to several of
{ the brilges meéntioned in that state-
’ment which seemad to be of a some-
what high price. Dr. Stockton wished
to call attantion to a few other bridges.
{ Referring to No. 955, it was a 55 feet
| spam; - weight, 13,787 1lbs.; contract
'pmce $540—a rate of $3.94 per 100 lbs,
This was bullt in June, 1598, ;
! No. 943 was of 50 feet span; weight,
8,266 1bs.; contract price, $284—a rate
per 100 1bs. of $4.54.
No. 917 was 68 fest span; weight, 14,-

of 4 conts per pound.

No. 1055, built in 1899, was 100 feet
span; weight, 29,335 pounds; contract
price, $1,285—a price per 100 pounds of
$4.37,

No. 1066 was 118 ft span; weight, 28,
€15 1bs.; contract price, $1,350; per 100
Obs., $4.68. This bridgs was built in
June, 1899. Steel was somewhat high
this year. .

Nos. 929 and 930 were 68 and 59 feet
spans, pin connected structures. The
cost of shop labor wias $1.79 per 100
pounds. 2
i Nos. 965 and 966 were riveted struc-
tures, §3 and 48 feet span. The cost
of shop labor upon these was $1.03 per
100 pounds.

The witness was further cross-exam-
i ined by Dr. Pugsley upon some of
the cther bridges. The doctor at-
tempted by all sorts of technical ques-
tions fo comfuse Mr. Roy, amd by
picking out particular bridges to make
t it appear 1khat dhere were inconsis-
tencies in bis statement. (Mr. Roy re-
' plied, in geomwral, that there were ex-
ceplional circumstances in many cases
which he could not now call to mind.
The figures were there and spoke for
themselves.

Mr. $Shaw—You stated -that you
would be vitling tc build the Lefebvre
tiidge vpon the same plans at is now
stands for the sum of $9,300—a rate

! of $3.90 per 100 peunds. Was that only

for the material or for the bridge aill

Mr. Roy—That was the price all
completed, ready for traffic.
Mr. Shawv—And do you consider that

: your company would be making a fair

profit at ihat price?

Mr. Roy--1 ceriainly do.

“hbis concluded the examination of
Mr. Roy. He had been upon the
stand since Fiiday last. He thanked
the ccmmittee for the courtesies ex-
iended to bim and asked Dr. Pugsley
to induce the government to give the
Hamilton Bridge Co. an opportunity
to tender for the next highway bridge
ihey wanted built.

The great importance attached to
Mr. Roy’s evidence is shown by the
desperate efforts and divers tactics
emplceyed by the government to hreak
the fcrce of it. Dr. Pugsley was con-
tinuelly promptled in bhis cross-exami-
naticn by Hon. A: S. White, Provincial
Secretary Tweedie,’ Premier Emmer-
son and A. E. Peters of the Record
Foundry Co.; and Chief Engincer Wet-
mere, J. M. Ruddcck, a gevernment
twa-price  bridge builder; Hon., Mr.
Ferris, F. P. Thempson, proprietor of
tbe New Brunswick Foundry, and oth-
er sc-called experts were frequently
consulted vith and in conference to-
gether, and assisting Dr. Pugsley.
The government sterographers were at
the beck and call of Dr. Pugsley, and
lcng, tabulated statements were spee-
cily prcduced,
of papers put in cviderce were made
at skert nutice ard put in Dr. Pugs-
ley’s hands—and all for the one pur-
pase of trying to make Mr. Roy comn-
traqict Fimself or ‘to get him confused.

But Mr. Roy was not that kind of a
witness. As he plainly {old Dr. Pugs-
ley, he did not come heéere to make out
a specisl case; he was here to give the
committee «ny irnformation he could
akout bridge building. He never for
a moment lcst his self-possession, or
wiag in 1he least rattled.

He left for cme upon the train im-
mediately after his examiration was

T. B. WINSLOW

was called again and his examination
. resumed. He said that there were no
. tenders or contracts for the Dingee
» bridge. Some of the accounts for this
bridge were produced. They all were
made out in the mame of Alfred
Haines. Mr. Haines’ expenses in con-
rection with this bridge were $58, and
no vouchers ware produced for these,
and Dr, Stockton asked for them, and
Mr. Winslow promised to bring them
down. An item of $25 charged against
the Dingee briige appeans in the pub-
lic accounts of 1893. Dr. Stockton
asked what this was for. Mr. Wins-
: low produced a memorandum of a bill
from R. T. Babbitt of Gagetown for
that amouni, the charge being for in-
spection of the bridge. This is in ad-
diticon to Mr. Haines’ charge of $70 for
inspeoting this bridge. Mr. Winslow
did not have the orizinal bill of Mr.
Babbitt’'s, and showed considerable
disinclination to s2arch his office and
find it. Dr. Stockton insisted, how-
ever, upon the original voucher being
produced, and Mr. Winslow promised
! to try and find 6t.

‘According to the statements so far
i produced the superstructure of Dinges
bridge cost = $1,176.17 for 12,586 1bs.
weaight—a rate of 9.66 cents per pound.
Th2 accounts for the Saunders Bmrook
bridge were next produced. They
showed ithe cost of the structure to
have been $423.41 for a bridge weigh-
ing 3,683 pounds—a rate of 11 8-10 cents
per pound.

(This is the bridge which Mr. Roy
said his company would build for $175.
Prof. Swain stated in his =2vidence
that he thought that $150 would be a
fair price for the bridge.)

The accounts of +the Grand Manam
‘bridge mext came under review. The
weight of this bnidge was at the rate
of 8.63 cents per pound.
| In reply to questions, Mr. Winslow

stated that Mr. Haines is paid as in-

057 pounds; contraet price, $565—a rate |

and type written copies! . oy required. He had all the Nova |

mmeytm‘&ﬂebrldeeandhepam(he
suppdsad) the Messrs. Peters.. 3 2

Dr. Pugsley said that the Meaerg.
Peters charged 61-2 cents per pound
for material and .ereetion, but that
.this amount does. mot. include cost of
material for the flooring nor the pdn.t
ing.

Mr. Emmerson haa m-a.de the state-
ment that the Lefebvre bridge cost
61-2. cents per 1b. all complete. Ac-
cording to the statement made up by
the committee the cost was consider-
ably more than that. The statement
is as follows: Sk :
Record Foundry Co.’s »ill...
Painting.. ....

HI00mE.. oo il s
Freig‘ht and 'loadi.ng
Plates..

15,466 36

$16,526 24

This is a rate of $6.94 per 100 pounds;
and this does not include . ingpection,
$159.83; A.«R. Wetmore, $57.05; nor;
taking down the old superstructure,
$975.95; which added would bring the
cost of the bridge up to $19,729.07.

In Mr. Roy’s evidence he stated that
the Hamilton Bridge Co. would today
erect the Lefebvre bridge all complete
and ready for traffic and according to
the plans and specifications of ~ Mr.
Wetmore for $9,300—a rate of $3.90 per
100 pounds; as agaiast the $7.03 per 100
pounds actually paid by Mr. Emmsar-
son for the bridge. And material and
labor for bnidge building are consider-
ably higher mow than they were in
1897, when the Lefebvre bridge was
built.

FREDERICTON, N. B., Marth 22—
The committee met after 8 o’clock,
Mr. Cibson keing absent. Mr. Lafor-
est called Phelps Johnson, marager of
the Dwominicn Bridge Co., Montreal,
but befcre he was sworn in, Dr. Pugsley
served him with a subpoena to pro-
duct all tenders and contracts of his
Lridge company for bridges from 1891
to 1§95. Dr. Pugsley then objected to
the viitress being sworn, cn’ the
ground that the papers called for had
not ‘been preduced to the committee,
the cheirman having sent a telegram
for them yesterday afternoon.

. Stockton protested that this was
an uniheamd- of procedure, and Mr.
Hazen protested against this courssd as
unknown to law. - The chairman had
ruled 1hat the committee would ' be
governed by the strict rules of evi-
dence, ani refusal or neglect to pro-
duce papers did not render him incom-
1etent to give evidence. It had not
keen shown that the witness had con-
trol c¢f thke papers asked for, or had
had a fair ¢ppcertunity of getting them,
or even that he refused to produce
them. No witness could be asked on
gcing ¢n the stand to say what he was
going 10 do at a lailer stage of the
cage.. Such a course neither he, the
chairman ‘rvor any other'lawyer had
ever LIeard of.

Dr. Pugsley replied that his client
would be injured if any cther course
was pursued. He claimed all com-
trocts should be hefcre the committee,
and referred to the difficulty in get-
ting Mr. Roy’s statement. Secondary
evidence of contracts could not be
given. if they were withheld, and his
client powerless to protect him-
self. He had a right to protect him-
self end show what these“companies
ckarged before the present syslem was
adpted.

The cbharrman ruled that he could
allow witress to be sworn and would
tben cxamfinre him himself, and r2fused
to hear Mr. Baxter upon this ccurse
uniil after irthe examination.

Mr. Johusom, ' sworn, szid to Mr.
Carvell that e had gct the telegram
shortly before leaving Mcentreal and

{ #ent he wm procure.che
: »dﬂ:v

~Bave Mr. Jobnson put on the stand and ex

.made some statements to

that there xvas not .time to bring the

|
Scciia papers but three. |

The chairman then ruled that papers j
from 1391 to 1895 mmust be produced
tefore ibe witness’ examination could |
proceed. '

Mr. Ilazen appealed from this de-
cisdon.

Mr, Baxtar argied  against the
decision, showing the question had not
“arisen. The issue of subpoena did not
make the papers material evidence.
The chargs wers that Emmerson had
given' contracts in- 1895, 1896 ‘and 1897
to friends of the government at prices
higher tham current market - prices.
The comtracts made in 1891 had mno
beaning on the question of market
price in these yeans, therefore it would
rot be evidence. The question could
not b2 traced until after the direct ex-
amination of witnesses, when if pa-
pers weme mot produced secondary
evidenze could be given.

Dr. Stockton followed, asking if this
was the full investigation promised.
He toll the chaihman that he (Car-
vell) as a lawyer knew that there was
not the skightest foundation in law for
Pugdley’s argument or the chairman’s
ruling. He reviewed the position in
an eloguent speech, and warned the
committee that.df such measurgs were
adopted by them and approved by the
legislature, our free institutions would
be prostituted and degenerate into a
reproach, and responsible government
become a farce. This was not a party
or political questién, but one of jus-
tice. To shut out one piece of evid-
ence because another piece was not
forthcoming was a proposition which
could not stand in a count of justice.
Because Dr. - Pugsley had a majority
2t his back he was able fo deal with
evidence as he saw fit, but he (Stock-
ton) warned the commitiee that they
would be a laughing stock before. the
legislature afd < the oountry. Dr.
Pugsley had spokan of his client, but
it was the country who paid him last
year and not Emmerson.: The people
had to pay for delay and suppression
of investigating into the administra-
tion of -public work. If this was estab-

iished as a precadent there was no
ty’ 6f enquiry. into the future
administration of public affairs.

Dr. Pugsley replied, appealing to the
comniittee to sustain his view and the
chairman’s ruling, which was done by
Fish, Legere and Young against Ha-
zen and Shaw.

FREDERICTON, March 23.—The bridge
inquiry committee reassembled at 11.15 this
morning. Dr. Stockton stated that Mr.
Jchnson, the witness who was ruled out last

| sex bridge. Mr.

evening, stated to him that he has not the

urn to - M

i'& the i i1 D

papers. He will be -
10 inform . tl:encgmmm.ee by Tuesday

y nex © can or cannot pro- ;
¢ure the papers. Dr. Stockion asked to

Amined relative to the two  bri whlch
the Dominion Bridge Co. have b?gf:m this *
proviuce, the Hampton ard Suesex bridges, |
and about which Dr. Pugsley has already
the committes.
r. Pugsley objected eo this, and ' the
chairman sustained the objeation.
Stockton then asked to have Mr.

Jobnson put on the stand and to allow him
to give expert testimony apart a.ltosethet‘
from any papdrs or contraocts.

This Dr. Pugsley cbjected to, and the
chairman upheld him in the objsction.
A BRIDGE BUILDER GIVES EVIDENCE.

William E. Brown was called and exam-
lned by Mr. Baxter. He resides at Digby,
N. He 18 a civil engineer and a member
ct the Canadian Institute of Civil Engi-
neers. He. was Dbridge inaspector for the
Nova Scotia government for eight years,
1852 to 1890. Since the latter year he has
been ‘erecting iron and steel bridges for the
Dominion, ~Canadian, Central and King
Bridge companies. He had one contract
with the Hamilten Co., but met with an
accident and was not able to g0 on with ir.
These were all highway bridges, 90 in all.
They were all built for the Nova Scotia
government. He also knew that Messrs.
Stewart and: McNeil of New Glasgow had
built bridges for the Nova.  Scotia govern-
ment. All the bridges there were built by
putlic competition and tender. The Do-
minion and Hamilton Bridge companies put
in tenders, and they bave received very few

- tenders  during the past few yea:r& The |
tenders are. &oo merson

eason of this is that their:
. They are underbid by local
r. Brcwn stated that he had a knowl-
edge of the average prices of bridges in
Nova Scotia, derived from reading the pub-
lic documents.
Mr. Baxter—And what are those prices?
Dr. Pugsley objected. Question ruled out
by the ckairman.

DR. PUGSLEY WON'T HALF TRY.

Dr. Pugsley stated that it was impossible
for him to get the bridge companies to send
witnesses here to give testimony on behalf
of Mr. Emmerson.. Dr. Stockton challenged
Dr. Pugsley to ask the Nova S3cotia gov-
ernment to sepd their engineer, Mr. Mur-
rhy, here to give evidence about bridge
building. There could be no doubt but that
they would quickly do so.

Mr. Hazen said that he had Mr. Murphy,
the Nova Scolia governmient’s engineer,
subpoenaed to appear here, but
cculd not obey.

Dr. Stockton pressed Dr. Pugsley to send ’

a_ letter or a telegram to the premier of
Nova Sdotia or to Mr. Murphy requesting
the latter’s presence here, but Dr. Pugsley
would not accept the challenge.

In New Brunswick Mr. Brown stated that
he lhad erected the Salisbury, Sussex and St.
Ceorge bridges for the Dominion Bridge Co.

1ie was well acquainted with the bridges

“in Nova. Scotia, and they were of the same

class as the Sussex and Salisbury structures.
The witness had inspected the Blackville
bridge and found it very defective in work-
manship. The riveting in the end spans Is
very bad. The rivet heads are split, mis-
shapen, and in many instances there is not
enough stock in the rivets to form a head.
e did not believe that there were a dozeu
perfect rivets in both end spans.
s}an was g little better.

‘The guard railing upon the Blackyville
bridge would nét be tolerated at all in Nova
Scotia. The rails are angle iron and afford
no protection whatever. The ends of them
do not come together by 3-4 of an inch, and
in some instances are 1 .inch apart.

THERE IS A TWIST IN THE TRUSS

next to Blackville, a def2ct-in theerection.
The bridge had never been painted since
erection, or if so the paint has all washed
off. This lack of paint must  cause the
bridge to .deteriorate very rapidly. It was
a far infcrior bridge to the Sussex and
Salistury structures.

Assuming that the weight of~the Salisbury
bridge was 75,194 phunds and that the con-
tract price was $3,600, facts which Mr. Bgx-
ter siated he would prove -later on, the
rrice per round would be 48-10th cents:
assuming that the weight of the Sussex
bridge to be §1,517 pounds and the contract
price to have been $2,720, the price . per
pound would be 5 3- 10th cents.

Assuming the weight of the St. George
bridge to be 50,021 pounds and the contract
price $2,74¢, the price per pound would be
4 9-10th _cents.

Mr. Brown stated that he had had the
sbipping bills of the Salisbury and Sussex
bridges, giving the weights, but that those
bills were destroyed in the Digby fire about
a year ago. A paper was put before the
witness, whicli he recognized as the speci-
ﬁcations of the Salisbury bridge. Mr. Bax-
ter asked for the plans of the Salisbury
bridge, which had previously been produced
and put in evidence.

A set of plans were produced, some of
which Mr. Brown said were the plans of the
Salisbury bridge and others were not.

Mr. Brown stated that his price for erect-
ing the Salisbury bridge was $630.
cluded the hauling frem Salisbury station,
building the false work, flooring, painting
and erection. The averagz price for crec-

tion after thes material is delivered at the ;
75 censs per
the removal of :
He erected |

bridge gite is from 40 cents to
100 pounds. This includes
the cld-bridge when:such exists.
a bridge in East Hants, Nova Scctia, the
bridge weighing 180,000 pounds. e took the
material at St. John, freighted it to the site,
erected, flcored and painted the bridge and
received H) cents per 100 pounds for it.

CANNOT FIND THE CONTRACT.

tor under his contml, but 4 of ha
% Mﬂnx h Mms capacities, but |4

that he j

Mwasrﬂhet}ntthnehehﬂadhmd
of him: as i painter.
(Mr. Hoar is an Albert county—-Mr.

: Emmarsona county—man, who fre-

| queatly figurss prominently in petty.
politics. He is mot a painter, and it
hdouh&ulubekmwaondeofm
from bunnt sienna or yellow ochre,
But he gets the jobs t0 paint Mr.
Emmerson’s brids'es, and gets them,
;:o.)a.t his . uwn price and without ten-
i
GAJMJE'BELL BRIDGE TWO PRI(XBD
The accounts of the ‘Cainipbell bridge
were taken up. ‘Mr. Winslow. said
that thers was no cail for tenders for
this stoncture. ‘There was ne con-
tract other tham the plans and specm
cations. The bridge was built by the
Record Foundry (o. in 1897..  ‘This
bridge was 135,715 pounds in weight,
::} A. E. Peters’ hill was $10,121.47
to "A. Haines. Mr. Winslow stated
that he paid the momey, $10,121. 47, to
Mr. Haines in. various amounts and
at various times. He (Winslow)
never paid any money to Mr, Peters,
‘but he supposed Mr. Haines did.
Am attampt was made to get a.t the
cast of .the Campball bridge. Mr. Brn-
‘has

rate of 61-2 cents per pound aill
complefte Mr. Flazen and his counsel
by diligent search of the auditor gen-
eral’s repomts and picking out. it
randwiched in here and there, and
compelling Mr. Winslow to produce
bills and admit payments, have ascer-
tained that the cost of the Campbeil
bnidge has already been brought up.
to 71-4 cents per pound, and there are
more bills to be looked into. ~Mr.
Winslow stated in his evidence that
there were yat some outstanding bills
against this bridge which have mnot
been - paid. Ezra P. Haar figures in

"this bridge with «a bill for pafnting,

end the job was givan bim without
tender or comp4atition.  Mr. Winslow
seemed to know so little about the ac~
counts and to keep them dn such a
haphazard way that it seemed a hope-
less task to find out from him what
accounts were properly chargable to
Campbell bridge. Upon Dr. Pugsley
saying that he would try and have a
full statement made up, Dr. Stockten

. consented to that, as it 'was useless to

i try and

get along any further with

| Mir. Winslow.

The centre |

This In- |

ASTOUNLING EVIDENCE.

While Mr. Winslow was being ex-

amineéd last evening he made some’

mest astounding statemernits and sur-
rrisiag revelations as to the absolutely

- reckless nanner in which Chief Com-

missioner Emmerson conducted the
business of his department, and paid
out’ thousands of dollars of the peo-
rle’s money merely upon the verbal
request of Alfred Haines, a govern-
ment inspector and go-between  for
Mr. Emmerscn and the Messrs. Peters
of the Recerd Foundry Co.

A bill was produced for the Camp- |

bell bridge, Sept. 21ist, 1897. Alfred
Haines in account with A. E. Peters.

165,716 1bs. steel superstructure at ,'

6 1-2 cents, $10,121.47.

Dr. Stockton —To whom was that
nuney paid ?

Mr. Winslow—To Alfred Haines.

Dr. Stocktcn —Did he pay Mr.
Peters ?

Mr. Winslow—I suppcee so.

Dr. “tockton-——When did Mr.
get this money ?

Mr. Winslow—At various times,
in various sums!

By further questicning Dr.

Haiines
and

Stockton

" got from Mr. Winslcw the following

extraordinary statemenis : Mr. Haines
would go to the bcard of works at
various times. He would make a ver-
bal request for whatever sum of
meney he wanted. ' He would not pre-
sent any wriltten order from My, Pet-
ers. He made no returns nor certifi-

{ cates to the department that the work

; had been performed, nor as to

how

i the work upon the bridge or bridges

' progressed, nor a

At the request of Mr. Baxtsr, Dr. Pugsley .

sen' to the becard of works for the contract
witl: the Dominien Bridge Co. for tte Sus-
Winslow sent back the
com:pany’s bill and ofher papers and word
that the contract could mnot be iound.

return or
statement of any kind.
acling vnder Mr.
tions,

written
Mr. Winslow,
Emmerson’s instruc-
gave Mr. Haines checks for

: $1,000 or $2,000 or $3,000- cr whatever he

Mr. Brown testified that he erected the:

Salisbury bridge. The difficulties of erection
were very great there,
were at Memramcook,
bridge was built.

This concluded the direct examination of

where ths Lefebvre

i
this witness, and he was taken in hand by i

Dr. Pugsley, who had the assistance today
of a new expert, Mr. Arnold, C. E., of New
York. The witness was quq,stnned as’ to al-
leged faulty construction of the Salisbury
bridge. Mr. Brown had not seen the .bridge
since it was erected in 1892. He said that it
the bridge had been carefully and properly
erected and cared for, it ought not to re-
quire any extensive repairs now.

He erected the Hampton bridge, receiving
§1,€00 for  it, he thought. He thought tbat
the bridge ‘was perfectly constructed, though
the workmanship was not quite as good as
upon the Sussex and Salisbury bridge. He
lcoked upon the latter as better bridges
than the Biackville. -Bad riveting and de-
fective workmenship can be detected by in-
epection. He. 2ad not erscted any bridges
in New Prunswick sicce Mr. Emmnierson
Legan to give them to his friends without
tender or competition. =5

Dr. ‘Pugsley urged the committee to take
into consideration the question of a visit to
and persoral inspection of the bridges erect-
ed by the gevernment at Salisbury, Black-
ville and other points.

The bridge inquiry committce decided to-
night .not to accept Pugsley’s' invitation at
the covntry’s expense for =z tour of inspec-
tion of bridges.

Mr. Winslow, secretary of the board of
works, was again on the stand. His most
a=tonishing evidence tonight was that Al-
fred Haines. government bridge inspector,
came into his (Winslow’s) office from time
to time and got large sums of money upon
his verbal request and without written or-
ders or certificates as to the ' progress on
bridge work. As a matter of fact Mr. Wihs-
low paid the money without any informa-
ticn whatever as to what bridge the pay-
ment was being made on. ¥

Ezra P. Hoar, a well known government
hanger-on, bobs up in 3 new capacity. Ac-
counts unearthed tonight show him as a
contractor -for painting Lefebvre and Camp-
bell bridges. He was given the jobs with-
cut any tender or public competition.

At the request of Dr. Pugsley the com-
mg;tﬁee adjourned until Wednesday eveninyg

R —

FREDERICTON, March 24.—The
bridge inquiry was resumed at 8 p. m.
Firiday evening.

T. B. Winslow, secretary of the
board of works, was again on ‘the
stand and funther examined by Dr.
Stiockton.

Some of tthe acocounts of the Le- ;
febvre bridge which had not.been pro- |

duced when the ‘accounits of Ithis
structure was last under review were
produced by the witness. "One of
them was a bill of Ezra P. Hoar, $250
for painting the Lefebvre bridge. Mr.
Winsslow gtatad that this job had been
given to Mr. Hoar without tender or
competition. Dr. Stockton remarked

greater than they !

asked far, merely taking his receipt

. for roneys received on account. Some-

times two or three bridges were uvnder
constructien at the same time, and

;: Mr. Haines apportioned the money be-

. tween them.

wilgch $5650.64

Mr. Winslow knew noth-
ing whatever about the work, nor whe-
ther it had teen performed at all.
Sometime after the bridge would be
compieted Mr. Haines would present
Mr. Peters’ bill for the superstructure.

ThHIS RECKLESS METHOD ;
of trursgceting public business was
pursued with respect to Lefebvre
bridge, which cost $17,519, and Camp-
bell bridge, uron which it has already
been ascertained that over $11,000 has
been paid. Mr. Emmerson admitted
and stated 1o the committee the other
day that ithis method prevailed with
rospect to Dingee bridge, which ccst
$1,176.17: Grand Manan bridge, for

ers bridge, which cost $423.41, when
$175 would have been a big price for
the structure.

As the inquiry proeecdas it will prob-
ably be shcwn that all the baidge
building was "conducted in the same
way. #

The reason why it is so difficult, in
fact -almeet impossible to ascertain
how mudk has heen paid out on aec-
count of amy one bridge or public work
is becaus: of; the 1lcose methods and
absence of system which prevails in
the bczad of werks, a depantment
which spends $200,000 per year in ad-
dition to the money spent on perma-
nent tridge account.

Amnother evidenze of the reckless
expenditure in +the beard of works
was afforded in cennection with A.
Haines’ bill for 2xpeases. Several of
these ‘have thus far been produced by
much probing by Dr. Stockton. Mr.
Winslow—who paidl them—was unable
to ¢ell Dr. Stockton what these expen-
ses were or when or how they were
contracted. The aczounts presented
to the commiitt3e, one of which was:
for $1539, wers undatad. ‘They were
paid without cuestion.

ANOTHER BUBBLE PRICKED.

‘While Dr. Stockton was - pressing
Mr. Winslow for the origiral aoccounts
of Mr. Haines and other expenses Dr.
Pugsley stated to the committee that
it was hardly wonth while to take the
time to look dnto thoose accounts as
they ail had been before the public
accounts commiittze and fully exam-
ined into there.

Dr. Stockton said that wstatement |

dik2 the . L:febvre, was charged”

made the statement. over
/arnd over agiin that it cost $10,121.47—

was paid, and Saund- |

reced: He' would state m an I

have
been before ths public accounts W
mittee, nor doss the chief commission-
era.lﬁqw the ‘public ascounts commit~
tee nor the auditor general to see
those  bills. - All that ﬁheaud‘mgm-'
eral sees is a voucher that certain
sums of money have been paid on
permanent bridgs account, The audi-
tor general does not know what the

{ money is paid for, and he has no

check whatever upon the payments.
Commissioner Emmerson has
held and has carried out his conten-
tion ithat the permanent bridge ac-
count is” under his own management
and  that the rauditor general has no
authority over his (Emmerson’s) ex-
‘penditures upon’ that account  any
further than io see that he does not
exceed ‘th2 grant made by the legis-
lature. Neither the auditor general or
the public accounts commititee have
ever besn permittad by Mr. Emmer-
‘son' o %es the ; e

-(St’ocktm) Tow. wwwammodmvmd»

Pr. Pugsley was entiraly in the wrong
to dtate that thase ascounts had been
before the- public accounts committee.

Dr. Stockton isked Mr. Winslow if
this was not so, and the -witness re-
plied that it weis.

Mr. Carvell expressed surprise at
learning what. Dr. Stockton had just
stated. He had always supposed that
all the accounts of permament bridges
were audited and certified to by the
auditor general amd that they were
examined by tlie public accounts com-
mittes every year. This information
was something new to him, and he
thought that it would be to most
members of the legistature. 2

POSSIBLY LATER.

WASHINGTON, March 28.—The state de-
partmept adds its denial w that of the
Danish foreign office relative to the Paris
story that the United States Jias completed
the acquisition of the Danist® West Indies
Jslands. There are indicatiors that the ne-
gotiations, which have for so0 long occupied
the attention of the two governments at in-
tervals, may be attended by success at a
reasopably early date, but it is certainly
premature to announce their conclusxon at
this moment.

o RSN, 750 SN ST

—_—nrees

His babyship

will be wonderfully freshened up, -
and his whole little fat body will
shine with health and cleanliness
after his tub with the * Albert”

Baby’s Own
- Soap.

This soap is made entirely with
vegetable fats, has a faint but ex-
quisite fragrance, and is unsurpass-
ed as a nursery and toilet soap.

Beware of imitations.

ALBERT TOILET SOAP CO.,

MONTREAL.

KENDALL'S...

SPAVIN

Mfrs.

R A A R A A A

The old reliable remedy for
Carbs and all forms of Lameness, resd
without a blemish because it does not hﬁ:ter
\orﬁz Plsutagenet, Ont., Feb, 10, ’98,
Dr. B. J. Kendall C = 5
Dear Sirs:—Will yon lease give me & remedy forbeaves.
have a mare that i1 a 1 leasure
I have cured a Curb of four
Kendall’s Blister. by using it only once and then
yous Spayin Cure. As long as] have horses, I'w
Kendall’s q|:mv1n Cure and Kendall’s Budar in my

rul
. XS(JLPHLS GAUTHIER,

Price $1, Six fur 85. As a linfment for family use it
for Ke-dall’-
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Bovn’s SWELL “mm"i

ew ideas, new design, 1%4in. |

ush Springfield one-piece |
%i in everydctau Fitted |

with Morgan & |

$35.00;

W h tu‘ w’ith Dunlop tire-.
no% t Mes's ’ﬂifm 24 inch ; Ladies’, I

Black and mamu i

|« and 22 inch frames.

Any gear. [

these Blclycles, we will shtp a i
sample, collect on delivery with privilege it
of examination, on recupt of $1.00, Th: |l
$1.00 is as aguarantee of E’Grress Charges |
and jsdeducted from the bill; you pay the | ,

e balance due us,
wmn:l ﬁmdxd chance to a good ager:t
in each town Yonhaveyourchmof cash

or outright gxft of one or more wheels, sc-
cording tothe work done for us, i
' $8.00 to $25.00
Price lists f ree Secure agency at once.

T-W. BOYD & SON MONTREAL.




