a

thic Tawyess spon whom the
H. F, MicLeod, then pmhd-f;fm.

Q-~—Did you have
with Hom, "Mr, M

- Q~—What. was s
A~We talked ov
i tract and he was to 1t
“‘be could.” That was in the of 1911

| AeYes; , , pany
Q~—What did you say? . ' company. ‘He did not know why every-

A~ asked

first contract.:

en away from us.  We did not pay any o’clock.

mohey on it.
 the

A.—Yes, once, about $1,000. It came

Q~Have you asked the que
any. official of the company?

A~—1 have not. °’

QDo you know whether the
have passed through?

AT do not

. Q-—Have you asked of any
the company if such were the

‘A—1I have not.

Q.- Haye yon ever been at the cop
pdny’s New York office?

A1 ha%e not.

Q.—Do you know if the co
a New York office?

+A~T1 do not know.

Q.—Have you asked any
company if that were the

A —T bhave not.

QDo you know anything about t),
company?

A1 do not know much :
company..

Q.~—Well, anyhow, you ha
responsibilities. whatever they
director.

A=<Without any liability.

Q.—You may have thought so
may have a different opinion?

A—Yes. :

4 'Qu—Are you willing to as

liability or responsibility of hav
books brought from New York
Brunswick?

Myr. Teed objected, but the wi
answered: 1 would be willing t
everything in my power to bri
here.

Q—If so instructed by this
sion are you willing to hold
and send to bring the books h

A ~So far as I am able to do so.

Q-—That is fair. Were you sub-
poenaed to produce the books here?

Witness explained laughingly th
knew he was subpoenaed to app
the conrt, but did not read the sub-

Sfurther. .

That was the whole of his evidence,
and it was stated by Mr. Carvell that
there was no further need for Messrs.
‘Chestnut and Edgecombe to remain in
St. John.

John Scott Back on Stand,

John Scott was then recalled and was
& had' { examined by Mr. Carvell,
obtained i charter to build a road could @Q~Did you make or lose money by

{not ‘build the road. but a construction|this contract?

company ‘had to be formed for the pur-| A-~—Lose. ,

pose.: | : ¥ Q.j-g—Are you able to pay your debts
Com. Fisher wanted to know why,|in full?

but witness counld not say. : :

+ Mr, Carvell-asked who told him that. Teeds who thought it was not nec

;| Witness did not know but it might have fo g0 into the personal affairs of

“ certain

‘Hon. Wm. Pugsley.

Frederic e was a- director, Mr,
Gould was the president, S. B, Morse the
secretary but be did not know who ‘was

| the treasurer. ‘‘pever seen.
eri or m " A~He may have meéntioned A. R. he could make an affidavit that he had
| Gould. Rip

C. |efforts to find some one to build

A P, E '
A —Not that I know of; net in'my

e

Q—You have 'seen’ himin Frederic-
ton? & %
U A~Yes, d

Q~—Do you know if ‘A R. Gould re-
ceives a salary from the company?

A —Not that I know of.

the money

ﬂwm; they have everything. .
* Mr. Carvell pointed out' that this was
'} ' Mr. Guthrie said the money was sent
{ by the Trust Company to the office of
the rallway company in New York until
time ago after which it went
the construction company

- you see Mr. McLeod again?}.

if he had received it and| thing was turned over to the construc-
and that it came in at a|tion company. . AT

P : Witness identified contracts as made

by the  rallway company for the ron-

struction of the road but could not' ex-

. .plain why the company ¢ould not pro~

5 _ceed without the intervention of the con-

‘to us on the| struction company. =~ ¢ " :

$We got it but it was tak-| The court adjourned “for lunch at'1

- .

C. Fred. Chestnut was“on the stand
'when the commisgion résamed for the
session. - To Mr. Carvell he

%!

about $113,000

el for the company

~the ‘member of the board of
arbitrators on right-of-war cases. . .
4 ~‘Mr. Guthrie asked Mr, @hestnut to
an amended .form; . I pro-igive a ‘history of his connection with
- Hibbard  he sent it|the road, dnd of the promotion of the

Wlme.ss;ndd_( that in 1909 he/

“ | other directors to come.

colm wanted to build thé road and

AR G B ot _ {witness. <A long argument ensued in
been at Mr. Gould told him t:g,t :;:l ::‘o wehich Mr. Carvell contended that any

b 5t eaded o Sl that guestion of money owing to the sub-
mpanies were feontraictors or debts to the men who

were on t{l}i‘t job came within the act
original = compan passed in the last session of the legis-
road, e, _ oM lature providing for the assumption of
the gentlemen who were mem- | those debts by the government of the
province.
“Com. Fisher—Are there any amounts
theld back from your account on the
progress estimates? Under some of the
<1 R g | progress estimates there was 10 per cent.
. Q~—Tell us about that. 5 held over and I want to know if the
' A—~After the go menit aid was ars tailway company are indebted to him
ranged T spoke to ME. Pugsiey ‘and he|foF the amount, :
$aid it wis quite feasible and that if we| Witness then stated in 2 lengthy
could not find some one that he could|2nswer that he had not made the
get a contractor % 2 which had been peferred to by Mr. Car-

» Q~-Did he mention n;mu? u @ . lyell in the morming and he added that

made 20 charge against Hon. H. F. Mc-

Q~Mr, Thomas ‘Malcolm? Leod. As to Mr, Dugal, he would not

“ A—No. o ; P aow him if he saw him in court. Iln
—Do ", . i imatter of the contract he said they
e iy e M d Hon, H. F. McLeod to stand
them, and he had been given to

he wrote to Mr. H v .
r. Hasen offering bl understand at the time the contract was

v A—~Yes,

Q-—Was it not after the legislation Made thar it would be so in case of

went through the parliament that difficulties with the enginéers, Mr. Mc-
you had thga 'ctg:vfe.;‘;:;idonp ISRt that 304 had told him, “1 am the provincil
A~—~Yes. ‘v lgecretary and the only man who can

- Q—Did the ¢ iy make = lgign the bonds” But every estimate
- e compeily make &u¥ other|incs was put in was “killed down.” He
rogd? g Sithen gave an instance of November,
A~Not that T know of. = . ' = 1912, wher the figures were made out to
Q—Di Skl g show that only two and four-fifths of a
aﬂgnri— ottt e opany have sy BEgO-|vard o day had been done. He took
A~—No, - ; i ~ ‘Ithat matter before the premier and
 Q—A . M others of the party and pointed out that
eb?dﬁedndhism(;:frt:% Mhﬁ:inld he had not been properly treated. He
his_negotiations Witi; the govern ““th protested that he had never made the
and did so? s x €8t | alleged statement about Mr. McLeod. On
A.—~Yes, 2 L e Aug. 16, 1918, Mr. McLeod endorsed a
—Did 4 i Inote for $500 until the 25th, the same
me?ms who zvo:n:ot: b:éa‘&’;, m,"’ month, and then refused to do so fur-
“A—I ‘was told ‘that Mr. Lﬁm had ther. Witness then got the money from

ns, : i :ti;) brother. “But we were only paid
e s 000 out of $112,000, The ten per
?\r—ll)‘;\::: :tt)itun‘:ueuéeh"mz B CEII,t‘ has been held back and the force
. Q~—Would yon be surprised i.:a Yoo account also, although it was passed by
that even Mr. Lisman’s mvdm‘ .;3 the engineers and approved by Ross

‘hotel expenses been charged up Thompson. Then it was that we could
< ? have(v dl S BP 0 inot pay our bills because we could not

get the money. I want it to be clear

¢ that I made no charge about Hon. H
o the man. who- affcred ;. to F. Meleod at all. Yet he said that

take care of the second n
for 810,000 5 miler - orieage bonds | yag 5 cur and all that, and I think

A.—That is my information.

The minute -bodk of: the St. John &
‘Quebec Railway Company was produced
-and identified by the witness. ;

Q—Has it been the custom from the
beginning to have the minutes typewrit-
ten and then. pasted in the book in-this!| i g7

way?
Ay__.Yes’ as fee a1 kﬁ&w A.—About $7,000 or $8,000.

T have been enough to pay our bills.
+-B, Edgecombe, Com. Fisher—If you got t

F. B. Bdgecombe, called and sworn, the $8,000, it would have paid

was_ eéxamined b, X A.—Yes. )
Q.~—Where do ;og'[ :ﬂic‘:‘:l;wn" Mr, Teed remarked that the wit

A .—Fredericton, |amlde it very plain that if the
.“Q—You are a merchar ue to him were paid everythin
A1 am, o be all right. There could the
Q~You are a stockhold ... lquestion of the division of fund
tor of the St Jonn and gu:::c‘dﬁﬁ_ Mr. Carvell (to. witness)—I
way Company? ’ come back to Aug. 16 when )
A~Yes him what did you ask him?

My 'T'§{°W long have you. heen a stock- | McLeod’s Endorsement.
"A—Sinee the early part of this A—T1 asked Hon. H. F. }

O e e md{’ s wil holds |endorse the $500 bill. I cou

: ifty. shares. the Hibbard paper through the

" Q.~—~That would be $5,000? I tried several. On a previous 0CCis
3.‘—'Yes. fihad t(; g0 $;0 Mr. MclLeod

—Did you pay any m orsed  for 000 and saved t

¢ Sdnten Sl Raapedy tion for us, and I took the bi
Q—From what source did «- | Bank of Montreal and I pa

the ‘shares? PN dtnan count myself. In August I wishe
A1 was asked to Lucome director|sn endorsement for $500 and I

on account of the convenience.. Meet- lutely refused .to do it. He se

out that the railway people 2
apart from the ten per cent. withhe
AT think that will .be satis

arranged. by the.engineer.
Mr. Carvell-How much do you

ings were sometimes held at Fredericton|could not do i It laid th

and it was not convenlent to get the night as I dare not go back
as the men might strike.
Q—Who asked you? I said to him: *“I have done
A~A. R. Gould. y now do yours.” Then I 1
Q—And who assigned the stock to|money from my brother V

| your ~ Scott, and went back and fi

oR L A :
%l A—Mr. Gould brought the stock to Answering T, J. Carte

said that he was forty-four

me. ety
£} Q~—Was it treasury stoek or stock,and had been connected

&l held by Mr. Gonld? -

7 | pany

; businesses in his time. Co
;. Ai—l.could not say. . i road matters he said that h
* @~~You did not know whether the| Hon. H. F. McLeod rather t!
stock ‘was paid for or hot? contractors to secure his
A~~I could not say. was frequently in convers
3 That is whether any of the funds| H. F. McLeod, but he did not
ally went into the coffers of the com-| the other contractors did. H
s . details ‘of the repayments
1. could not sav. ments of interests on the
QDo you kbow who was the treas- | ranged in sums of from $5
urer of the company?

A:—:-I‘Alo,‘l have .only attended twf or

¢ a
ontinued from precedi
sm(g?fziﬂcrences in the amy(
arded as for legal work dol
fr Mecleod had endorsed £
hiltll and one or two for
Kclly—thc last after the
the one mentioned. He ad
had reason to believe that
have got the work if he
ough Hon. Mr. Mg
cross examination produced
ing interlude.

Q- Mr. Carter: Were ¥
pelled to Jéave the Scott L
pany - because the Bank of
accused you of' misrepresel]

A—False as hell. Your
as as hell.

~iNow, that won’t hel

A—1 don’t want it to.

Q—Why did you leave

A—In the financial crisi
were not able to raise the
the Bank of Nova Scotia.

Q.—Why did you leave?

A—For the protection of
1f you wish me to explain
it from A to Z. 1 didn’t §
chair to state what I didn’f

Q.—But didn’t the bank
misrepresentation?

A —1 gimply state it is 8

Q.—Did the bank insist @
out? 3

A~—No.

Q.—Did the bank take o
ber lands and sell to Frasq
the bank or your brother?

A It was on August 16
went out of the Scott Lum
and. they . transferred ce
for me and I paid the mone
of Nova Scotia, and their
show it.

The chairman: I think
far-enough in this directio

Witness: And I think §

Later Mr. Carter asked
not suing the Hibbard peg

A.—1 suppose so.

Q.—Who are the other J
contract?

A~—The St. John & Q
Company. We are relying
gineers.

i—I8 mot your contrac
the Hibbard Company?

A —No, with the St. Jo
Railway Company.

Q~—1Is not your contrg
Hibbard Company?

A~—If they had an eng
Q—Did you not do yo
the conmtract with the H

pany?

A~—We did the work b
the St. John & Quebec R

Q~—Did yoy have a con
St. John and Quebec Railw

A —1It was verbal one.
Jetter here acknowledging,
ing if you want it.

Q—Will you swear you

AT will swear.

Q-—Separate from the
the St. John & Quebec §
pany? -

A ~—With Mr. Rose T

Q-—When was it made

‘A—1In the spring of 19

Q.—The same time that
der eontract with the
pany?

A~—Yes.

@ —Then you hed a
both for the same work?

A —~No, I did not say

Q. —What was your con
St. John ‘& Quebec Comy

A== Pelivery -of ‘concrety

Q:—¥ou: were friendly
Hon. H. F. MclLeod to g
work?

A —Why was 1 not?

On McLeod’s Side.

Q.—You went on until {
by-election?

A~—No, sir. Iram on
with him now only it is
me a cur and what not,

The chairman—Do_you
sary to go into this?

M2 Carter said it w4
veracity of the witness &
ask whether the witness
ported his brother at thel
Mr. McLeod favored the)
Guthrie?

Witness denied thai @
feeling and said that hg
Flemming and said thaf
had been tampered with g
ment was made for hin
Gould ‘at the Victoria ho

“In the morning when
city,” went on the witnes
paid his'hotel bill and w)
out seeing me. I went t4
ming in his bedroom,
and I said to him: ‘It Id
insult to injury” He
wrote a telegram to

i Fredericton. 1. went on
my card to Mr. Gould.
that he would see me in
but it was 11 o'clock at
came down. I met hin
the hall and said: ‘I v
not to have seen you i
morning about that maf
way when Mr. Flemmin,
have talked it over’
has Flemming got to do
I replied, “Well, he is
provinee,’ and I said ‘Mr
not satisfied, with the 4
past months signed by 1
other engineers, and feel
monkeyed with,’ and he
Pilhien he said, ‘Tt has no
consent” And I said, ¢
I am getting to.’ After
members of the legislat
it is like the story of
Crows, it grew and grey
the charge began.

Mr. Carvell—On Aug
MeLeod. did you service
. Witness (reading £

Aug. 22, H. F. McLeg
and help.”

Q~—He did you servig
him?

A-—Yes, that is the

~He endorsed a
Scott and Kelly.. Did y
fok&ssistam‘e ?

—$0
Paid back and for int
service?

A.—Yes,

At the conclusion 0
evidence the Royal Co
until 10 o'clock thi

MORNING S|
Thu
Ernest L. Kelly was
In the morning. Exami
vell, he said he was
John S Scott on a o
Hibbard Company on
WAy
Mr. Scott and T look
of the work we wante
announced in the pap
}]he_« contract, but late
ad  been given to §
Went to Mr. McLeod’s




