
to New Brunewick concerns; but 
let us examine the most important 
part of that letter and what do we find ? 
“I'he exact price we can qiote you for 
s&ny particular etracture wiil depsnd on 
the deeign of ¢pan and on its length and 
capacity and resulting weight, the 
shorter and lighter epaa being the more 
expensive, the onger and heavier spans 
the cheaper, but our prica is oot likely 
in apy case to be below or over tne 
figures namad above. If you will send 
ue foll part.culars of any work that may 
be cfl:ring we will make a carefn] eet!- 
mate of the same and will name yon a 
definite price for the metal work.” Hers 
you will see that the Dominion Bridge 
Company did not commit themselves to 
ny price. 

Dominion Company Gives No Price. 

When they would have adsfinite plan 
before them they would be prepared to 
name 8 definite price for the mstal 
work; but we have had an ex. 
perience with the Deminion Com- 
pany, which concern, a8 1 have 
etated, built the Bsssex and Balistury 
bridges, chargicg the goveruoment of 
this province at the rate of 6 cante per 
pound in one case, and st the rate of 7 
cents per ponnd in the other case, or en 
average of €) centa per pound, which 

. rate the opposition pap-re now condemn 
tbe government for paying to keep the 
work within our own province. Api 
etated on snother occasion, there are 
bridges and bridges, a8 tuere are shop 
made goods end cusiom made goods. 
The same law that applies to 
the clothing buosinees, the furniture 
basiness, the boot and shoe 
trade, the printing businees, cr any one 
of & haandred other businesses, applies 
€qnsally to the buildirg of steel and iron 
bridges. Ii you want & cheap made 
bridge, made from the plana of the com- 
pany and pot from plans furnisned by 
the government, you can get it, as I have 
already stated, at a lower price than we 
have been paying, bat 1 dely the op- 
ppeition {to produce two competent 
epgineers, either belopging to this 
province or to any otner province, to eay 
that our home made bridges are rot 
worth more than 50 per cent—yeg, more 
than 100 per cent—more than the 
Hampton, Salisbury or Suvasex bridges, 
which were built by the Upper Cana. 
dian copgerns at prices 8 little hizher 
than the bridges produced by the New 
Brunswick firms, : 

Just'fled by the Moreton Times. 

Although the Moncton Times, like the 
$t John San, ie a bitter opponent cf onr 
government, it is fair emomgh to say 
that “Mr Somnper was bpct slow to tee 
and wag fair enongh to acknowledge that 
the question before the legislature and 
the pecple wae not the amount of R:cord 
stock held by tbe premiers wife 
or any of bis relatives or 
supporters, The remarks of tha opposl- 
tion m«mber for Westmorland in regard 
to the Eecord Company's etoeck held by 
members of the premier’s family are 
creditable to him, and it is a pity thay 
Mr. Evnmerson’s supporters «ra not 
equally fair in their relerences to Con- 
eervatives holding stock in tLe came con- 
eern.” 1 may eay that i! any paper 
pupporiing the government made unfair 
references to Senator Wood or any other 
ieading etock holder of the Racord Foun- 
dry and Machine Ce, whe are opposed to 
the government, they did so withont 
any suggestivn from me. I donot koow 
toat they made any such references,acd 
i think that any allagions made by pa- 
pers friendly to the government to Sena- 
jor Wood, or other opponents of the 
government who are gtockholders in the 
Record foundry, were made more with a 
view of showing that from a political 

standpoint the government could have 
2o objact in patronizing the Record 
foundry, rather than with a view of 
makirg any unfriendly references t) 
these gentlemen 
Inthe construction of the Hampton, 

Busgex and Balisbury bridges by the 
npper province concerne, the companies 
farniehing their own plans, they were 
enabled to eupply bridges from such 
material as was moet convenient f.r 
them to use, even if it fell farehort of 
the required strength. There beirg no 
inspector, it was impossible to ascertain 
whether the bridge was being built up 
to ite required etrength, When the 
Woodstock bridge was being constructed 

goperintendent 

for the government a compsatent engi- 
neer in the person of Mr, Wetmcra pre- 
pared the plane. 

The Woodstock Bridge. 

The bridze was erected under tender 
by the Canadign Bridge and 1-0n com- 
Company, mansged by Mr F E Came, 
wbLo had bailt the Hampton bridge. The 
contract price of the Woodstock bridge, 
I am willing to ad mt, was a little 1 -ga per 
pound thun the price paid for bridges cone 
structed since by Nsw Braonswick con- 
cerne, bat, fortunatsly, we are in pozses- 
sion of information which leaves no 
doubi that the company expected that 
there wonld not be a close inspection of 
the work, and that the comrany wonld 
not be required to furnish the excel'ent 
job that tney were reqnired to perform. 
Boon after the publication in the o poei- 
tion papers of these “s'artling exposures” 
Mr. C. W, Robinson,one of the repre. 
gentatives from Westmorland county, 
wrote to the secretary-treasaurer of the 
Csrad ian Iron & Bridge company, with 
reepect to the cost of the Woodstock 
bridge. 

Lost on the Contract. 

Here Is a copy of the reply received 
by Mr. Robinson: — 

C. W. Robinson, Es&q., 
Moneoton, New Brunswick. 

Dear Sir,~I am in receipt cf your favor of 
the 16th instant and in reply would say that 
the Canadian Bridge and lrou Company 
mare a 108s of some $4,000 or $5,000 upon tha 
Woodstock bridge contract, whereas at our 
contr .ct price we should have made about 
$4000. The cause of our loss was ths deter- 
mination of the government engincer to 
make us carry out the specification to the 
Jetter. By this 1 do not mean that we 
figured on turnirg cut bad work, but we 
certainly did figuie on som9® leeway. You 
may not be aware that the bridge builders 
were for & time entire. y at the morcy of the 
European manufacturers. No deliveries 
were guaranteed, and the bridge builder had 
to take whatever sections of iron and stesl 
the miils were turning out. Bridgeengineers3 
understood this, and consequentiy al- 
lowed the bu'lders to make changes in 
plans, providing, of course, for sectiovs "of 
equal strength to those specified Mr. Wet- 
more, however, would not allow us to make 
any charges and wehad 10 buy in the United 
States at a very high pri e much of the ma- 
terial for the Woodstock bridge because wa 
could not get in Europe the exact sections 
required by him Sometime ago I wrote to 
the late superiutendant of the Bridgs Com- 
poy on this very sutjact, and his reply, which 
enclose, will give you some idea of the cost 

of manufacture in ithe shop. [ remember 
the shop cost of the bridge in question ex- 
ceeded tne estimated cot by 30 per cent, and 
this was due to cur being at the 
mercy of the inspector, who we unde - 
810 d had strict orders from the engineer 
&s to his methed of inspeetion, Qur erogtion 
foreman also évmplained about the expensa 
theinspector puthim to We built a great 
many b idges for the pr ova Scotia govern- 
ment, and I should say toe statement of Mr. 
Ross re cost is correct, The Nova Scolla 
government engineer made a very careful 
examination of all our work before giving us 
estimates, and got good bridges, but he did 
not insist on insgec ion of all material, ac- 
cepling the names of the rolling mills and 
the r own tes's as guarantees of the quality 
of the material; nor did be worry our shop 

by having his bridges 
nana'ad several times over for inspection, 
aud consequently got good bridges at a roucn 
lower price than eny bridge built for Mr, 
Wetmore would cost, 

Yours truly. 
(Sgd) R. FiTzGIBBON, 

P O Box 428, Montreal, Nov 19, 1855. 

~The enclosure referred to above by 
Mr Fitzgibbon is a8 Dllows:— 

Robert Fitzgibbon, Esq, City:— 

Dearfir—In reference to your letier con- 
cerning the Woodstock bridge, I would say 
ithe shop cost, owing to inspec ion and intri- 
cate detall. was at least lLwice as great as 
toat for such bridges as we had bulls for the 
Nova Ecotia goverument., I do not Know 
anything aboal cost of material and erection 
expenses, but ihe erection expenses must 
certainiy be very largely increased owing Lo 
these same detalis, The inspeclor was a 
puissance, making us coustantly rehandle 
material for his inspection, besides insisting 
on all sorts of extra work. Thedetalls inem- 
selves were the most expensive of anything 
1 ever handled in bridge work, although I 
have been working for the Dom nicn Bridge 
Company aod owners for the last twealy 
Years, 

1:86 Gatarlo 
1598, 

In these two letters we have the key 
note to how at least one of the npper 
province concerns, expected to make 
money by taking work at a lower rate 
thaa New Brupnawick concerns could 
honestly do the work for. 

Looked for ‘a Little Leaway.” 

The company expected to mike 
money by getting a little “leeway.” In 
other words, by being permitted to 
plight the work, That is the whole story 

Yours truly, 
WILLIAM ROSS, 

street, Montreal, October 28, 

in a notehe’'l, and I think it is highly 
creditable to the officers in cur depart- 
ment that the company was not permit- 
ted to get the “leeway” expectad, 

I have been farzished with a liat of 
bridge companies that have gore cnt of 
business du:ing the lastiew years, and 
the statement is made that they were 
forced to suspend operations becanas of 
not belong able to compete with the 
Dominion Bridge Company. This list ia 
a8 follows: Tre Canadian Bridge and 
Iron Co, Montreal; A. Risecean, Mon. 
trea’; 4. Donaldson, Montrea'; Royal 
Bridge and Iron Co, Montrea!; Central 
Bridge Works, Petsrboro. 
This government will see to it that no 

firme, whether they belosg within or 
without the province, shall ba permitted 
to charge an excessive rate for the erec- 
tion of permanent bridges, bull am pre- 
pared to say hera tonight that it is not 
the governmsat’s desire or iatention 
thet New Brunswick concerns that are 
williog to farmish a good srtic'e ata 
reasonabls rate shall suffar by too close 
competition with upper province con- 
corpg, whose methode in the past have 
not given satisfaction. 
This then is onr defenca sgsinst the 

eo celled “startiing exposures” of the 
opposition in connection wi'h the ercc- 
tion of permanent bridges. Wao believa 
iat our conduct will etaad the Light cf 
day; tnat the people of New Brunswick 
will approva of our course in erect ry 
permanent bridges that are permanent 
in reality rather than a pretence, and 
that we will be always upheld in a de- 
termination to expend as mneh of our 
money within the limits of onr own pra- 
vince as is coneistent with fair prices and 
excellence of workmanship, 
Every bridge to which a double prica 

has been alleged by our opponents was 
constructed before last year. Tha bills, 
therefore, whether right or excessiva, 
werv placed before the public accounts 
coax m tee, on which both tbe cppesiticn 
and the goverpment were represented; 
yet, with the exception of the insipma- 
tions of Mr Pinder, no voice had besa 
raised in the legiclatare in condemna- 
tion of whatitis now hysterically ailegad 
are dondle-priced bridges. I! the gavern- 
ment paid this doable price in 1894 the 
fact mna{ have come, in the regular 
course of thinge, to the knowledge of the 
legislature that met in the following 
year, and eo on with each end 
every bridge built year eftar year. The 
act was this doable-priced 

Bridge Charge Was a Campsign 

Document - 

intended to suddenly lead the electorata 
to believe that a great wrong had been 
committed by the chief commissioner 
and hia department. A3 I have stated, 
charges have been insinuated during 
the past :everal yeara by the hon. mam- 
ber for York (Pinder) againet my depart. 
ment, yet the public accoonts committee 
on whisk as I bave said, there are mem- 
hers of the opposition as well as govern- 
ment supporters, have never been able 
to discover any wrong doiog on the part 
o! the department, or any due connected 
with the same. The public accounts 
committee hava not alwam been able 
tc apptove of every action of the govern- 
ment, but they have never hesitated to 
make favorable reports with respect to 
the public acconnta of the province, The 
pablic acconata committes ol 1597 was 
composed of Measre. Killam, Dibbiee, 
Mott, Osman, Tweedie, Pinder and Sum- 
ner Their report, submitted to the 
legislature just betore the close of the 
gesvion of 1897, was as fillows and the 
report waa accepted and adopted by the 
house: — 
“Committee Room, House of Assembly, 

13:h March, 1897. 
“The committee to whom are referrsd 

the pablic acconnts, togetner with the 
anditor general’s report thereon for the 
fiscal ysar ending 311: October, 1596, beg 
to rep.rt that your committee, pursuant 
tJ the reference made by the homse to 
them by order of G:h of February last 
past, have carefaily investigated the 
various items as set forth in the amditor 
general’s report and the accounts re- 
ferred to therein. That your committee 
proceeded from page to page of the said 
report to the end thereof, ard sfier a 
searching investigation to the best of 
your committee's ability found all the 
items sa get forth in the seid report cor- 
rect. 

os 

‘ ne chief commissioner and Mz, Win- 
glow, chief clerk in the board of! wo ka 
department, baing called from timo to 
tice to explsin varicos items of expen- 
diture in that department, did so to ovr 
fall satisfaction, es did also thes proviz- 
cial secratarv and surveyor gereral, as 
to itema within the scope of their ze- 
gpecitve departments. 
“Yoar committes beg aleo to report thas 
on ths 6th of March, instant, some items 
of expeuditare 80 presented in the pablis 
accuants referred to were questioned, 
though fully explained by the chiat 
commissioner, ra Young’s bridge, Si. 
George bridge, and Digidegussh bridgs, 
in the couaty of Charlotte, and the Nars- 
pia bridge, in the county eof King's. 
Rassoiaiion moved by Mr, Sumner, a 
memoer of the commitice, asking for 
authority to send fur persons and papers 
end examine witneses noder oath, was 
passed and coacurred in by the honse, 
and Messrs, Scmner and Pinder wers 
repeatedly reqaested to tarnish she 
names of witnesses, but they veglecte 
to do eo until toia moranirg at 2 o'clock, 
when your committees, being then in 
geesion, they were sgain regneated se 
foraish the said names. Mr. Bumnar 
did then hand inthe namesof two wit- 
negees, Colin Siewart and Aogue Fisher. 
of Bt. Gscrge, Charicite county, when 
gaby 8s were at once made cutanddaiy 
eigred and celivered to Mr Samner bw 
the chairman. Within a few minntes 
after Mr Suomuer retarned and with. 
drew the names of the witnesses, stating 
po lie would not proceed wiih the im. 

“Farther, your committees report thas 
onthe 9ib day of Msarch, instant, Hie 
antbority and concarrence of the house 
was sought and obtained on motion of 
Mr Pinder, a memter of ihe said com 
n-itiee, to eend for peisons and pape:2 
and examine witnesses under oath reia- 
tive to an expenditure by ths depars- 
went cf public works appearing in ths 
pablic accouats of 1£56 om Cocagne 
bridge, in the county of Kent. The 
names of James Barnes, M P P; Inspee- 
tor McGrath, Alfred Haiupes, Jobn 2B 
Gogain, Richard Baorgeois and Charles 
Lucas, were enbmitted by him as wis- 
nesses, along with the said resolusicne, 
“The said witnesses were duly sam- 

mored, snd the said investigation com 
mspced on same dsy, namely March 
9.b, when Mr Barres sud Mr Haines, 
who had charge of toe Cocaigne Brides 
repairs, were examisasd on cath, aad tha 
S— edi arped for farther evi- 
ence, 7% = : 
“I'he other witnesses being prodsessd 

your committee met egain oa the 3i¢h - 
snd 12:h inst, continving the latter ees: 
tion until early this morning, when ail 
perscny fencered for examination 
were fally examioed wupen osin 
in regard thereto, a3 was aise 
ibe chief commics'oner sad Mr Wine. 
fow, the clerk of the board of works o2- 
fice, on all matiers in gnestion, 

“A gtenographer being in aftendanes 
throughout tekirg the evidence, a copy 
of said evidence is herewith gubmaijisd, 
marked “A” 
“With reference to the investigation or 

the expenditures op sald Cocagne bridge: 
yoar comm'ttse, after sidording ample 
time for all peisuns to be heard, and om 
consideration of the evidence, 8nd thas 
ro wrongfal act on the part of any par. 
son connected therewith has been 
shown, and tbe accounts of the sald ex- 
penditare, 83 produced from the dapasi~ 
ment of public works, are correct 

“Your committee farther find thai the 
courge puransed by the Jepariment im. 
providing materiais and doivg the work 
in connectiom with rebuilding apd re 
pairing the Cocsgne bridge, considering 
the patore of the work and the exisat 
thereof, was correct.” 
Now then, i! anythiog wrorg with 

ragpect to the prices paid for permanent. 
bridges ha? been discovered after ths 
peesion of 1397 would it not be reason- 
able to smppose that the pabliec accounts 
committee of last year would likely have 
made some reference to the matter in 
their report? That committee was com- 
posed of Messre. I ;wler, Dibblee, Ronin- 
pon, Osman, Tweedie, I'inder and Sam- 
per. Their report was submitted ths 
day before the prorogation of the housa 
and, a8 the report printed in the j mraals 
of the house of ageembiy will ehow, was, 
in the words of the repcrt iteell


