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to' New DBrunswick concerne; but
let us examine the most important
part of that letter and what do we find ?
“The exact price we can qiote you for
any particolar strocture wiil depand on
the deeign of ¢pan and on its length and
capacity and resulting weight, the
_shorter and lighter span being the more
expensive, the onger and heavier spans
the cheaper, but our price is vot likely
in any case to be below or over the
figures named above.
us fall particalars of any work that may
be cflaring we will make a carefal eeti-
mate of the same and will name yon a
definite price for the metal work.” Here
you will see that the Dominion Bridge
Company did not commit themselves to

&ny price. :
Domipion Company Gives No Price.

When they would have adefinite plan
before them they would be prepared to
name & definite price for the metal
work; but we have had an ex-
perience with the Dominion Com-
peny, which concern, as I have
gtated, built the Baseex and Balistury
bridges, cherging the government of
this province at the rate of 6 cants per
pounda in one cate, and at the rate of 7
centa per ponnd in the other case, or an
average of 6} cents per pound, which
yate the oppueition pap-rs now condemn
the government for paying to keep the
work within our own province. Apl
stated on snother occasion, there are
bridges and bridges, as there are shop
made goods and custom made goods.

The esme law that applies ¢to
the oclothing business, the farniture
business, the boot and shoe

trade, the printing business, or any one
of @ hundred other businesses, applies
equslly to the building of steel and iron
bridges. If you want & cheap made
bridge, made from the plane of the com-
pany and not from plane furnisned by
the government,you can get it, a8 I have
already stated, at a lower price than we
have n psying, but 1 defy the op-
ppeition to produce two competent
engineers, either belonging to this
province or to any other province, to say
that our home made bridges are not
" worth more than 50 per cent—7yes, more

than 100 ror cent—more than the
- Hampton, Salisbury or Sussex bridges,
which were built by the Upper Cana-
dian covcerns at prices a little hizher
then the bridges produced by the New
Brunswick firms.

Juset'‘fied by the Moncton Times.

Althoungh the Moncton Timee, like the
St John Ban, is a bitter opponent cf our
government, it ies fair enmough to say
that “Mr Suomper wés not slow to see
and was fair enongh to acknowledge that
the question before the legislatnre and
the people was not the amoant of Rscord
stock ld by the premier’s wife
or any of his relatives or
supporters. The remarks of the opposi-
tion member for Westmoriand in regard
to thie Record Company’s stock held by
members of the premier's family are
creditable to him, and it is a pity that
Mr. Exnmerson’s supporters are not
equaliy fair in their references to Con-
servatives holding etock in the ame con-
cern.” 1 may pay that if any paper
sapporting the government made unfair
references to Senator Wood or any other
leading stockholder of the Rscord Foun-
dry and Machine Co. who are opposed to
the govarnment, they did so without
any suggestion from me. I donot koow
that they made any such referencer,ard
1 think that any allasione made by pa-
pers friendiy to the government to Sena-
tor Wood, or other opponents of the
government who are stockholders in the
Record foundry, were made more with a
view of showing that from a political
standpoint the government could have
no object in patronizing the Record
foundry, rather than with a view of
making sny unfriendly references t)
these gentlemen

Iathe conetruction of the Hampton,
Smesex and BSalisbury bridges by the
upper province concerne, the companies
farnishing their own plans, they were
enabled to supply bridges from such
material as was most convenient f.r
them to use, even if it fell farshort of
the required strength. There beicg no
inspecior, it was impossible to ascertain
whether the bridge was being built up
to its required ebrength. When the
Woodstock bridge was being constructed

It you will send po

for the government a competent engi-
neer in the person of My, Wetmors pre-
pared the plans.

The W oodstock Bridge.

The bridze was erected under tender
by the Canadian Bridge and Iron com-
Company, managed by Mr F E Came,
wLo had imllt the Hampton bridge. The
contract price of the Woodstock bridge,
1 am willing to admit, was a little 1 -es per
und thun the price paid for bridges cone
ptructed since by New Bramuoewick con-
cerns, but, fortunately, we are in posses-
sion of Iinformation which leaves mno
donbt that the company expected that
there would not be a close inspection of
the work, and that the company wounld
not be reqiired to furnish the excelient
job that tney were requirad to perform.
Soon after the publication in the o posi-
tton papers of these “siartling exposurce”
Mr. C. W. Robineon,one of the repre-
gentatives from Westmorland conaty,
wrote to the secretary-treasurer of the
Capnadian Iron & Bridge company, with
respect to the cost of the Woodstock

bridge.
Lost on the Oontract.

Here ia a copy of the reply received

by Mr. Robineon:—

C. W. Robinson, E=q., .
Moncton, New Brunswick.

Dear 8ir~1 am in receipt of your favor of
the 16th 1nstant and in reply would say that
the tanadian Bridge and lron Company
made a loss of some $4,000 or $5,000 vpon the

. Woodstock bridge contract, whereas at our

contr ¢t price we should have mide about
$4.000. The cause of our Joss was the deter-
mination of the government engincer to
make ur carry out the specification to the
letier. By this I do not mean that we
figured on turnirg out bad work. but_ we
ceriainly did figunie on som® leeway. Yon
msy not be aware that the bridge builders
were for & time entire 'y at the mercy of the
European manufacturers. No deliveries
were guaranteed, and the bridge builder had
to take whatever sections of iron and steel
the mills were turning out. Bridzeengineers
unuderstood this, and oconsequentiy al-
lowed the builders to make changes in
plans, providing, of course, for sectious "ot
equal strength to those specified Mr, Wet-
more, however, would not allow us to make
any charges and we had 10 buy in the United
States at a very high pri ¢ much of the ma-
terial for the Woosstock bridge because we
could not get in Kurope the exact sections
required by him Someiime ago I wrote to
the late soperintendant o* the Bridge Com-
fany on this very sutjsct,and his reply,which

enclose, will give you some idea of the cost
of manujacture in the shop. [ remember
the shop cost of the bridge in question ex-
ceeded the estimated oot by 30 per cert, and
this was due to cur being at the
mercy of the inspector, who we unde- -
sto d bad strict orders trom the eng'neer
a8 10 his method of inspection. Our erection
foreman also complained about the expenss
theinspector puthim to We built a great
many b idges for the rova Scotia govern-
ment, and I should say the statement of Mr.
Ross re cost is correct, The Nova Scotia
ghrvernment engineer made a very careful
examination ot all our work before giving us
estimates, and got good bridges, but he did
not insist on inspec:ion of all material, ac-
cepting the names of the rolling mills and
the r own tes's as guarantees of the quality
of the material; nor did he wecerry our shop
superintendent by having his bridges
handled several times over for inspection,
and consequently got good bridges at a ouca
lower price than any bridge buiit for Mr,
Wetmore would cost,

Yours truly.
(8gd) R. FITZGIBBON,

P O Box 128, Monireal, Nov 19, 18s8.

* The enclosure referred to above by
Mr Fitzzibbon is as follows:—

Robert Fitzgibbon, Esq, City:—

Dear8ir—In reference to your letter con-
cerning the Woodstock bridge, I would say
the shop cost, owing to inspec ion and intri-
cate detall, was aiL least Lwice as great as
toat for such bridges as we had built for the
Nova Bcotia government. I do not know
anything abount cost ot material and erection
expenses, but 1he erection expenses must
certainiy be very largely inocreased owing Lo
these same details, The inspecLor was a
puisance, making us cousiantly rebandle
material for his inspection, besides insisting
on all sorts of extra work. Thedetalls them-
selves were the most expensive of an ythlnf
1 ever handird in bridge work, although
have been working for the Dom'nicn Bridge
Company and ouvners for the last itweniy

Years,
Yours truly
ILLIAM RoOSS.

ggd.)

151898011&“!0 street, Montreal, October 28,
In these two letters we have the key

note to how at least one of the upper

province concerns, expscted to make

money by taking work at a lower rate

thaa New Brunawick concerns could

honestly do the work for.
Looked for “a Littls Leeway."

The compsany expected to make
money by getting a little “leeway.” In
other words, by being permitted to
slight the work. That ie the whole story

in & nutebe'l, and I think it is highly
creditable to the officers in our depart-
ment that the COmpAnYy Was not permit-
ted to get the “leeway’’ expected.

I have been farnieshed with a list of
bridge companies that have gone out of
business during the lastfew years, and
the statement is made that they were
forced to suspend operatione because of
not being able to compete with the
Diminion Bridge Company. Thie list is
a8 followe: The Canadian Bridge and
Iron Co, Montreal; A. Roerean, Mon-
trea’; A, Dounaldson, Montrea'; Roysal
Bridge and Iron Co, Montreal; Central
Bridge Workse, Peterboro,

This government will see to it that no
firme, whether they belong within or
without the province, ehall be permitted
to charge an exceesive rate for the erec-
tion of permanent bridges, buti am pre-
pared to say here tonight that it is not
the government’s desire or intention
that New Brunewick concerns that are
williog to farnish a gond sartic'e ata
reasonabl> rate shall euffer by too close
competition with upper province con.
cerne, whose methodes in the past have
not given satisfaction.

This then is our defencsa sgainet the
g0 crlled “etartling exposures’” of the
oppoeition in econnection with the erece
tion of permanent bridgesa. We believa
ihat our conduct will etand the light of
day; that the people of New Bruanawick
will spprove of our courese in erectng
permaneut bridges that are parmanent
in reality rather than & pretsnce, and
that we will be always unpheld in a de-

termination to expend &8 mneh of our q

money within the limits of our own pro-
vinece as is coneistent with fair prices and
excellence of workmanship.

Every bridge to which a double price
hag been alleged by our opponents was
constructed before last year. The bills,
therefore, whether right or excesaive,
weru placed before the public accounts
con m t'ee, om which both the opposition
and the goveroment were represented;
yet, with the exception of the insinua.
tions of Mr Pinder, no voice had been
raised in the legisiatare in condemns-
tion of whatit is now hysterically alleged
are doubvle-priced bridges. It the gnvern-
ment paid this double price in 189} the
fact must have come, in the regular
courae of things, to the knowledge of the
legislaturé that met in the following
year, and so0 on with each and
every bridge bulilt year aftar year. The
act was this double-priced

Brdge Charge Wae a Campsign
Document

intended to suddenly lead the electorate
to believe that a great wrong had been
committed by the chief commissioner
and his department. As I have stated,
charges have been insinuated during
the past :everal years by the hon. mem-
ber for York (Pinder) against my depart-
ment, yet the public acconnts committee
on which, as I have said, there are mem-
bere of the opposition as well as govern-
ment supporters, have pever been able
to discover any wrong doing on the part
of the department, or any ove connected
with the same. The public accounts
committee have not always been able
to approve of every action of the govern-
meat, but they have never hesitated to
meke favorable reports with respect to
the public accounnts of the province. The
pablic acconuts committee ol 1897 was
composed of Messrs. Killam, Dibblee,
Mott, Osman, Tweedie, Pinder and SBum-
ner Their report, submitted to the
legislatare jast before the close of the
gegrion of 1897, wae se f)llows and the
Lepoxt was accepted and adopted by the
ouse:—

“Committee Room, House of Assembly,
13th March, 1897,

“The committee to whom are referred
the public accounts, together with the
suditor general’s report thereou for the
fiscal year ending 313: October, 1896, beg
to rep.rt that your committee, pursunant
to the reference made by the houseto
them by order of G:h of February lact
past, bave carefolly investigated the
various items ss set forth in the auditor
gensral’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, and efier a
searching investigation to the best of
your committee’s ability found all the
items ag set forth in the eaid report cor-
rect. -
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‘ The chief commissioner and My, Whu-
elow, chief clerk in the board of wo:ke
department, being called from $irus jo
time to ex ol sin variouve iteme of expey- -
ditare in that department, did so to opr
full satisfaction, as did also ths provin- -
cial secretary and eurveyor general, #9
to iteme within the scope of their re-
spective’departmentes.

“Yoar committee beg aleo to report $hat
on the 6th of March, instant, some lisvos
of expenditure so presented 1n the pubjic

accounts referred to were questioned, '

thongh fully explained by the ohief
commissioner, re Young’s bridge, B..
George bridge, and Digidegnash bridge,
in the county of Charlotte, and the Nare-
{r{io bridge, in the county of King's.
ssolution moved by Mr, Somner, &
member of the commitiee, asking for
anthority to eend for persone and papgra *
and examine witnessee noder oath, wan
pussed and concurred in by the housu,
and Meesrs, Somper and Pinder were
repeatedly requested to furnish. tbe

names of witnesges, bui-they reglectecd

to do sountil thise morning at 2 o’clock,
when your committee, being them in
sersion, they were sgain regnested to
farnish the said rames. NMr Boamgnex
did then band inthe namesof two wii-
negeer, Colin Btewart and Angus Fisher, ’
of Bt. George, Charlotte county, when
puby @ a8 were at once madeontanddnly
eigred and delivered to Mr Bomney b»
the chairman. Within a few minntes
after My, Bomner retarned and with-
drew the names of the witneeses, stating ’
tbti\t he wounld not proceed with Shg In--
airy. L
“Farther, your commliitee report thes
onthe 9:h day of ‘March, lostant, Hke"
authority and concurrence of the houpe
was sought and obtained on motlea of
Mr Pinder, a memter ci tbe eaid corm-
nittee, to eend for persons ang papers’
and examine witnespes under oath yeds.
tive to an expenditure by the depars-”
ment of public works appesring in the-
public sccounts of 1896 on Cocsgne
bridge, in the county of Kent, .The
names of James Barnee, M P P’; Inspes-
tor McGrath, Alfred Haipes, John I¥
Gogaio, Richard Buargeole and Chayles’
Lucas, were submitted bty bLim ag wis’
uesses, along with the eaid resolutiqow,

“The said witneseer ‘were duly eura-.
mored, and the paid investigation com-.
menced on same dsy, nawely NMarch
9tb, when Mr Barree and Mr Hainesz,
who had charge of the Cocalgne Bridge
repaire, were examined on cath, and 1he.
committee &dj urned iuy further. gvi-
dence,’ .

“The other witnessee peing produvesd
your committee met sgain oa the Ifwk
and 12th inst, continving the latie: gene
eion until sarly thie morning, when il
perecns tendered for examinstion
were fally examined upon oOAth
in regard theretc a8 waa also
the chief commies'oner and Mr Wipe.'
low, the clerk of the board ol works o¥-
fice, on all matters in question,

“A stenographer pveipg in attendsnee
throughout takirg the evid¢nce, 8 copy
of said evidence it bherewith submiticd,
marked “A.” '

“With reference ic tve invegtigation ot
the expenditure on said Cocagne Gldge
yoar committee, aftey sflording dmple-
time for all persone tc e heard, sand on.
consideration of the evidence, ind thas
no wrongfal act on the pars of sny pev-
son connected therewith has beem
shown, and the accounts ol the sald ex-
penditure, as produced from the depars-
ment of public works, are correct. .

“Your committee farther find that the,
conrse pursued by the Jepartment in
providing materiale snd dolog the work
in eonnection with rebuilding and re-
pairing the Cocagne vridge, conaldering
the natare of the wort and the extent.
thereof, was correct.”

Now then, if anything wiong with
raspect to the prices paid for permanens
bridges bad been diseoverad afier the
session of 1897 wounld it not be ressons.
able to pappose that the pnbhile gccoonts
committee of last year would likely have
made some reference to thie matter in
their report? That committee was com-
poeed of Mesers. ¥ ywiey, DDibblee, Ronin-
sop, Osman, Tweedie, Y.nder and Bom-
ner. Their report wae submitied the
day before the prorogation of the hounse
and, ae the report printed in the journais
of the house of sssembly will ehow, wae,
in the worda of the repcrt itself :



