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ANSWERS T0 ENQUIRIES IN
THE PROVINCIAL LEGISLATURE

&lb “

No. 130— e T
HON. MR. STEW ART in
Mr. Michaud. :
1. Q. Has Michael Lay been employ-
ed as Supervisor on road work, Par-
i ~ + 9
ish of Gagetown, Queens Lonnu_.
(a) If so, how long was he acting as

reply to

supervisor?
(b) Is he
(¢) If not.
and for what cause?
(d) If dismissed, copy of correspond-
ence asked for re his dismissal. 2
A. Yes. (a) Until June 18th. (b) No.

employed at present?
when was he dismissed

(¢) Resigned. (d) Answered by (¢).
-
No. 131—

HON. MR. STEWART in reply to.

Michaud. !
M;.. Ql. How many cubic yards of stqne’
was crushed at Armstrong (‘rufhmg,
Plant under supervision of J. B. Chou- |
inard, St. Quentin, Restigouche?

A. Approximately 20.000 cu. yds. of,
gravel crushed in 1930 by Gampbellton-
S eonard Plant. t
Nt-'_’.LQ. How many cubic yards of\stone
were crushed at Campbellton L,mv‘el
pPit under supervision of Robert St.

Onge? &
A. Approximately 40,000 cu. yds.|
gravel crushed in 1930 by Cn,mpbellton-|
Crushing Plant. 1
- ——p— |
No. 133— !

HON. MR. STEWART in reply toL
Mr. Michaud. \

1. Q. Was Hugh Fletcher and team|
employed on roads with Norman Phil-
lips, Supervisor, Parish of Lincoln,
Sunbury Co., during August, 1929?

(a). If so, give dates and hours work-
ed for month?

A. Yes (a) 5th, Sth, 7th, Sth 26th,

98th, 29th. 30, 31st.—100 hours.

2. Q. Was Hedley Noble, laborer, em-
ployed with same supervisor in August,
1929? ¢

(a) I re dates and hours work-

ed forr
8th 19th,

5711
, 27th,

road from Douglas Harbour to Scotch
Town? )

A. No separate account kept of road
construction through Princess Park.
Road through Princess Park part of
secondary trunk road, Douglas Harbor
to Minto. Branch Road Douglas Har-
bour to Scoteh Town 3.0 miles long.

2. Q. Are these roads completed?

A, No.

3. Q. How much was paid Daniel
Palmer for pit for the Princess Park
Road?

A. No pit purchased from Daniel Pal-
mer.

4, Q. Was James Logan Supervisor,
Parish of Canning, Queens County, dis-
missed and if so give reason?

A. James Logan was replaced as
supervisor after he had left that dis-
trict.

No. 142—

HON. MR. STEWART in reply to |

Mr. Leger.

1. Q. Is the government aware that
a certain government owned truck
driven by Raymond Robichaud, of
Shippegan, was used on the day follow-
ing the last Federal election in general
parade between Shippegan and Cara-

No. 143—

HON. MR. STEWART in reply to
Mr. Dysart.

1. Q. What has been received by Gov-
ernment or Motor Carrier board from

wch of the several Buss Line owners
in province during fiscal year 1930?

Q. Enumerate each company separ-

ately?

1. A. Fundy Motor Lines, Ltd. $302.

. A. Newcombe,
press Co.

02

o=
a5

ste !
Adelard LevesQUe .i.«cvssssss
Pringle Ltd.,
& Humphrey

No. 136—

HON. MR. STEWART in reply to

Mr. Michaud.

for road work
payees from De-
Works or forward-
or

to payees, in a

practice general or
certain cases?

in cases.

t road supervisors or
District Engineers were cheques for-
warded during last fiscal year to be de-
livered to persons who had worked on
the roads?

A. L. P. Roy, L. L. Theriault & Stan-
ley Culigan, Road Supervisor.
were all.cheques not for-
direct from Department of
Public Works to payees?

A. In some districts, especially in the
French d i there are many peo-
ple of the same name with the ex-
cepiion of the middle initial. The De-
partment had considerable trouble on
account of cheques getting in the
hands of the wrong parties when mail-
ed direct and decided to have them
sent to Engineers to avoid this.

Engineers
only followed

A. Only in c
S Q. To “wl

B

S
t

72

No. 137—
HON. MR.
Mr.

STEWART in reply to
Savoie. |

11 P.

A. Report
eived $

STEWART in reply to

No. 132—
HON. MR.

Mr. Leger.
1. Q. Were Raymond Robichaud and

Theophile Mallet of Shippegan em-|
ployed and paid by the Department of
Public Works during the period extend-
ing from t th to the 30th of July,

1930, inc
A, It will be ne :ary to have the
name of the Supervisor under whom

pposed to be work- |

each case?
|

raquet and back
artmental Motor
he period mentioned in

District Engin- |

- ed?

| to

Certificates why did the Dept. not seek to make a
Bros 3 33'79| contract for crushing of said rock]
ros St S
Alphonse J. Johnsor g1.1g | direct? By 5
P. T. Hatfield 26.90 A. Quarry owned by 'W. S. Montgom-
Sk He PREEERY it s o o tamsmies 23.94 | €Ty.

H. Philli

buss owners are required

each of their gross earnings?

AT

which is 3 p. c.

|

from each buss company during 19307?
A

Fundy Motor Lines, Ltd., .$16,409.65 : val Eeinn
866445/ 2 Q. Were bridges in fact alter-

Willic

St. John Motor Lines, Ltd. ..
Euchariste Arseneau
McKay Transportation Co. ..
Adelard I
Antoine Ric .(about) 1,071.70

4. Q. Have full amounts been collect-

40,949.57
,794.20
1,384.00

a) If not, why not?
. All colle

in process of cel-

€ n with tt eption of the St.|
J Motor L Ltd., which were
granted exemption on 1929 earnings.

No. T8.
gomery for
, 1930,
ing the
ter of Public it is stated
the delivery was “as per con-
ct.” Again the letter of the Minister
the (Chief Road Engineer dated Aug.
13th. 1930, personally forwarding this
account it stated “contract was
made under specification of crushed
rock.”

2. Q. When was the said contract
entered into and where? when did the
negotiations begin and end? Who rep-
resented the Department of Public
Works in the negotiations? And in the
closing of the bargain? Who were the
witnesses to the contract?

A. Contract entered into at Camp-
bellton subsequent to negotiations. De-

Vorks

is

what capacity and ' partment of Public Works represented |

by Minister of Public Works.
3. Q. Were the specifications men-
tioned in said letters verbal or in writ-
ing? If Verbal, who framed them? If
in writing, why were they not tabled
with the reply to said enquiry?
A. (General spec

a

lons for “crush-

ed Stone.” Specifications were not
|asked for in Enquiry No. 78.
l : as the contract verbal or in
No. 139— | Wl in writing, why was it
HON. MR. STEW/ i e :
M T - STEWART in reply to‘ Written contract, tabled as re-
quested,

1. Q. Is it the policy of the govern-|
ment to use road trucks to haul ;:r:lvf:l1
to be applied on private properties? |

A. No. |

2. Q. £ s y and undr» what cir-
cumstan [

A. Answered by No. 1.

No, 140—
HON. MR. STEWART

(Kent),

was the

in to

reply

to build the

cost

r Robert Palmer
Park, Parish of Can-
County, and how many

s Prince Park Road and by-

5. Q. Were tenders called for? If not,
why not? If what tenders
put in? Particulars are asked for.

A. Tenders were not called for. This
quarry was owned by W. S. Montgom-
ery "f”‘] plant was already set up in it,
consisting of: Battery of Crushers, Air
eam Shovel, Tocomotive, Cars,

80, were

Trucks and all other necessary
equipment to produce crushed stone in
the most economical manner.

6. Q. How much stone was originall
ha ied for? Particulars of size
ind guantities bangained for.

A 000 cu, yds.

7 Were any of the rock made |

to pay on
c. except Fundy Motor Lines

3. Q. What was gross earning report

before contract ‘was left? If so, who
conducted them?
7. Q. This question is not understood.

8. Q. What is crushing test of the
rock delivered?

A. See specifications

9. Q. What is its abrasion test?

A. Hardness 18.2 French co-efficient
of year 17.0.

10. Q. Specify by months the quan-
tities of rock from this contract used
on Main Trunk highway No. 11 Dal-
housie-Campbellton ?

A. July 45 cu. yds; August 140 cu.
A September 2007 cu yds; October
1473 cu. yds.

11. Q. At the time the contract was
made, where was it intended to use
the rock contracted for?

A. On roadg in the vicinity of Dal-
| housie.

12. Q. Where is it intended to use
the quantities now in stock piles?

A. Answered by No. 11.

13. Q. Is the ontract with Mr. Mont-
gomery concluded? Or is it the inten-
tion of the Department to bake further
deliveries from here?

A. 13 Contract concluded.

14. Q. What size of crushed rock was
detained under said contract specify-
ing quantities by screen test?

A. The word ‘d‘etained” in this ques-
tion is not understood.

15. Q. Was all the rock purchased at
one price?

A. Yes.

16. Q. Why did the Department con-
tract for 34,832 cu. yds. 'when it re-
quired only 3,665 yards for work dur-
ing season 19307

A. Answered by No. 5.

17. Q. In letter of the Minister dated
Aug. 13th., it is stated that “Montgom-
vy was successful in making arrange-
ments with a construction company
who had air compressed drills, shovel
for handling ‘rock and crusher.” Who
was the construction company? Where
is its head office? Who is its manager?
If incorporated, who are the members?

A. The Foundation Company of Can-
ada, Ltd., Montreal.

18. Q. What were the arrangements
alleged by the Minister to have been
made between Montgomery and this
company?

A. Arrangements for use of plant.

19. Q. When were they communicat-
|ed to the Minister? And by whom?
Who else was present?

A. Previous to signing of contract.

20. Q. If arrangements with the con-
struction company was so satisfactory,

HON. MR.
Mr. Dysart.

STEWART in reply to

No. 146,

1. Q. Did the Department of Pub-
lic Works find it necessary during
the session of 1930 to remove the

superstructure of bridges on the Bath-

urst Road to permit the moving of
portable camps being used in road
work there

A, Yes.

Bt F R, e Shan

R e e 3.316.32 ed to permit of such moving of
White's - Express Co., ...... 4.030.00 camps? If so, in how many cases?
Northumberland Bus ...... 4,181.39 A. Two bridges.
Johm TOTZUEDD ... oneinsssns 1,587.95| 3. Q. How many of these bridges
Sy S ET et SO have been restored or repaired?
| Gloucetser Motor Coach A. None.
| Bay Beaches Bus Co. ...... 4. Q. On whose orders was the de-
A NEegley S it .80 | molition carried out?
Eimile Melanson «........... .731 A. District Engineer.
Rl BYOR. iy ot i 1,578.06( 5 Q. What was or will be the
Acadia Motor Coach Co. .... 4,903.75|cost of restoring these bridges
B W CERvette v e e 904.30 A. $25.00 for each structure.
Restigouche Auto Bus & 6. Q, Does the Department contem-

L e GF 3 ATk e 4 TS 5,726.75 | plate demolishing any other bridges
Fidward BOUrQUe . ...-c-v.e 1.0490.00 |in the season of 1931?

N

In |

No. 153 gravel, earth or other material was
0. N : 4 i fith? iv
- 2y - b used in connection therewith? Give
% I)\\\ILR STEWART in reply (o,,¢0 paid per yard and amount paid
JPp ~:‘“,; : 5 to each person so employed?
| 1. Q. What quantity of coal from A. Answered by Number 1
[the Grand Lake Coal District, Sun- ;
ibury and Queens Counties was sold
to the Provincial Hospital at St. No. 158
John during respective years 1929 ana HON. MR. STEWART in reply to
ili’-i'-'f g % ». Dysart. ;
| A. 1929— 4708 tons; 1930—4499| 1 Q. Is Cory V. Earle acting Super-
tons i ; p e
t ':| = : visor, Department of Public Works,

2. Q. Give names of persons or|Parish of Norton, Kings County?
| [rom wiom l)E“'L‘_ll-“"‘li(lx' s0, when was he appointed?

d thereafte indicating A. Dect r 9th, 1925
v ke or slack? % s ST .

{ mine or slack? 2. Q. How much work did said Cory
i o b 5 ; ¢ : V. Barle perform in the Department
1' »1.-.' The ‘\\»5.1 (_ al Co., 'I.m-.. of Public Works during November
| 453 tons un of mine @ $6.4 D5 1last? Give dates.
| James T“‘J Carleton, 213 tons Run of A. 14 hours—3rd, 8 hours: 4th,
[mine @ $6.40; The Colwell Fuel Co. |4 hours: 28th, 2 hours

| Ltd., 1147 tons Run of mine @ $6.00;
| Parker D. Mitchell, 541 tons Run of
Imine @ $6.30; Parker D. Mitchell,
133 tons slack @ $5.50; Charles R.
| Nelson, 499 tons Slack @ $5.50; Har-

vey Melton, 670 tons Run of mine
@ $6.40; Welton & Henderson, Ltd.,

11152 tons Run of mine @ $6.40.

1930—The Avon Coal Co., Ltd., 95
{tons Run of mine @ $6.40; Jas. W.

| Carleton, 285 tons [Slack @ 5.50; The
[Colwell Fuel Co., Litd., 748 tons Run

[of mine @ $6.00 Parker D. Mitchell,

| 531 tons Run of mine @ $6.40; Park-
ler D. Mitchell, 91 tons Slack @
$5.50; Charles R. Nelson, 339 tons

[Slack @ $5.50; Harvey Welton, 599
| tons Run of mine @ $6.40; Welton &
Henderson, Ltd., 1811 tons Run of
mine @ $6.40.

[ No. 1565.
| HON. MR. STEWART in reply toj
| Mr. Dysart. {
[ 1. Q.,, What is the nature of l!lnl
work being carried on at or near
Lower Jemseg, since the close of the
ll'?uvul year 1930 known as the m('kl
|£ill? When was the work started,
|under whose supervision, and what
has been the cost of the work to
|date?

| A. Portion of Highway diversion
‘1 ading to Gagetown Ferry, January
28th, 1931, Gordon Holder Supervisor,
$2984.25.

[ 2. Q. What is the length of the fill,!
| spec ify whether solid rock fill, earth!
fill, or earth core with rock ripwrap?
| A. Approximately eight hundred
feet. Solid rock fill, |

3. Q. What is thg dquantity ol
|stone used in connection with this
11'11]. from whom purchased, and at
what price?

vincial Secretary-Treasurer for reply.

}1;“ tons were for Normal School An-

A. Approximately 4,000 cu. yds. to

complete fill. John Young. $150.00
for stone to complete fill. !

4. Q. What was the cost of erec-
tion of camp at quarry, and by whom
was said camp erected? |

A. No separate cost of small camp
and machinery sheds kept. Erected
by Department, [
5. Q. By whom have the men been |
boarded, and what charge per day
ade for board, and what wage per
day was paid to the men by the De-
partment? |

A. No arrangements made by De-|
partment for board, men making own
arrangements; Thirty cents (30c.) |
per hour, 8 hour day. |

6. Q. If this camp was run by the

Supervisor, what arrangements did
he have with the Government or
[Memberss supporating the Govern-l

ment for the supply of provisions
used in that connection? |

A. Answered by Number. 5.

7. Q. Was the work in question
carried on as Unemployed Relief or
as a provincial undertaking? If under |
Unemployment Relief, what excuse
has the Department to offer for the
notorious discrimination ghown again-E
st Liberals, thus violating the Fed-|

[

eral-Provincial contract or agree-
ment?
A. Unemfployment Relief. No dis-|
crimination shown. |
8. Q. For how many days does
Benjamin Dykeman appear on the

payroll in connection with this enter-

prise, at what rate of wage, character
of service and total amount receiv-
ed? Has this matter been drawn to
the attention of the Minister of Pub
lic Works or any official in his De-
partment? If so, what action if any
has been taken? If an investigation
was held, indicate the nature of In-
quiry, when and where held, and Te-
sults. Attach copies of all correspond-
ence 7passing between residetns in
|1h:n neighborhood, Member or Mem-
bvers of the local Legislature, the
Minister of Public Works, Deputy
Engineers, or any other officiz\ls.’
bearing upon this matter? !

A. Benjamin Dykeman’s name does |
not appear on payrolls, and no cor-
resopendence Treceived in connection
| therewith. !
No. 156.

MR. STEWART in reply lo‘
|

TON.
Dysart.
1., Qg Ot

Mr.
Black, Road Super-
visor, Parish of Brunswick, Queens

mnty, purchase gravel from one
Murray H. Clark, during year 19307
If so, what quantity was so purchas-
ed. and at what price per yard? [

A. No.

2. Q. Has amount so agreed upon
heen paid to said Clark? If not, why
not?

£ Number 1.

Answered by

s _A ‘ u ‘

v No. 157.|

HON. MR. STEWART in reply to|
Mr. Dysart.

1. Q. What was the nature of the|
road work carried on during year
1930 on the Secondary Trunk Road
between Douglas Harbour and Ste-|
vens Cove, parish of Canning, Queens
County?

A. The Department
of any place called
in this district.

2. Q. What was the length of this

nstruction, and who was in charge |
of the work, what was the total cost|
of same, and what amount was paid!
by Supervisor?

A. Answered by

does not know
Stevens Cove

Number 1.

3. Q. What quantity of stones,

NO. 159—

HON. MR. STEWART in reyly to
Mr. Dysart:

1. Q- What quantity of coal has
been contracted for current year by
the Government for each of the sev-
eral services?

(a) Normal School,

(b) Legislative Buildings.

150 tons Minto coal for Normal
School Annex,

tons Minto coal for Depart-
ment of Agriculture,

tons Minto coal for Depart-
ment of Health,

tons Minto coal for I.egisla-
tive Building.

A.

135 tons Egg Size American An-
tracite for Departmental
Building,

356 tons Egg Size American An-
thracite for Departmental
Building,

o

25 tons Egg Size American An-
thracite for Road Engineer- !
ing Dept.

tons Egg Size American An-
thracite for Bureau of Infor-
mation Building.

The heating equipment in the build-
ings for which this hard coal was or-
dered, are not suitable for soft coal.

(¢) Provincial Hospital?

A. Referred to Department of Pro-

vincial Secretary-Treasurer for reply.
(d) Jordan Memorial Sanator-
fum?

A. Referred to Department of Pro-

30

2. Q. 'What guantity of New Bruns-
wick coal is so. contractor for?
A. 380 tons of Minto coal, of which

S e s e———s -
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