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PUGSLEY RI 
[R HETS CHARGES 

Has no Difficulty Whatever in Showing 

the Absurdity of Mr. Crocket’s Criticism 

Regarding the Purchase of Richibucto 

Wharf. 

(Continued.) 

The following is the concluding por- 

tion of Hon. Dr. Pugsley’s slashing 

criticism of Mr. O. S. Crocket’s lit- 

tle efforts to teach him the way he 

should carry out the duties of minis- 

ter of Public Works. 3 

“The hon. gentleman has omitted 

one important fact, and that is that 

I had no knowledge and the evidence 

does not show that I had any Knowl- 

edge, and I affirm before this house 

edge that Mr. Murray had bought 

this property from Richard O'Leary. 

I had no knowledge whatever upon 

the subject, there was nothing in the 

report, there was nothing in anything 

that had taken place, to indicate but 

that Mr. Murray had been for a 

considerable time the owner of this 

property. Therefore when I saw this 

report making no mention of any re- 

cent transfer, I took it for granted 

that Mr. Murray had been the owner 

of the property for a number of years 

THAT TELEGRAM. 

Now upon these reports being sub- 

mitted to me, the recommendation 

was made to council that this vro- 

perty should be purchased, the chief 

engineer stating that in his opinion 

the price was a fair and reasonable 
price, It appears that some time in 

September, Mr. Murray sent a tele- 

gram to Mr. Valiquet. Mr. Vaiiquet 

was not the chief engineer. It may be 

that Mr. Lafleur was away at that 

time, I think possibly he was ill dur- 

ing the summer of 1908. However, Mr. 

Murray sent a telegram to Mr. Vali- 

quet asking as to closing up the 

property, and saying it was import- 

ant for Leblanc, meaning the gentle- 

man who was running in the county 

of Kent in the interest of the govern- 

ment. 

POSERS FOR CROCKET 

Now the hon. gentleman seems to 

think that telegram material, because 

he says that telegram forges the last 

link in the chain of evidence which 

connects the Minister of Public Works 

with this transaction; with all the 

dramatic effect which my hon. friend 

can show he declares that this-is for- 

ging the last link in that chain. Well 

Mr. Speaker, in considering whethe 

that is so or not, is it not import- 

ant to ascertain whether I ever saw 

that telegram? It is not important to 

know whether it was ever brought to 

my notice? The evidence does not 

show that it was, and I declare that | 

it was not. I never knew that Mr. 
Murray had sent that telegram to 

Mr. Valiquet. Mr. Valiquet does not 

appear to have thought it his duty 

to bring it to my notice. Business 

was going on in the usual way, it 

was not brought to my notice, and 1 

never knew, and I do not suppose the 

deputy minister of my department 

knew, of that telegram until in the 

usual way we returned it to the com- 
mittee of public accounts with a re- 
cord of this whole transaction, be- 
cause we had nothing whatever to 

conceal with regard to it, and we 
wished the committee to have all the 
facts as quickly as possible. But the 
hon. gentleman says that shows that 
Mr. Murray wanted this money for 
campaign purposes in order to assist 
Mr. Leblanc; and I suppose he would 
go further and intimate that Mr. 
Murray wanted Mr. Valiquet to know 
that he needed the money for cam- 
paign purposes. Is not that the in- 
ference to be drawn from the langu- 
age of the hon. gentleman? Now, does 
he think that Mr. Murray wanted 
that money for campaign purposes, 
and I, as minister of the department 
was willing to assist him in getting 
that money for campaign purposes 
does he not think that Mr, Murray 
would have wired me or seen me in- 
stead of wiring an official of my de- 
ment? What does the hon. gentleman 
think of that. 

Mr. Crocket—No, I do not think 50. 
Mr. Pugsley—No? The hon. gentle- 

man think that Mr. Murray, wanting 
this matter put through, wanting to 
get the money for campaign purposes 
wanting to help Mr. Leblanc, would 
send a telegram to an official of my 
department and convey to him that 
meaning, that he wanted this money 
for campaign purposes, and that he 
would not communicate at all with 
the minister and try and get him to 
hurry the matter ‘along! Well, I thank 
the hon. gentleman for his sugges 
tion that Mr. Murray would not dar 
to send such ag telegram to me, but 
that he would seed it to one of the 
Prominent officials of my departmen 
Now is that not open to this othe 
interpretation, that-in view of the el 
ection coming on, it would be of in 
terest to the people of Richibucto to 
know that they would be likely to 
get in the near future the improved 
terminal facilities which the purchase 
of this wharf would afford? Hon. 
gentlemen know that when votes are 
taken for public buildings they are 
anxious that as soon as reasonably, 
the sites of those buildings may be 
acquired, and why? In order that 
People may know that their expecta- 

tions with regard to public improve- 

ments are likely to be fulfilled in the 

not distant future. And so it may 

well be that in that telegram which 

Mr. Murray sent to Mr. Valiquet, he 

wants 
| tains about a million cubic feet 

him to understand that the cribwork, slabs and mill refuse, bal- 
people of Richibucto' were anxious to last and gravel. 

to the letter going in evidence. 

though it was confidential, I felt 

was right that the committee should 

have the benefit of it, and it was 

read at my request. It is as follows, 

and it appears at page 44 of the evi- 

dence: 

“Office of the Minister 

Works of Canada: 

Ottawa, 2nd Dec., 1908. 

‘‘Confidential. 

“Dear O’Leary: My department 

has recently purchased from Mr. 

Thomas Murray a wharf property at 

Richibucto known as the ‘‘Sawdust 

wharf.”’” It contains a frontage of 

570 feet, and joins the municipal 

wharf. I purchased this with a view 

of making necessary improvements 

for the accommodation of vessels at 

Richibucto, and did it upon the re- 

of Public 

port of Mr. Stead, the resident en- 

gineer, who stated that the price 

asked, namely $5,000, was fair and 

reasonable, and that the wharf could 

not be built now for several times 

the amount asked; also that it con- 

of 

He says ‘classing 

know as to whether the government this all as filling,” new cribwork 

was bona fide going on with the pur- faces being required—it would cost 

chase of this property for which pro- 
vision had been made in the esti- 

mates in the year 1907-8. That, I 

think, is a fair and reasonable infer 
ence to be drawn from the telegram 

which Mr. Murray sent to Mr. Vali- 

quet, am not very extraordinary in- 

ference which the hon. gentleman 

sought to draw from that telegram. 

At all events, it is important to (bear 

in mind that there is no evidence 

whatever given before the committee 

which would tend to show that I ev- 

er had any knowledge of the sending 

of that telegram from Mr. Murray to 

Mr. Valiquet. 

Now, then, the purchase is complet- 

ed. The hon. gentleman says there 

another strong link, and it is that 

the minister of public works recom 

mended that W. D. Carter should b 

appointed agent to the justice de 

partment, and what is the suggestion 

of the hon. gentleman with regard t 

that? So that he would know when 
the cheque came forward, and I sup- 

pose he would be able to get hi 
hands on the money and use it for 

campaign purposes, Well, in determ- 

ining as to the weight which should 

be given to that insinuation of the 

hon. gentleman, it is important to 

bear one thing in mind. They had Mr. 

Carter on the witness stand and they 

had an opportunity of examining 

him, brought here by themselves a 

their witness, but he does not appear 

to have handled a sirgle dollar o 

the proceeds of the cheque which wa 

sent in payment of this property. 

CROCKET’S DISTORTED IMAGIN 
ATION. 

There is another thing that I think 
you might very well bear in mind 

and that is that Mr. Carter is on 
of the most prominent lawyers 

Richibucto. He is, and has been fo 

years the friend of the government 

and he is the one man to be foun 

| in that place who would naturally 

| selected for the purpose of complet- 
ing the transfer of this property. H 

acts as the agent of the justice de 
partment, and was not he, of all men 

the one person who would properl 

be selected for the purpose of seeing 

that the title was all right and that 

the government was getting what it 

was paying for? Yet, sir, the hon. 

gentleman, with his distorted imag 

ination, with—if, I were outside of 
this house I would say—his inexcus- 

able desirable to do wrong and in- 

justice to a political opponent, seek 

to put away all that circumstance 

and seeks to show that if Mr. Cart- 
er was selected as agent of the min- 

ister of justice to perform the legal 

business in connection with this case 
it was done from some motive in or 

der that Mr. Carter might get a part 
of the proceeds of this cheque, and 

use these proceeds for the purpose of 
assisting his friend, Mr. LeBlanc, 
the election. The hon. gentleman 
makes that insinuation without a 
shadow of evidence to sustain him i 
so doing. IT am no more surprised at 
that act on the part of the hon. gen 
tleman than I am at the greater por 
tion of his conduct all through thi 
inquiry and all through his participa- 
tion in this case now before th 
house. As TI say, the tramsaction wa 
completed by the justice department 

The evidence shows that. T had noth 

ing to do with it, that after I had 
sent my recommendation to council 
I had nothing further to do with it 

that I did not know how the trans- 
action was completed or how this 

money was paid. But later on, I 
think in the month of December, I 
wrote a letter to Mr. O’Leary, the 

letter which my. hon. friend has re- 

ferred to. I wrote to Mr. O'Leary be- 

cause my hon. friend the member for 
Kent, New Brunswick, came to me 
and told me that he had heard some 
criticism of the payment which had 
been made for this property, and 
felt it to be my duty, in consequence 

of the representations made to me, 

to look into the matter. Who was 
the first man to whom I ought to 
apply? It was Mr. Richard O'Leary 
the man, who I had been informed 
had owned this property. I wrote to 
Mr. O'Leary a letter. It had been 
marked ‘‘confidental’’ but when before 
public accounts committee, he said he 
had received a confidential letter 
from me to which he had sent, not 

the reply which he produced before 

the committee containing this false 
statement to which I have already 
invited your attention, but the reply 
which you will find upon the page to 
which I have alluded. I wrote Mr, 
O'Leary a confidential letter, and I 
said at once that I had no objection 

| Murray had bought 

about 1} cents per cubic foot or §15,- 

000—three times the price asked for 

the property. 

“I have learned within a few days 

that this property was formerly own- 

ed by you, and have also been inform 

ed, whether reliable or not I do not 

know, that the value placed upon it 

by Mr. Stead is excessive. Before 

proceeding to improve the property, 

I should like to get as full informa- 

tion as possible with regard to its 

value, and worth, and would be ob- 

liged if you, as the former owner, 

would give me your opinion : as to 

Mr. Stead’s valuation. 

(Sgd.) WM. PUGSLEY, 
‘Richard O'Leary, Esq., 

Richibucte,” N. RB.” 

Now, is not that important from 

two standpoints? Is it not import- 

ant, first, from the standpoint that 

I, up to that moment, or a few days 

before, I wrote that letter to Mr. 

O’Leary, had no knowledge that Mr. 

this property 

If I had other people 

known it I had just 

from him. 

would have 

learned a few days before that he 

was the former owner of this prop- 

erty and what position would it 

have placed me in if Mr. O'Leary, a 

very strong political opponent and 

the strong political opponent of my 

hon. friend who so worthily repre- 

sents the county, had been able to 

produce evidence that the minister 

knew that be was the owner of this 
property and that he had sold it to 

Mr. Murray? Taking into considera- 

tion the fact that he was a political 

opponent and that only a few days 

before I wrote that letter to Mr. 
O'Leary I had no idea whatever that 

he had been the owner of this prop- 

erty and had sold it to Mr. Murray. 

I ask you whether you think I would 

have written that letter to Mr. 
O'Leary. But, it is important for 

another reason; it shows that I 

wanted to get the fullest information 

upon this subject and I went to the 

one man who above all others 

thought would be able to give me ac- 

curate information in regard to it. 

Well, Mr. O'Leary proposed to furn- 

ish a copy of a letter which he did 

not write to me at all. 
Mr. R. L. Borden—Would the min- 

ister have any objection to stating 

from whom he had learned that 
O'Leary owned the property, from 

whom he had learned that the price 
was excessive? 

LABLANC'S OPINION 

Mr. Pugsley—From Mr. LeBlanc,the 

member for. Kent. Mr. LeBlanc 
thought it was excessive and told 

me that he had understood that Mr. 
O'Leary had bought it for a consider- 

ably smaller sum and that his pro- 

fit was larger than it ought to be. 

That was the criticism of Kent 

County as my hon. friend told me. 
«ater on my hon. friend from Kent 
told me that when he made the 

tatement to me he was under the 
mpression that we had only bought 

a very small piece of this property. 

fod that he had spoken of the price’ 

bling excessive because he believed 

that that was the case. When he 

learned afterwards that we had 
bought the whole property he thought 

that we had given a fair and reason- 

able price for it. 

Now, I may say to you, Mr. Speak- 

r, that I and the chief engineer of 

my department had relied upon the 

report of Mr, Stead. I had made up 

my mind that if Mr. Stead had not 

acted in good faith, if he had not 

exercised good judgment, but had 

acted from any improper motive, and 

by collusion with the vendor, it 

would be not only my duty to dis- 

miss him from the department, but 

it would be my duty to take steps 

on behalf of the crown to recover 

back the money which had been paid 

for this property and to have the 

transfer of it cancelled and set aside. 
That is what I had made up my mind 

to do in the discharge of my public 

duty and upon the 13th January I 

wrote Mr, Stead. My hon. friend 

says that the letter of the 13th Jan- 

uary is conclusive evidence that the 

whole thing is a fraud, and that I 

was a party to it from the beginning 

STEAD'S POSITION 

I would appeal to all fair-minded 

men on both sides of this House and 

Al- on 

dhol 

all I say a narrow-minded, higot- 

ed and prejudiced man—a man actu- 

ated by partizanshiu, from criticising 

my action in this matter to do an 

injustice to a public official. 

Would T have been acting the part 

of a man if I had discharged: this 

official, who for years had so far as I 

know worthily and honorably, and 

faithfully discharged his duties as an 

employe of the public works depart- 

ment under my predecessors andy un- 

der myself? No, I donot think that 

would be a manly part for me to 

take and I determined ¥ would give 
him an opportunity to justify him- 

self if he could, and to show» that he 

had exercised his best judgment in re- 

gard to this property. Accordingly, 

when he saw me in St. John during 

the Christmas season, having come 

there to see his family and expecting 

to speak to me about different: mat- 

ters connected with the department, 

seeing me for a second when I,could 
not give him the opportunity of an 

interview, I told him I would write 

him-—not telling him what the con- 

tents of the letter would be—and this 

is another matter which the hon. gen- 

tleman concealed from the House; 

that Mr. Stead says that although he 
was surprised at the contents be- 

cause it was not what he was expect- 

ing to receive. In pursuance of what 

I had said I wrote him on the 13th 

of January, 1909, as follows: 

January 13, 1909, 

“Dear Sir:—It has recently béen 

brought to my notice that the wharf 
property at Richibucto purchased by 

my department for the sum of $5,000 

had been acquired by the,then owner 

for a very much less amount.” 
At that time I had a letter from 

Mr. O'Leary in my possession inform- 

ing me he had sold the property and 

the price at which he had sold it and 

I proceeded to say: 

““As the price which he paid for the 

property would under ordinary cir- 

cumstances be regarded as a fair 

criterion of its value I should like 
you to furnish me with all informa, 

tion which you had regarding the 

property and its value, when you re- 

ported that the price of $5,000 was 

fair and reasonable. 
“I would also remind you that in 

your report to the department you 

made no reference to any previous 

transfers. This is information which 

should be in the possession of the de- 

partment, because it might, as you 

can readily understand, influence the 
judgment of the officials as well as 

that of the minister in determining 

upon the purchase. In the future, you 

will please keep in mind, and report 
all previous transfers, together with 

the consideration, made within two 

or three years previous to your re- 

port, and also all other facts which 

might in any way afford information 

to the department as to the reason- 

ableness of the price asked. 

“I am yours very truly 

(Sgd.) WM. PUGSLEY."” 

Now Mr. Speaker, I appeal to you 
and I appeal to the members of this 
House as to whether, never having 

known, as I did not know until I had 
heard it from Mr. LeBlanc in the 
month of December, and had it con- 

firmed by the letter which Mr. 

O'Leary wrote, learning that Mr. 

Murray had bought this property 

from Mr. O'Leary for a very small 

sum and that the resident engineer— 

the man in whose judgment we had 
to trust because a minister must give 

trust to his officials throughout this 

country—knowing that the resident 

engineer had made a report that this 

property had a fair value of §5,000, 

I ask you, Sir, whether or not it was 
a reasonable and proper thing that I 

should write to Mr. Stead that Ilet- 
ter of the 13th of January? Is there 

any man in this House who will say 

I did anything but what was right 

and fair and proper and just to an 

employe of my department in writing 

that letter? - 

WHY DIDN'T HE READ IT? 

If my hon. friend from York had 
been animated by a desire to give to 
this House all the facts of this case, 

would he not have felt it to be his 
duty to nave read the answer which 

Mr. Stead, by way of vindication, 

made to my setter of the 13th of Jan- 

unary? It seems to me so. What do- 

es Mr. Stead say? He gives full in- 
formation in regard to the area of 

this property; shows its advamtag- 

eous situation; speaks particularly of 

the fact that it immediately adjoins 
‘the railway wharf and affords the only 

opportunity which exists in Richi- 

bucto for the extension of the rail- 
way along the water front. He also 

refers to arbitration proceedings,and 

mentions the case of the Shives pro- 

perty at Campbellton, which had 

been bought for $1,700, and a:ter- 
wards expropriated by the govern- 

ment and an award of $35,000. 1 

happened in that case to be counsel 

for Mr. Shives; and this Mr. Day, 

whose name was mantioned by Mr. 
0O’Leary,who was an appointee of the 

Conservative government and who 

told him, as O'Leary swears, that he 

could not sell his property to the 

Liberal government, had valued that 
property at $5,000, and afterwards in 

the arbitration proceedings swore 

that the full value of the property 

was $5,000, while the department, on 
the advice of Mr. Shewen, offered Mr. 

Shives $8,000 for the property. I ad- 
vised Mr. Shives not to take it. I 
said that the fact that he had bought 

I would ask if the hon. gentleman is {it for $1,700 was no criterion of its 
warranted in making that statement? 

Bear in mind that it was my duty 

to hear all that he had to say. Sure- 

ly I would not be acting in the fair 

discharge of my duty, if I did not 

give him an. opportunity to vindi- 

cate himself if he could. Surely it 

would not, in order to save myself 

from criticism, in order to prevent 

value, that the judge of the exche- 

quer court would look to the future 
prospects of business from the wharf, 

and would fix the valuation accord- 
ingly. The matter was referred to 
the exchequer court and the late Mr. 

Justice Burbridge appointed as ar- 
bitrators: Mr. Wm. H. Thorne, who 

(Continued on page three) 

i 

A small thing 
in its self 

D. J. SHEA, 

RUBBER BATHMAT 

Used in the bathtub it prevents serious accidents which 
sometimes occur from slipping 

Used on the bath room floor it protects the bathers feet 
from contact with the cold floor when emerging y 

from the tub 

Size 10 x 30 inches. Price $2.00 
CARLETON ST. 
Fredericton, N.B. 

er 

market. Namely the HEINTZMAN & 
LOOK US UP 

THE DEFINITION 
sure you consult some one who Does 
Know, Some one who Is sure, don’t 
you. In other words when in doubt 
you look for information. : 
buying a Piano you want the Best 
Value for your money. THE SECRET of 
our success along these lines are due 
to the fact that WE KNOW THE BEST. 

of over twenty-five years has taught us what are the Best Piano on tke 

[WE EMPLOY NO-AGENTS. 

McMURRAY & CO 
THE PIANO PEOPLE 

When you don’t know or are not 

Now me 

Our experience covering a period 

Co., BELL, GOURLEY. : 

To Albert E. Everett of the City 
Fredericton in the County of York an 
Province of New Brunswick, Hotel Keep 
er, and all others whom it may in any 
wise concern: — 

NOTICE is hereby given that by vir 
tue of a Power of sale contained in 
certain Indenture of Mortgage bearing 
date the twenty-sixth day of May in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-nine, and made be- 
tween the said Albert E. Everett, of 
the One Part, and me, the undersigned 
E. 8S. Ranney Murray of the City 
Saint John in the City and County of 
Saint John, Millman, of the Other Part 
registered in York County Records in 
Book J-5, pages 301, 302, 303, and 304, 
there will for the purpose of satisfying 
the moneys secured by the said Inden 
ture, default having been made in the 
payment thereof, contrary to the Pro- 
visions of the said Indenture, be sold at 
Public Auction in front of the Post 
Office in the City of Fredericton, on 
SRC the Twenty-eighth day of MAY 

T at the hour of twelve o'clock 
Noon, the leasehold lands and premis 
es described in the said Indenture of 
Mortgage as follows,—All that certai 
lot, piece or parcel of land situate, ly 
ing and being in Block Number Seventee 
in the Town Plat of Fredericton afore 
said and comprising bounded as fol- 
lows: —‘‘Beginning at the point of inter- 
‘section of the South Western side of 
“Brunswick Street with the North West 
“‘ern side of Westmorland Street in the 
“City of Fredericton, thence from the 
“said point running South Westerly 
““along the North Western side of West- 
““morland Street aforesaid one hundred 
‘and thirteen (113) feet, thence at right 
‘angles North Westerly and parallel 
“Brunswick Street aforesaid one hun 
‘‘dred and sixty-four (164) feet thre 
‘“(3) inches, thence North Easterly 
“right angles and parallel to Westmor 
“land Street aforesaid one hundred an 
““thirteen (113) feet to the South West- 
‘‘ern side of Brunswick Street aforesaid 
“and thence along the same South 
‘‘Easterly one hundred and sixty-fou 
**(164) feet. three (3) inches to the plac 
“*of beginning, containing one rood and 
‘‘twenty-seven perches more or less, an 
“being part of Lots Number 263, 265 an 
“267 in said Block Seventeen Town Pla 
‘‘of Fredericton (except as therein except 
“ed.)"” 

Together with all and singular the 
buildings and improvements thereon an 
the privileges and appurtenances to th 
said premises belonging, or in any wis 
appertaining; together with the Inden- 
ture of Lease relating to the same and 
all benefit and advantages thereunder. 
Dated this thirty-first day of March A 

D. 1910. 
(Signed) BE. S. RANNEY MURRAY 

Mortgagee. 8. (act, 
A. J. GREGORY, ESQ., 

Soucitur tor Mortgagee. 

AMUSEMENTS 

TO-DAY 

PAT HARRINGTON 

Eight year old 

FAMOUS CHARACTER 

SINGER IN COSTUME 

—also— 

A SELECTED LIST OF PICTURES 
ADMISSION—— 

Evening : 10c. to All 
Afternoon : 5c. to Children’ 

SHOWS 
3 to 5 and 7:16 to 10 

BE EARLY SURE 

AMONG THE MILITANT ONES. | 

Bill—Jake said he was going to 

break up the Suffragette meeting the 

other night. Were his plans carried | 
out? y vie. 

Dill—No, Jake was. 

* NOTICE OF FORECLOSURE | 
i 

| The Cunard Line w 
giant steamer of the t; 
retania and Lusitania 

gium than in England 

drbrerbrbrbrbrrbbredrpode dredge 2 

(LASSIFIED ADVS. = 

not exceeding one inch, one 

insertion, 25 cents ; three in- 

sertions, 60 cents ; one week 
$1.00; one month $3.00. 

WANTED 

Wanted — A plain cook. 

wages. Apply after 8 p. m. to 

- MISS GREGORY, 
At Judge Gregory's, 

Corner Church and George Sts. 

« 
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Good 

BOYS WANTED—To sell the Daily 
Mail. There's money in it, : 

~ 

WANTED, to rent with option of 
purchase, a small piece of land near 

city for erection of summer camp. 

Write ‘“Camp’’ care of Mail.—tf. 

HARD PINE LUMBER 

uitable for Building, also fer 

inches square. 3 
Telephone 413 

R. T. BAIRD 

FOR SALE 

One pure bred Holstean bull calf, 
months old. For sale at reasona 
price. For particulars apply to 3 

W. D. HAGERMAN, 
Mouth Keswick. 

SPRING 

-
 

Have you seen the robin, 5 

Sitting in the tree, 
In his song he's telling you, 
To drop a line to me. 

Your ceilings want whitewashing, 

‘Your walls need paper too, : 

And now’s the time to have it don 
So send your order through, 

TO 

R. J. WEAR 
House and Church Painter ail 

Decorator 
Shore Street, 

Fredericton N. 

‘Purchase and Sale of odd lots 

Listed and Unlisted 
Securities 

25 Broad Street 

Coventry has the biggest auto 

bile factory in Europe, emplc y 

4000 hands, and increasing. 

Modern ocean liners consum abou 

one and one-half pounds 
horsepower per hour. 

Rents of workin 

According to statis 

nos 


