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Ecerpts From

Report On

'glshennen’s Loans Inquiry

Following are excerpts from the
refort, of ‘the public inquiry into
fishermen's loans in this Province,
conducted by Judge J.S. DesRoches
as |a Commissioner under the Pub-
lic; Inquiries Act. A summary of
the report, which was tabled in
thé Legislature this week, appepr-
ed, in yesterday's Guardian,

“The first public hearing was
held at Charlottetown on July 4,
1950, at ten o'clock in the forenoon,
after notice had appeared in the
Charlottetown newspapers. Four

tn were sub d for this
were heard during the

Wi
hearing and
day.

“Before adjourning it was de-
cided to notify the public interest-
ed' by inserting notices of times
and places where the Commission
wopld sit. Mr. J.0.C -Campbell,
K.C., Commission Counsel, also
outlined the itinerary the Commis-
sion would follow, the purpose of
the Commission, and invited any-
one who could give evidence to
come forward with the same, from
a sense of public duty. The Char-
lottetown Guardian reported the
proceedings of every hearing and
also a notice of all adjournments
with times and places. I feel that
the public was well informed of
all hearings.

“From Charlottetown I proceed-
ed to the following centres where
public hearings were held: North
Rustico, Mont Carmel, Morell,
Miminigash, South Rustico, Mur-
ray Harbour, Grand Tracadie, Ca-
noe Cove, Egmont Bay, Tignish,
Souris, Alberton, Georgetown, Sum-
merside and Montague, ‘'making a
total of sixteen centres in the Pro-
vince and about equally distributed
in the three counties.

The hearings were very poorly
attended. Thirty-six witnesses, of
whom ten were subpoenaed, ap-
peared and gave evidence. [ also
made informal inquiries from fish-
eries, merchants and acquaintances
as to any information or some-
thing leading to information on
the matters referred to me for in-
vestigation, but I was unable to
obtain any other help, formally or
informally, except what follows
later on in this report.

Old Board

“The Fishermen’s Loan Board
was established in this Province
in 1036 as the result of an agree-
ment between the Dominion Gov-
ernment and the Provincial Gov-
ernment, wherein the Dominion
would contribute two-thirds and
the Province one-third of the funis
required for this agreement The
original agreergent appears to have
been renewed from year to year
with very slight changes. The Do-
minion Government contributed
during a four year period begin-
ning in 1936 the total sum of
$185901.61. This amount repre-
sents the total paid over by the
Domjhion Government to this Pro-
vincé from 1936 to 1949 with the
exception of $30,000.00 paid as di-
rect,relief to the Province in 1938
and ‘not included within my terms
of reference.’

“This fund was intended to. be
used as a revolving fund to assist
fishermen. Although the Act re-
fers to needy farmers and fisher-
men; no money was loaned to farm-
ers as such. Up to March 31, 1949,
when the New Board set up under

signed by the fisherman applicant,
Some responsible person or firm
recommended the applicant for the
lban required.

“When the application was re-
turned to tHe Board it was check-
ed by the tlerk-stenographer as to
proper {filling-in of ' information
and former loans after which it
was submitted to the Board for
approval. * -

“The Board normally met once
a month but sometimes met every
two weeks when business so re-
quired.

“After an application for a loan
had been approved by the Board
the applicant was notified to this
effect by the clerk-stenographer
and a note for his signature was
enclosed with this notice During
the first years of its operation, the
Board required only the signature
of the fisherman requiring tae
loan, but when the Board increased
the amount available on loan to
$200.00, it required the name of an
additional maker of the note.

“It might be well to state here
that at first the loans were not to
exceed $40,000, afterwards increns-
ed to $75.00, then $200.00 and fi-
nally to $300.00 for individual fish-
ermen. lgoans to fishermen's as-
sociations, co-operatives and for
building fish-houses were much
larger but were approved ans
passed by the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor-in-Council.

“The investigation of applica-
tions was made by the members of
the Board. In some cases at least
one member of the Board was ac-
quainted with the Board; in other
cases the Board relied upon the
recommendation given in ‘the ap-
plication form. It appears also
that when both the applicant and
the person or firm recommending
the applicant were not well known
to the Board, the Board would
make inquiries from responsible
persons in the locality where the
fisherman applicant resided. Taere
was no regularly appointed and in-
dependent investigator ever named
under this Act during the period
under inquiry.

“After the note required by the
Board was returned properly sign-
ed, an order on the merchant for
the amount of the fishing articles
required was forwarded to the fish-
erman who took it to the merchant
named in the order, and the mer-
chant delivered the firticles or goods
to the fisherman. The merchant
then made out an itemized hill of
his account against the fisherman,
which he forwarded to the Board.

“The Board, on receipt of the
merchant’s bill made out a voucher
to which was attached the fisher-
men’s note and the merchant’s bill.
These documents were taken to the
Provincial Auditor for approval, and,
if approved, taken to the Provin-
clal Treasurer who issued a cheque
payable to the merchant. The fish-
erman’s name did not appear on the
cheque but the number of the
voucher appeared' on the cheque
to identify the transaction.

Origin of Inquiry

During the 1950 Session of the
Provincial ~ Legislative  Assembly
which opened sometime in the
month of February, Mr D.L. Math-
ieson, K. C., Fifth Electoral Distrint
of Queens County moved, seconded
by Mr. J.R MacLean, First Elect-
oral District of King’s County, that
the House adjourn to discuss “a

the ;Act began to function, total
loans made by the Province in-
cluding Domini ist (not tt

inclyding  $30,000.00 referred to
above) totalled $551,72598. Pay-
ments received for the same per-
iod “were $278,768.35, leaving a bal-
ance outstanding in loans as of
that date of $272,957.63.

W
’

New Board

“On the ‘15th day of January
1949, regulations were enacted reg-
ulating a new system of making
loans, This latest board began .to
function on April 1, 1940 The op-
erations of the New Board do not
come within the terms of my re-
fererice and I make mention of it
here. only as & matter of record
and history.

Organization Of Board

“The first Fishermen’s Loan
Board appointed by the Provincisl
Government was named in 1936
and consisted of three members of
Whom one was chairman. The first
chairman was' Hon, B. W. LePuge
who swas the first witness to give
ev‘ldence in this inquiry.

"The staff consisted of one clerk-
stenographer employed in Board's
officé in Charlottetown. From time
to time members of the Board re-
signed and the vacancy created was
filled by the government so that
from 1036 to 1049, the personnel of
the Board had changed several
times but at no time did it exdeed
threé’ members.” s ¥4

The report then cited the form
of application and the conditions
ir}der which loans were granted. '

"The, questions and other infor-
Mation asked for in this applica~
@ form - were completed and

of urgent public importance
respecting the administration of
igt:'x;z to fishermen during the year
Mr. Mathieson, speaking further
to his motion is reported in the
Charlottetown Guardian of March
3, 1950 (Journal of House not vub-
lished as this is being written) as
having stated further, “In effect,
what we ask for is that a commis-
sion be appointed by this House to
inquire into the whole transaction
in s0 far as it reflecty upon tho
honour and integrity of members
and of the Legislature itself.”
The same newspaper in its issue
of March 4, 1950, reports that the
Hon. W.E. Darby, Attorney-General
for the Province assured the House
that a commissioner would be ap-
pointed by order-in-council under
the Public Inquiries Act. Some
weeks later, the Attorney-General
Lm;lted me to undertake this public
uty.

Rex vs. Watterworth

“This was a case where the nc-
cused Watterworth was charged
with conspiracy to defraud His
Majesty in the right of the Gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island,
i e, the Fishermen's Loan Board.
The case came for hearing before
His Lordship Ohlef Justice Thanc
A. Campbell and a Jury at George-
town in Kingls County on July 20,
1940, The Crown was represented by
Honourable F.A. Large, Attorney-
General, and Mr. Arthur Peake,
Barrister, Charlottetown, and the
accused by Mr. D.L. Mathieson,
K.C, above mentioned, and Mr.
go‘c‘e;‘ah MacMillan, Barrister, Char-
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“At a stage in the Supreme Court
hearing, Mr. Mathieson moved for
an adjournment on the ground that
onourable Thomas Grant (herein
r referred to as Dr. Grant) was
a material witness and that a sub-
ponea Issued for Dr Grant had
not been served, The Attorney-Gen-
eral objected to such adjournment
and the case proceeded. The Jury
brought in a verdict of “Not Guil-
ty”. If the Attorney-General at the
mol of this on'n‘:ln.d consented to
adjournment, inquiry might
:l:t have :leen asked for. I am :ot
taching blame to anyone for what
happened in this case. In the ex-
citement and heat of prosecuting
or defending An accused, unexpecte
ed matters come up which are
wometimes difficult to appreciate

‘Evidence Before Commission

and assess on the spur of the mo-
ment, = . 2 Y

the evidence taken in the Watter-
worth case fogether with his Lord-
ship’s Charge to the Jury. This was
made available to me through the
Attorney-General's Department. I
cannot, therefore, plead ignorance
as to what this inquiry is about and
what gave rise to ita The unfortun-
ate part, however, about this in-
quiry is that part of the evidence
was gilven in the Supreme Court
where the rules of cross-examina-
tion are almost boundless and the
other part given before this public
inquiry where .the rules of cross-
examination are rather limited.
This makes the weighing of the ev-
idence read and heard difficult to
appreciate and to judge.

‘“The substance of the Watter-
worth allegati in his def. of
the conspirdcy charge was that he
was acting as Dr. Grant's agent in
obtaining loans from the Fisher-
men's Loan Board and that the
money obtained through these
loans was used for political purp-
oses at the provincial election held
December 11, 1947.

Some of the extracts taken from
the Watterworth’s eyidence in the
Supreme Court are as follows: —

““Then the application form
would be made out and in the gen-
eral rule, it went to Dr. Grant to
be recommended. I was very much
interested in politics, and anybody
that wanted to make application
for the Fishermen’s Loan, I could
pretty well assure them that it
would be passed provided Dr.
Grant's signature was on as a rec-
ommendation . ... At one time, I
took as many as thirteen applica-
tions at one time .... Dr. Grant
signed the  thirteen applications
..... He (Dr. Grant) says, ‘You
are doing fine. This is great; get as
much for the boys as you can and
get it out!” .. .. It was very close
to the election, and I put it out as
I was instructed to do. It was cus-
tomary to take them to Mr, Saville:
he was the representative of the
Board. Once I got Mr, Saville's sig-
nature on it, I would present it to
Mrs. Higson for payment. In some
cases I would get them inside of an
hour, and if they were prepared, I
would have them signed by Mr.
Saville and I would have themn
right off the bat; .and sometimes
they would be turned down or held
over for some reason or other, T
could not tell you. But in general
cases I took in the application and
I got the cheque right away. She
(Mrs. Higson) had a cheque for
$1,000.00 made out. I said “which
one does this cover?”; and she
wrote five names on a piece of
paper. That is the only document
I ever got from Mrs. Higson what
a cheque was for .... It was in
December, close before the elec-
tion, because I promised the boys I
would have the cheques out for
them before the election .... I
passed it (Fishermen’s Loan cheque)
cut; I passed out liquor, nets and
money The sole purpose was
to lick Clark and Campbell. Dr.
Grant is the Dominion Member of
the House of Commons for King'’s
County, or was at this time, He is
now Senator ,.... I don't think
he was interested in the Govern-
ment (of Prince Edward Island),
any more than I know he wanted
Keir Clark and Joseph Campbeil
elected. I saw Dr. Grant very often,
sometimes go up to his place; on
several occasions particularly be-
fore the election he was in to my
office.

Question: Did he know you had this
money? A. Yes.

“How? A, I told him T had . ...

I told him the day before the elec-
tion I had $250.00 left and Dr.
Grant said “Get it out". I said

“write me some (doctor's prescrin-
tions for liquor) then . ...
wrote me ten tickets and went sut.
As I stated, I gave out nets for
part of it ($500.00 cheque) and cash
for part of it, and liquor for no
reason but- election purposes . ..
any commission that I.made on
nets that fishermen took, I put out
double or treble that to the fisher-
men and received nothing from
them, which are bills outstanding
today. In no case did I ask any
money to take the loan. They all
knew what they were signing. It
was nothing to me . ... It was.the
talk of the town and community—
the fishermen’s loan and how it
was being handled ,... that he
(Mr. Saville) knew of no cases
where it was demanded to be re-
paid. But the only way of making
collections was through the gasoline
rebate from the fishermen when
they used the gas for their boats.
The last I saw Dr. Grant was the
morning about eleven o'clock on
December 11th. He came to.see me.

Cross-examined by the Attorney-
General, Watterworth says: “All the
loans up to the fall of 1947 were
legitimate.”

Q. “Were you engaged in heavy
drinking during the fall of 1947?”

. “Yes, a few days before the
election, I certainly was.”

Q. “When did you first get into
financial difficulties?”

A. “August 17, 1948.”

Q. “And the purpose of the cheque
was to reimburse you for the fish-
ing equipment?” ($200.00 cheque to
Nat. Campbell),

A. “He never got fishing equip-
ment, He got the money.”

Watterworth appeared in person
before me at two hearings of the

ission held in Mont He
repeated in substance his evidence
given in the Supreme OCourt and
asked that subpoenaes be issued by

“'lofmlmmdonmylnulr,
I had the advantage of nudh?; .{l

€|time Dr. Grant and Watterworth

me and served on certain percons
in and around Montague, This was-
done, Some of the persons Watter-
worth named were absent from the
Province at the time and had been
absent before this inquiry commen-
ced, The object of having these
witnesses subpoenaed, I gathered,
was to corroborate Watterworth's
statements, Watterworth also stat-
ed that he and Dr. Grant had work-
ed together on a voters’ list for the
1947 election,

Dr. Grant's Evidence

Dr. Grant appeared before me at
& public hearing in Murray River
on July 31, 1950, where' he denied
Watterworth’s accusations above re-
ferred to. He stated that he was
interested in politics and had as-
sisted Watterworth with his cam-
paign in the 1943 provincial elec-
tion where Watterworth was a can-
didate, and had continued to work
with him until 1946 when disagrce-
ment broke out in a provincial by-
election. From 1946 on he (Dr.
Grant) had nothing further to do
with Watterworth, Dr. Grant also
stated that when the rumor got
around that Watterworth was keep-
ing money out of loans, or part cf
it, he refused to sign any more ap-
plications.

Misuse of Funds

There is no doubt that Fisher-
men's Loan Board funds were ob-
tained fraudulently by Watterworch
and some of his associates. This
appears in the evidence given in
the Supreme Court and before me.
Watterworthh states that all the
loans to the fall of 1947 were legii-
imate implying that those loans
made after the fall of 1947 were
not legally obtained. Dr. Grant
states that when the rumor got
around that Watterworth was keep-
ing money out of loans, or part of
it, he refused to sign more applic-
ations, Keir Clark, M.L.A., Monta-
gue, states that he was a bit sus-
picious about the loans in general,
made some enquiries about the
loans around Montague and what
he learned was not very reassuring.
The question now arises, “Did
the Fishermen's Loan Board know
of these fraudulent applications?”
Watterworth states that Keir Clark
and Joseph Campbell were above
board. Keir Clark states that after
he investigated some of these loans
in Montague, he notified Mr. Sav-
ille, a member of the Board, partic-
ularly about loans involving Wat-
terworth as agent. This would be
about three weeks before the elec-
tion of December 11, 1947. He (Keir
Clark) also warned Dr. Gran! at
the same time about recommending
loans, told him what he had heard
around Montague and that he was
suspicious of those loans. Kbeir
Clark states further that Mr. Sav-
ille as a result of the information
given him had turned down several
applications for loans, but that
some had already been passed.
Should the Board have been sus-
picious? Watterworth = operated a
fish plant in Montague and had
dealings with fishermen. He had
been a candidate in the 1943 clec-
tion. He had recommended several
applications for loans before those
of the fall of 1947 which appeared
to be regular. There was, however,
a conviction in 1944 of breaking and
entering the vendor's store at Car-
digan against Watterworth. Was
this information available to the
Board? And, if so, was that alone
sufficient zo turn down applications
where Watterworth was concerned?
With reference to Dr. Grant,
much of the evidence against him
is contradictory, particularly as to
time. There is no doubt that at one

were good friends, to say the least.
Dr. Grant says this association
ceased with the by-election of 1946.
Watterworth says that Dr. Grant
signed applications in the fall of
1947. My terms of reference do not
require me to express an opinion
and for this reason, I will not quaote
or comment further on all the ev-
idence submitted.

Other Evidence

T have found no other evidence of
irregularities elsewhere than in and
around Montague, It is true in some
places money was used to buy food
and for purposes not intended in
the Act."But in some cases an im-
pression existed that the money
was intended for relief. It is not
quite clear to me really how the
money was to be spent except to
assist fishermen. I found very few
tishermen who understood the loan
was intended as relief and not to be
repaid to the government. Some
members of the Board understood
the money was intended for rellef,
although a promisory note was
taken in all cases. The Board ex-
plained this by saying that it was
to comply with a requirement of
the Dominion Government and the
note was not intended to be acted
upon. There were no regulations
made under the Act governing fish-
ermen's loans during the period un-
der review by me. It is really dif-
ficult to say for what purpose the
loans were to be made exeept to
assist fishermen and that is a fair-
ly broad expression.

Recommendations

The new board., T am informed,
now employs a full time investig-
ator, Loan ®heques are now pay-
able to both merchants and fish-
ermen, It is evident from the Wat-
terworth case, that had this prac-
tice been adopted prior to Decem-
ber 11, 1947, much of the scandal
created by this case would have
been avoided.

(1) I recommend that the prac-
tice of careful investigation and
proper payees be continued and that
the regulations now in force under
the Act be carefully studied, en-
forced and amended as times anc
circumstances change. &

(2) . I recommend that a more
serious effort be made to collect all
loans now due or that some ar-
rangement be made to have them
brought up to date by collateral
security or otherwise deal with
these loans in a more business like
manner, I believe that this is the
only policy that will be fair to all
those fishermen who have paid
their loans. In cases, however,
where there was a genuine beiief

Re “Eskimo”

Questions And Answers

Operations

Answers to some of the fol-
lowing questions with respect to
the operations of the M. V. Esk-
imo were tabled in the Legisla-
ture on Thursday by the Hon.
Eugene Cullen, Minister of In-
dustry and Natural- . Resources.
The answers, given below, corre-
spond to the questions as num-
bered:
Questions by Mr. D. L. Math-
ieson: .
1, Referring to the statement
tabled at the 1950 Session of the
Legislature that the M. V. “Es-
kimo” was purchased by the P. E.
I. Industrial Corporation from
the Hudson Bay Company: (a)
Who authorized the purchase of
the M. V. “Eskimo”? (b) Table
any such authorization, direction
or request.
2. Who negotiated the -purchase
of the M. V. “Eskimo”?
3. If the Industrial Corporation
negotiated the purchase, what di-
rector, officer, employee or agent
thereof carried out the negotia-
tions?
4. Table all correspondence o
ications which p d be-
tween the Industrial Corporation
or any of its directors, officers,
agent or employees and the Hud-
son Bay Company or any agent
or representative of the Hudson
Bay Company and/or any other
person or company, as to the pur-
chase or proposed purchase of the
said vessel?
5. Who is now the owner of the
M. V. “Eskimo”?
6. (a) Has the said vessel been
sold or agreed to be sold?
6. (b) If the answer is ‘“yes”
to whom has it been sold or
agreed to be sold giving full par-
ticulars of date of sale, purchase
price and terms.
7. (a) Has the said vessel
been chartered or leased, or has
the possession thereof been sur-
rendered or agreed to be sur-
rendered under any writter or
verbal agreement?
(b) If the answer is “yes” to
whom has it been disposed of
or agreed to be disposed of, giv-
ing pull particulars of date of
charter or other disposition, the
price and terms of agreement.
8. Table all correspondence and
communications which have pass-
ed between the Industrial Cor-
poration or any director, officers,
agent or employee thereof, or
any representative of the Provin-
clal Government and any pre-
sent or proposed purchases,
charterer, lessee or possessor of
the said vessel from May 3lst,
1950 to the 2nd March, 19517
9. Referring to Section 9
the Industrial Corporation
1949, Chapter 21:
(a) Has the Minister specified
for the rendering to him of de-
tailed statements of receipts and
expenditures as directed by the
said Section?
(b) Having recelved a detailed

of
Act,

statement for the year ending
March 31st, 1950, has the Min-
ister specified for a detailed

statement for any period subse-
quent to that date?

(¢) In conformity with the
statements rendered to February
28th, 1950, and submitted to the
Legislature in March 1950:

1. Table a detailed statement of
receipts and expenditures for the

period ending February 28th,
1951.

(2) Table Reports of the Ship-
ping Manager for the period
from January 31st, 1950.

(3) Table reports of the Dir-
ector of Trade for the period
from -March 31st, 1950.

10. (a) Who now are Directors

of the Corporation?

(b) Who have been Directors

since December 3lst, 1949?
(c) Have they received

salaries or fees, and, if so,

much for each?

11, (a) Is there now a Ganeral

Manager of the Corporation?

(b) Is there now a Shipping

Manager of the Corporation?

(¢) Name the General Manager

and/or  Shipping Managers of

the Corporation _since December

31st, 1949. :

(d) Have they recelved salaries

or fees, and, if so, how much

each?

lief, some consideration should be
given to the fishermen.

(3) T recommend that the Attor-
ney-General's Department deal fur-
ther with Watterworth and those
of his associates against whom the
Crown can establish a case. All
the evidence heard by me together
with the exhibits produced in evid-
ence before me is available to the
Department.

any
how

Summary of Evidence

“T believe I can summarize the
evidence in this inquiry in. the
words of Mrs. Kathleen Higson who
was the last witness heard: “I have
never had any other trouble since
“I came into the Fishermen's Loan
Board office. The only trouble I
have had with- fishermen’s loans
was around the area of Montague
with Watterworth, I have had in-
‘dividuals come in any say that they
had never made the loan but when
we traced it back and showed them
the applications, notes and the
bills of goods that the notes cover-
ed and their signatures on the ap-
plications, they generally admitted
that it was theirs.”

“I believe Mrs. Higson told the
whole truth in this statement anad
I agree with her. She worked hard
in her office under trying circum-
stances. I would have expected her
to say hard and harsh things about
her work. To me, these facts give
added weight to her evidence.

“I have tried to report on all the
matters referred to me in the terms
of my reference in & manner fair
and impartial to all parties con-
cerned and to all the citizens of
Prince Edward Island. It was &
task which I undertook only from a
sense of public duty, i.e, to help
preserve one- of our democratic in-
stitutions at home while younger
men and women are fighting on
far-away battle fields today to safe-
guard and protect these same in-
stitutions, We will succeed only in
preserving them when we have

that the loan was intended as re-

12, Give names of all shore
staff employed by the Corpor-
ation for- the operation of the
M/V “Eskimo”, and the amounts
paid to each during the calendar
year 1950,

13. Give names of all crew
members employed on “Eskimo”
during 1950 and home addresses.
14. (a) How many of a shore
staff have been employed during
January, February and March of
1951 and give their names.

(b) What work, if any, was
done during said periods?
(c) During said period, were

said employees on full salary?
(d) Where is the M. V. ¢“Es-
kimo” at present time, and how
long has said ship been so sta-
tioned? .
(e) Has she been refitted for
the 1951 season, or partially so?
15. What is the total cost to
the Province to date of the “Es-
kimo” venture, including cost of
boat and all repairs and admin-
-istration expenses.

Answers as tabled by
Eugene Cullen, Minister of
dustry and Natural Resources:
5. P.EJI Industrial Cornnr-
ation.
6. (a) No.
(b) Answered by (a)
7. (a) No.
(b) Answered by (a)
8. No correspondence or
munications.

(a) Yes.
(b) - Monthly.

com-

(c) (1) Attached herewith
(2) Not available—being com-
piled

(3) Attached herewith.

10. (a) W. E. Massey; L. W.
Shaw; R. G. White; J. W. Mac-
Kinnon; P. A. Murnaghan.

(b) Above and J.0.C. Campbell
(¢) No.

11. (a) No.

(b) Yes. .

(c) Shipping Manager—C. P.
Reddall.

(d) Salary and $4,000.00 per
annum.

12. C. P. Reddall, $4,050.00; R.
J. McCarville, $2,099.92; J. 0

Gormley, $1,550.00; A. T. Seaman,
$650.00.

13. E. T. Terfry, Pictou, N.S.;

A. Trenholme, Pictou; G. C.
Dickinson, Charlottetown; W. A.
Trenholm, Pictou; S. P. White,
Murray Harbour; L. G. White,
Murray Harbour; J. H. Watts,

Tracadie; L. R. Herring, Murray
River; F. M. Shaw, Dartmouth,
N.S.; A. J. Boudreau, Halifax; P.
J. Brake, Marystown, Nfld.; Pius

Hon.
In-,

Brake, Marystown; Andrew
Brown, Cornerbrook, Nfld.; C. C.
Bush, West Dublin, Nfld; F. Mc-
'Carthy. Corner Brook; William
iCluett, Coombs Cove, Nfld; R.
Coady, Marystown; G. J. Conrad,
Riverport, N. S.; William Dover,
Spanish Room, Nfld; D. C. Mc-
Donald, Mt. Stewart; F. A. Doug-

{las, Grand Bank; C. W. Dunn,
Charlottetown; Ign. Fleming, La-
‘matine, Nfld.; R. T. Hardiman,
,Grand Bank, Nfld.; L. Hardy,

Halifax; J. L. Heustis, Charlotte-
"town; G. C. Hyde, Digby, N. S.;
I P. S. Gilgar, Halifax, N. S.; N. B.
Melanson, Gilbert's Cove, N.S.;
Saul Mosher, Fortune, Nfld.; Eli
Pardy, Grand Bank; E. J. Par-
'sons, Corner Brook; Donald Pit-
'ley, " Curling, Nfld.; R. Prosper,

Public Works

Mr. J. Philip Matheson:

1. What was the total amount
spent by the Department of Pub-
lic Works for November and De-
cember 1949 in the second dis-
trict of King's?

2. What was the total amount
spent by the Department of Pub-
lic Works for November and De-

cember 1950 in the second dis-
trict. of King's?
Answers
1. $21,525.30.
2. $2844553. Bushes cut in

1950 for some 1951 projects, 1950
had one more project than 1949.
Started during summer,

!Corner Brook; E. A. Rice, Char-
ilottetown; J. R. M. Sharp, Hali-;

fax; M. J. Sharp, Halifax; E.!
|Sweeney, Corner Brook; C. f
Swift, Burgeo; T. B. Tibert,'

]Central Grove, N. S.; James War-
iren, Grand Bank; G. E. White,
}Churlottetown; Frank Wilneff,
Halifax; M. C. Witherall, For-
{tune, Nfld.

., 14. (a) C. P. Reddall; R. J.
| McCarville; J. A. Gormley; A. T.
| Seaman.

(b) All normal duties while

ship in operation., Preparing re-

ports, statistics, etc., after year's
‘operations. Overhauling loading
igear, eflc.

(c) Yes.

(d) Dartmouth, N. 8., 2 months.
(e) Yes.

OTHER QUESTIONS
Clifton Bridge

Mr. J. Philip Matheson:

1. What was the total cost of
Clifton Bridge?

2. Was the bridge built by con-
tract or day labor?

3. If by contract, what was the
amount of same?

4, If by day labor gives names
of all persons employed and the
amount received by each person.

How many miles of the
Campbellton Road were graded
and gravelled in 19507

6. What was the total cost of
road?
7. What distance of the road

between New Glasgow and 8tan-
ley Bridge was graded and grav-
elled in 19507

8. What was the total
this road?

cost of

Answers

1. $50,005.82.

2. By contract.

3. Driving piles 65 cents per ft.
All remaining lumber in places
at $60.00 per FMB.

Not done by day labor.
5. 3.6 miles.

6. $7,409.97.

7. 1.35 miles.

L

8. $8,967.39.

(Details of expenditure for
Falconwood Hospital and Beach
Grove for the period April 1,
1950 to Feb. 28, 1951, were also
tabled).

PARKDALE W. L

The monthly meeting of Park-
dale Women’s Institute was held
in the hall on Monday evening.
March 15th, with an attendance
of thirty-eight members. In the
absence of the president, the vice-
president, Mrs, Ross, occupied the
chair. Reports were given by the
different - committees. The sick
committee reported that six sym-
pathy ocards, twelve convalescent
cards and one houquet of flowers
had been sent.

The school committee reported
that they visited the school and
that the instruments for the
rhythm band had been received.
The Scouts and Cubs are to col-
lect old papers and magazines. The
Brownies are to hold a rally at
Heartz Hall on April S5th. Al
mothers of Brownies are invited to
attend.

Mrs. Cook, convener of the con-
cert committee, gave a very en-
couraging report of the variety
concert held in the Hall. This con-
cert had been a great success both
socially and financialy. A social
evening was planned to be held
ir the hall for all who in any way
so kindly assisted to make this
concert a success.

The prize list of the 1951 Exhi-
bition may be obtained at the Wo-
men’s Institute office and hopes
were expressed that entries would
be received from all members

The lunch committee for next
meeting will be: Mrs. Burns, Mrs.
Coles, Mrs. Cook and Mrs. Cum-

| miskey.

LONDON, March 30 —(Reuters)
—The Institute of London Under-
writers today cut their rates for
war risk insurance for voyages to
Communist China from £5 (8$15)
to £3 per £100.

The Premier Duplex Vacuum Clea
allhard-to-reach corners and unde

faster, gives cleaner rugs too.

ture as quick as a wink. Makes rug cleaning

ner gets at
r all furni-

as possible.

WINNIPEG

The Premier Aite-Matic Cylinder Cleaner is
the ideal portable cleaner. Has power and
performance plus. Comes with complete set
of attachments to make all cleaning as easy

‘The Premier Twin Brush Floor Polisher gives
floors more lustrous, longer-lasting finish.
Makes floor polishing effortless. Easy on your
floors. Easy on you too.

MAKE YOUR SPRING CLEANING EASY. ..

?/zem%
CLEANERS AND POLISHERS
DO THE WORK FOR YOU!

THE PREMIER VACUUM CLEANER COMPANY LTD.

TORONTO

At all “Premier-Approved” Dealecg

Now!

MONTREAL

96 Fitzroy St.

qumer Electric

Charlottetown

Phones 1443 — 1444

Smallman’s Ltd.

Summerside

Summerside

faith and trust in each other aad
in our way of life. eRea

Wright & Bell Ltd.

us

" Dial 2315
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