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Railway Cone
struction—
Contract No, 4.

A ement
g:;e‘h Siftom &
Co,

Siftou & Co , had
not machinery
for putting work
forward.

Contract No. 15.

Conversation
with Rowan and
others as to earth
work fillings.

To make earth
fillings without
extra haulage,

3639. Look at the agreement, Exhibit No. &5, and say whether that
was the agreement made between you and Sifton, Ward & Co. ?—Yes;
1 think that is it. ’

3640. That is dated September, 1878. Did you commence the work
upon the filling soon after that ?—Yes; there were two or three places
this side in the embankment that had shrunk, and we had to fill them
up before we got to this bay. Their agreement was upon an old speci-
fication. My agreement is, that where there is & haul of 1,200 feet and
over up to 2,500 feet, I get a cent a yard per 100 feet for it; but
his specification was from 1,200 feet and had no limit.

3641. This arrangement, you say, was brought about at your
request?—No; they came to me becausc Mr. Marcus Smith proposed
to take it out of their hands. They were notified different times to

ush the work forward, hut there was no progress made; in fact they
Ead no plant or material to do it. I had three engines and sixty flat cars
to put into it. It took about $70,000 worth of stock to work at it.

3642. Was Mr. Smith a party to this arrangement between you ?—
No; but he threatened to take the work out of their hands, and they
came to me to do it because 1 had the plant for the purpose.

3643. And when they were pressed by Mr. Smith they came to you ?
—Yes.

3644, The former negotiations which you had attempted had failed,
and had been given up ?—Yes; that was when I started in Sentember
and offered them $50,000 but they wanted $70,000. 1 knew that they
could not make half ot it, but I would have to remain idle for a year
until they got through, or haul my stuff down by the Dawson route.
It was in September, 1878, that Mr. Smith threatened to take the con-
tract away from them.

3645. Is there anything further about section 16 which you would
like to explain to the Commission ?—I do not know of anything further,
except about that earth work when Mr, Rowan came down. Mr.
Rowan was on the line with my son and Mr. Ruttan, and they had this
thing talked over, and they came off the line and told me what they
bad been talking about. They asked me what I thought about it, [
said I would let him know to-morrow. After thinking it over I told
him I would undertake to fill all the places where there was to be
trostle work, with the engines if T had to draw it four or five miles.
He said if I would do that without cxtra haulage he would recommend
it to the Government with all his might.

3646. About what time was that ?—1I1 do not know. There is a letter
in the Blue Book will tell you,

3647. Was Mr. Marcus Smith present? ~No; I do not think Mr.
Smith came until September, 1878. Then I told Mr. Rowan I would
fill all the places where the trestles were going in, with carth, without
extra haulage. He asked me if I would give him a letter to that effect,
and I told him that I would. Shortly after that he told Mr. Carre to
set out the retaining walls in the water stretches that were to form the
foot of the bank.

3648, Is there any other matier connected with section 15, either a8
to the maunner in which you got the contract or the manner in which
the work bhas been done, or any negotiations between you and the
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Tendering—
Government which you have not fully explained ?—No; I do not SontractNe.15.
now anything else except the amount that has been kept off me.
That is in the hands of the Government, and they have agreed to let it
stand until the contract is finished. It is an open account to be settled.

3649. Was there any agreement between you and Mr. McDonald as Jave Senator
% how he should be secured for the advances that he had made for mortgage on
You ?—I gave him a chattel mortgage on the plant that I bought with Plant to secure

! ad .
1t. I produce an agreement dated 10th January, 1877. (Exhibit No. sAgEEé‘f:::nt with

93.) McDonald.
3650. This does not appear to be executed, but appears to be a copy
of another ducument ?—Yes.

36561. From whom did you get this copy ?—From Hon. Mr.
MecDonald. :

3652. This document alludes to a previovs letter or instrument which
had passed betweon you. It recites the factthat there was a letter or
instrument in which you made certain promiges, and that that letter or
Instrument should be constituted a part of this document; do you know
Where that letter is ?—I do not know, unless Mr. Ruttan has it.

3653. Perhaps Mr. McDonald is the only man who had that letter?
I could not tell you.

Stipulation that
3654. There is nothing here about Mitchell having a share in the MUSColL, oo
profits ?—No ; that is another document. I think Mr. Ruttan bas it in bave half the

contract men-
the safe. tioned in a second
- . . agreement.
3655. Did you ever see it 7—Yer.

3656. Perhaps you will be able to find it ?—T will try. I think Mr.
Ruttan has it, as he had charge of all the papers connected with the
ailroad in the safe in his office.

3657. Do you remember what the item was that he charged in the Statementof
account against you for moncys advanced ?—No; I donot. I got a Aoooyntbetween
Statement which L now produce (Exhibit No. 94) about the 4th of McDonald and
April, 1878. That is the first statement I got of the moneys he was >
8iving me. He used to give me five, ten, fifteen, twenty, thirty, and
80metimes as much as forty thousand dollars.

3658. Do you remember if this money which he paid for you to
Chiriton, and also to Sutton, was part of the first item of $35,000 in
the account produced ?—Probably it is in that item.

3659. Can you produce any other statement of advances made by Further state-
r, McDonald to you?—Yes; I produce his own now, in hisown hand- ment of account,
Wwriting. (Exhibit No, ¢5.)

3.60. In this last document which you produce in Mr. McDonald’s
Own hand-writing, the first item is on December 20, 1876: «“ Advances,
$30,000.” That is about the time that the money was paid at Cornwall,
18 it not ?—1I do not remember what year it was,

3661, Do you remember if that advance was just before Charlton 10000 advance
Withdrew his tender from the Government?—Yes ; it was. paying Chariion
utton.

3662. A letter appears bere in the Blue Book, dated 21st of that same
Moqth in which Charlton withdrew his tender. Now looking at the
date of this letter and the date of that charge, are you able to say

16
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Contract No. 15.

whether that was for the advances to Charlton and to Sutton ?—Very
likely it is.

Letter from 3603. Have you any letter from Mr. Marcus Smith upon the subject:
Mareus Smith. o 1} ose works ?—Yes; I produce it. (Exhibit No. 96.)
Senator 3664. You saidthat Mr. McDonald charged you 10 per cent. interest:

charged 10 per  upon his advances ?—Yes.

t.on ad . .
andon security . 3665. Did he charge you that same rate upon the amount of security

glven to Govern- o hioh he furnished to the Government ? —Yes,

nent.
3666. What was the amount of that security ? —$89,000. I did not
bargain for that at all; but when he made the statement I found it

there.
Natare of 3667. Are you aware that the security as was finally accepted by the
security. . . .
Government was upon lands and not money ?—It was, in tte first in-
xtanco, a cheque marked “ good” by the Consolidated Bank ; but after
that he got property transferred for the cheque, and got his cheque
After Senator back

McDonald kot hls 3668, Did he continue to charge you interest upon the secu:ity after
ed to he got his cheque back 7—Yes; trom the besinning.

back continn
charge interest. . .

3669. So that while he was getting the use of the lands, he was also
drawing interest from you for the amount of the security?—Yes; he
is doing that yet. Ihave a balance sheet here that I got from Mitchell
McDonald, when we settled up a few months ago, as to the balance I
was to pay still.

3670. Was Mitchell acting for his fathe:r’s estate ?—Yes; and he i3
now.

3671. This statement does not take any notice of the note which
you gave?—No.

3672. This is beside the note ?—Yes, it is all paid ; unless this $3,000
for the next year for interest on the security is put up.

Helping News- 3673. Have you ai any time had any negotiations with the Govern-
papers. ment, or with any of the Departments of the Government, in which
you paid other persons for their influence or assistance ?—No; I do not

Mackintash know that 1 had. 1 assisted Mackintosh in tho paper. He was my
Security for wit-  security in ono instance or two in making tenders, and getting my
him in his paper. olher tenders along with myself, and I assisted him with his paper or
ﬁlﬂéﬁe’:‘% onefor  he would have gone down. That is all the influence [ paid for in

) Ottawa, or in the Government, or to anybody else.

3674. Do you mean that you assisted him with money ?—Yes.

36735, In supporting the newspaper do you mean ?—Yes; he was in
very difficult circumstances, and he was likely to burst up. He had
been very kind to me, and got me assistance once or twice in securities
in making up tenders; and I was a stranger there, and did not know
any person, and he got them for me, and that is the way I assisted him.

Neveunderstood 3676, Was it ever understood between you and him that you were
had any influence to comgenaate him for any influence that he had used with any member
ment for whigh . Of the Government ?—No; not at all, Whenever I was wanting any-

thls money was thing he used to see after it for me in Ottawa.

given.
Influencing 3677. Did you ever make any gifts or paymenis of money to any
Clerkis, one connected with the Departments of the Government ?—No ; not one
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Influenct
(‘leﬂu—n‘

tha!t, I know of in any shape. Mackintosh is the only one that I ever Cnract Ne 15,
adsisted in Ottawa that 1 know of.

3678. Is your recollection good about officers in the Departments?
Te you quite sure you never made gifts of any kind to them ?—No.

3679. Do you mean no, you are not sure, or what ?—No; [neverdid. 5 o =

3680. Were you interested in any other work on account of the Comtract3As
Overnment atter section 15?—No; excepting that and 14—Sifton &
ard’s contract—and the Pembina Branch,

. s Did not tender for
3681. You have already spoken about the Pembina Branch going inis eontract g
South from St. Boniface.  Now a3 to the Pembina Branch going north, Order-in-Cougell
Was that work let by public tender 2—No; I did not tender for it. Tt (ith May, 187),
. . . . . proc ed with
Was given by Order-in-Council. I was to do the grading of it for the work as part of
8ame price that I had done the scction from here to Pembina, and all Sontracts.the
Other works that were to be done were 1o bo at the same prices that I for at contract 5

. pricer, and the

for section 15. rest of the work
at section 35
piices.

3682, You spoke of having helped Mackintosh in tha support of his Helpiag Newie
Newspaper as you have described : have you helped any person else in T owa.
the support of any other newspaper ?7—Yes; 1 had one here. e

paper maun in
winnipeg.

3683. For what reason did you help him ?—We had no other paper Reas n why.
here 4¢ that time, and I bad reason to know that the Frce Press was

Orking against me, and I was bound to have another paper to support
:“9- They used to get things into the Free Press paper. For instance,
he lagy thing I noticed we had two men killed ; and they had it in their
Paper two or three days running, as though it were an accident every
o2+ Then when another accident happeped they would have it:
‘hAUOther melancholy accident on Section 1§!!” It went onso that

Ought I wor ld get another paper.

. 3684, Was your object in hel ping him entirely to advance your own
Mtereqt, ?—Yes. The man he
heip(lednwnhout

. . ~ any infinence
3685. Was it on account of any influence he had with the Govern- wiih the Gevern-

Ment? _No; he has no influence with the Government. ment.

3686,

Nee o

a Were you promised in any way that he would be of any assist-
h

: you with any ot the Departments as 4 compensation for helping
'8 paper ?—No.

3687. Wore you led t rthi kind 2—No; I did
I. you o expect anything of that kin No ic
"0t think of such a thing. . ,

Contract 3 A.

y(;:!SS& Now, returning to this north section of the Pembina Branch, g?‘gh';etf‘;'&f;gg
‘hat,say it was let, a8 you understand, by Order-in-Council; how was of this portion of
By fact communicated to you 2—I think I have a document from Mr, 0 e
tio:‘n"-‘ I cannot lay my hands ou it; but I think [ got the informa- contrict.
ngy Sither from Mr. Braun or Mr. Rowan, I am not sure which. 1do
geet."ecollect how I got it. The reason was: I was track laying on
Cha 0P 14, and the iron was all here; and it was considered to be the
_ hﬁpﬁt and hest way to lay the track down to Selkirk and take iron

take } s the water was getting low in the river, and they could not

R ﬁ?wn over the rapids. It was the cheapest and eariest way.
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Contract 5 A. 3689. Bofore it was decided that you should do the work, did you
Dutlding a line . communicate your proposition as to the terms to any one connected
and cheapest way With the Government ?—I am sure I cannot remember at the present
Qleetthigiron o moment. It is very likely that Mr. Rowan and I had some talk about

it, bat I do not recollect it. It was considered to e the easiest and

cheapest way of getting iron down to section 14.

i nes ofered, __3690. In a memorandum dated 19th of April, 1877, signed by Mr.

same rate as Fleming, the Chief Engineer, he states that an offer had come from you

original contract, . . . P

and to lay track ' 10 do the grading of the extension at the same rate as your original

atrate for st contract, and to lay the track at the same rate as the present contract
for sections 14 and 15. Do you remember whether you made that offer

by writing or by word of mouth ?—I do not recollect it.

3691. Does that agree with your understanding as to the substance
of the offer ?—Yes.

3692, Do you remember whether your offer included any other item
except those two —that is, the grading and laying of the track ?—Yes;
I think they notified me that they would accept the offer for doing the
grading, and pay me the prices I had for section 15 for doing all the

other works.
Cannol explain 3693. How did it come to be arranged that you were to get the prices
P s Y of gection 15 for all the other works, unless there had been some dis-
prices for all the cusgion between you and the engineer, or some one on the part of the
grading. Government, as to these particulars ?—I really could not answer the
question. Idonotremember. That is the way it was settled and gone

on with. I do not recollect any more than [ have told you.

<Character of 3694. What sort of country is it from St Boniface to Selkirk over
“country. which this part of the W%k was done ?—TIt is a very wet country, and
it was a very wet season, ind we made the road up to our knees in water

a great part of the way. The men had to cut three or four feet of brush
to put under their tents to keep them out of the water. That was in
the spring of 1878, I think.

3695, The Order-in-Council was in May, 1877 ?2—Then it must have
been in 1877. I had to get the iron down and start the contract on 14
and that was the easiest and cheapest way for the Government,

3696. You made an offer yourself about two items, the grading and
the track laying, but there are a great many other items?—I do nof
1emember making the offer about the track laying, but I made the
offer about the excavation, at 22 cts. a yard, and it was understo
that I was to have the same prices I got on 15 for whatever extra work
I did.

Thinas the prices  3697. I am trying to find out how it came to be so arranged. Wer®

e cstablished  the prices for all the other items, beside the grading and track laying

the Government. established by an offer from the Government to you?—I think it
must be so, because I got notified to that effect by Mr. Braun, 1 do
not know whether | have the letter unless Mr. Ruttan has it.

3698. In one of the Blue Books a telegram is stated to have bee?
sent from Mr, Braun authorizing you to do all those works in the W&y
you have described—that is, upon the basis of stated prices as to tW’
items, and all the other work upon section 15 prices ?—Yes.
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3699. TIs it your recollection that that was the only authority given .

you to proceed upon that basis ?—I think so. I do not remember of
anything else. The price is the same on 15 for track laying.

3700. In some of those prices to which section 15 rates were attached,
the work was paid for at a very much higher rate than on the lower
Part of the same branch ?—It was all the same prices except the earth
Work —the same as section 15 prices.

3701, But they are not the same as the lower part of the Pembina
ranch prices ?—I graded from here, and laid the track and ballasted,
aud pat in the cattle guards and trestle work.
Did most of work

3702. In doing all this work you did some of it at very much higher at very much
Prices than you did the same work on the lower part of the branch ? than on lower
—No. ?rt ot}'l Pembipa

anch.

3703. What did you get for off-take ditches for the scuth end of the 33 cts. for of-take
ditches on south

ranch ?—1I think it was 33 cts., but I am not sure. branch,
3704. What was your price for the northern section ?— 45 cts. 45 cts. on
northern.

3.05. Why were you paid so much higher for the northern section ?
—l'hat was Sutton & Thompson’s tender price for 15.

3706. Is not that a higher price than the same work on the Pembina Could have done-
ranch could have been done for by other persons?—I could have 't for less.
one it for less than that myself.

3707. If those off-take ditches had been let by public tender, what do Work might have
You believe the work would have been done for?—1f it had been let in tender for o ot
Small quantitics it.might have been done for 19 or 20 or 25 cts. Mr, 20,0rZcts.

wan let two or three off-takes in my contract last summer, and he

let them at 25 cts. a yard.

3708. You think if it had been let by tender it would have been done
The Government

for 20 or 25 cts. 7—Perhaps for 19 to 20 or 22 cts. offered him more
than double the
370J. So that the Government offered you more than double the Priccat which =

Price at which it could have been done if it had been let by tender, in ﬁ%t{n:ew_%r;ilggne-
Your opinion ?—Yes ; it 'could have been let for about one-half. publicly for

tenders.
" 3710. What was the whole amount of that particular item for off-take The whote item
itches T could not tell you. There would not be more than 20,000 gf - ake ditches
or25 ds. or . ) nted
25,000 yards, or somewhere there. nearly 4 25,000.

. 3711, I think one of the statements published shows that the whole
tem amounted to nearly $25,000 ?—I dare say it was.

i 3712, Mr. Fleming stated that the quantity was nearly 55,000 yards
N the off.take ditches alone, on the nortb end of the branch ?—I do
B0t know. I could not tell you.

w3713. That amounted to nearly $25,000 2—Of course it did. There
®re a great many of them we had to make a mile or two long.

\v37l4' Aslong as you got 45 cfs. a yard for them I suppose you #icts.avarda.
Ould not care if they were five miles long ?—No; 1 would like to be large price

Inakmg them yet. 1 am not finding fault, but you must remember I

08t 87 a yard in the tunnels on 15.

3715, At the time that you. were instructed to proceed with that
Ork, were you notificd that the Government intended to limit the
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Contract 3 A+ wholoe expenditure to any sum, or about any sum ?—I do not know. I

did not hear anything about it.
Does not know

that in the Order- 3716, The Ordet-in-Council is based upon the proposition that no
in-Council it was

calculsted the ex- more than $60,000 should be spent altogether. Was any such idea

D oo, communicated to you ?—I do not know anything about thar. .

Nor that the

actual expendi- 3717. As a matter of fact has not the expenditure been nearly
;tll&?&gproached $160,000 ?—1I do not know they paid me for all I did.

Work on the 3718. Has that work on the north end of the branch been completed ?
mEniS Yo

3719. Is there any dispute between you and the Government about
that ?—1I do not know that there is any. 1 got a final estimate.

3720. Has the account about it been closed between you and the
Government ?—Yes ; I got a final estimate and got my money.

Full ballasted. 3721. Was it half ballasted or full ballasted ?—It wus full ballast.
There are about 9,000 yards of earth tor off-take drains let to some

other persons on this same section last summer that ought to have been
done by me.

Did ke fencl . . . .

at »1‘3%&.333:25 3722. Did you do the fencing on the north section?—Yes.

all materials.
matenia 3723. Was itdone by a separate arrangement ?—That was an arrang-
ment between Mr. Rowan and me.

3724. That was not done by public competition ?—No.
3725. What rate did you get for that ?—$1 a rod.

3726. The Government finding all the materials?- No; I found every-
thing myself.

3727. What kind of a fence was it ?2—A post and board fence.
3728. Has that work been finished ?—Yes.

3729. And paid for ?—Yes.
No dispute with

Government, 3730. And there is no dispute between you and the Government about
saveaboul tap-  jt 7—No; except the tap-drains that I have spuken of.
3731. The Government saved money by letting it to somebody else ?
—Yes.

3732. Then you have been paid in full for all the work north of St.
Boniface up to Selkirk ?— Yes; I have been paid for all the wurk from
Selkirk to Emerson.

3733. Except this cluim for off-take ditches ?—Yes; but that does

not amount to anything. I took what they gave me; and 1 was con-
teot with it. T left it all to them,

3734. Is there any other matter that you wish to explain aboat any
of those contracts upon which you have given evidence?—No; I do
not know of anything else.

3735. Do you know anything about the nature of the country south
Ifthelinehad  of Cross Lake, whether it would have been an easier location for the
Soath the e lino of railway than the one adopted ?—I do not know anything about
;1&;‘::%;2?&;? that. I never was north or south of the line. I know that at Cross
saved. Lake, if they had gone south about a mile, they might have escaped that

big bay that we have been working at night and day all last summer

—Jyou can stand on the bank and see it.

Rallway Loca=
tion.
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3736. Did you ever go over that half mile yourself to see ?—You can
$ee it from the road. It is upon solid rock, but it runs about nearly to
grade. Less than half 2 mile would have done it, and it would have
Saved a very troublesome place.

3737, Ilave you any idea how much money would have been
8aved if that line had gone south as you describe ?—I could not say;
ut I am certain that there would have been money saved, and it would
ave made a better road. - You could not tell unless you got the
Quantities. It took twice as much as it should to fill this bay, as we
ad to find the bottom, and then it slid up the bay 400 or 500 feet.

3738, Could it have been done in a shorter time ?—Yes; if I
hagd had an engineer in 1877 when I commenced, a go-ahead fellow
like Schreiber, I would have had an engine at Rat Portage long ago
2nd saved money to myself.

8739. Would you have saved money to the Government ?—Yes;
b?(:ause I would have had the railroad through a year ago, if I had had
%im instcad of Rowan and Carre. 1 would have had the engines
Tunning to Rat Portage over a year ago. I am certain of that.

Winnires, Wednesday, 15th Sept., 1880,
JamEs H. Fraser, sworh and examined:
By the Chairman : —
3740. Where do you live ?—I reside at present in Winnipeg.

3741. How long have you lived here ?—I came up here, I think, last
Pril was a year.

3‘%.72. Where did you live before that ?—In New Glasgow, Nova
ia,

A

o 3743. Have you been interested in any proceeding on account of the
Anadian Pacitic Railway ?—Yes.

3741, What transaction ?—The first transaction was the section B
Contryct,

3745, That is known as contract 42 ? —Yes.

3746. Was the work on that section let by public competition ?-—Yes.

3747 Was there more than one advertirement acking for tenders ? —

Tt wag advertised, I think, in most of the papers in Canada.

%3748. I mean wero tenders a-ked for on different occasions ?—Not
3t I remember of.

2749, Were you one of the persons tendering ?—Yes.

3750, In your own name, or associated with others ?—In a company.
3751, Who were the persons ?—Fraser, Grant, & Pitblado.

3752, Where do they live P—They lived in Truro, Nova Scotia,
8153, Both Grant and Pitblado ?—Yes,

Bailway i.qﬁ.-g-
rion—
Shoal Lake.

Money would
hus have been
saved and a
better road
secured

Might have saved
money for self
and Government
if he had had to
deal with
Schreiber instead
of Rowan,

FRASER.

Tendering—
Contract No. 43,

Before taking up
residence at Win«
nipeg. lived in
New Glasgow,
Nova Bceotia.

First transaction
in which interests
ed in connection
with Canadian
Pacific Railway,
scction B.

The firm of
Fraser Grant &
Pitblado,of which
witness was &
partner tendered
for work.

Grant and Pit~
blado live in
Truro, Nova
Scotia.
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'l‘enderlng—
vontract No. 43,

Interested one- 3754. Were you interested in equal proportions—that is, one-third
third each. each ?—Yes ; one-third each. We tendered togethér as a company.

3755. Having each a one-third interest 7—That was the understand-
ing. Kach equal shares. I think the time was extended for recciving
the tenders after the first advertisement, but I would not be certain.

fixty-seven and

abalf miles the 3756. What is the length of the section on which you became inter-
length of contract egted 7—Sixty-seven and a-half miles.

3757. That is known as section B ?—Yes.
3758. Under contract 42 2—Yes.

How tenders were 3759, Were tenders invited for any greater length of line than that ?

called for —They were asked for separately orin one tender, for the vacancy in
the Thunder Bay section. I think the other section was 118 miles,
and the whole was asked for in separate tenders, or in one, section A
and Section B.

3760. Did the tenders asked for by the same advertisement cover
the whole length as well as sections A and B?—Yes; either in
whole or in part.

s firm put in 3761. Did you tender for the whole or in part?—We put in two

tenders, one for different tenders, one for scction A and one for B.
section A,andone

for section B, the  3762. But none for the whole line?—Yes; we put in one for the
ering the whole Whole line—that is, our tender for A and tender for B together would

length. be for the whole line.

3763. Buat I understand that three forms of tenders were asked for -
one form for the whole line, one for the western, and one for the
eastern sections; did you put in one form for the whole section ?—
No; but we put in for the aggregate of the two tenders.

Tendered for 3764. Then you did make a tender for the whole as well as each

whole as well as .
for each section. Section ?—Yes.

Got contract on 3765. I understand that you only got the contract on one section ?—
one section. Yes.
Not lowest 3766. Were you the lowest tenderer upon that section 2—No.

Nicholson, Morse  3767. Who was the lowest ?—Nicholson, Morse & Co. were the
& Co. the lowest. lowest

3768. Did you know Nicholson, Morse, or Marpole ?—I did not
kpow them when they tendered.

3769. Did you know Nicholion ?—I met Nicholson afterwards in
Ottawa when we were waiting for the decision of the contract.

Towhomcontract 3770, Do you remember how long aftor the tenders were opened
asawarded- pefore it was decided who was to get the contract ?—It was quite &
time. The contract was awarded to Nicholson, Morse & Marpole, an
they were allowed a certain time to put up their deposit.

3771. Besides naming a price in your tenders, were you called upon
to name a time at which the line would be finished ?—We were.

Time mentioned 3772, Do you remember what times you named in your tenders ?—

completing work. Three years for one section and two years for the whole line.

3773. So that if you got one section you were not called upon t@
finish it until the end of three years, but if you got the whole line yot
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Were bound to finish it in two years ?—The price I put in for finishing
1t in two years was very largely in excess of the price for three years,

3774. Did you put in a price for two years for each section as well
a8 for the whole line ?—Yes.

3775, Upon what basis did you get the contract >—Upon the three
years time.

37'76. Had you the option of taking it at two years or at three years,
Or was it with the Government ?— It was with the Government,

3777. And they accepted the offer upon the basis of three years ?— Got the contract
Yes; they accepted it upon the basis of three years, and offered a large e e time.
additional price if it could be finished within two years. It was a
Certain percentage—I forget what the percentage was—but I did not
€Xpect it could be finished in two years.

3778. That percentage was the percentage that was mentioned in
your tender ? —No ; this was an offer that the Government were making
%o induce the contractors to finish their work within two years.

Nicholson, Morse

3779. When you met Nicholson at Ottawa,.had it become known §Marpele, .
that they were offered the contract ?—They were negotiating for their for their security
Security at the time that I got acquainted with them. B e it~

ed with them.

3780. Then it must have been known to them that they had the

offer of the contract >—They were notified.

3781. Do you know how much lower than your tender their price
Wwas ?—I could not remember it now. I did at the time, but I have no
Tecollection of what the difference was. They were considerably
Ower,

3182. Had you any negotiation with Nicholson or any one on behalf
Of this firm ?— Mo ; nothing with respect to the contract.

3783. Had any person, on account of your firm, any negotiation with Had no negotta~

them ?—Not with my consent. P rectiy wit

3784. Had they without your consent?—I could n>t say. There fag this frm and
Were none of my partners, neither Grant nor Pitblado, because they {‘E‘}f'gﬁ'mg;tvgg;e
Were not there at the time. tendering.

3785. Are you aware of any negotiations by uny one, on your

chalf, with uny member of this firm upon the subject of their not
Cmpleting their securities 2—No; not that I am aware of.
. Knew that

3786. Were you aware that Morse & Co. had retired and withdrawn gighotson, Morse
their tender "before you were notificd that your own would be by the fact thut
ccopted ?—No; I knew then they retired. The only way that I Zhirews Jones

New wasg, the other tirm was notified that the contr_act was awarded gg J%’:;% %1::3“

them on the condition that they should put up their security. awarded to them

ey wou

t ity.
3787. Who were they ?—Andrews, Jones & Co. were the next, and putup eow

Mine was the next.

3788. How were you made aware that Andrews, Jones & Co. had
been awarded the contract?—It was current in Ottawa when we were
il there ; and whenever a contract was awarded it was publicly known
%o whom. He reccived a notice to that effect from the Department of
Public Works,
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3'789. Who received that notice ?—The successful tenderer. Jones
received that notice after Morse & Nicholson fuiled to put up their
security. '

Andrews, Jones 3790, Did Andrews, Jones & Co. make that public?—Yes; they were

& Co. made thelr otitied, and they made it public. Contractors were notified publicly,
public. very often in the hotel.

3791. Was it made known that they were awarded the contract on
the condition that they should put up the deposit in a certain time?—
Those were the terms of the contract; that they should put up the
deposit,

3792. At the time that they made it known thut they were awarded
the contract ?—I cou!d not say.

exgn0amountof 3793, Do you remember what the amount of deposit was which was
depositrequired. a0 nired by the Government ?—8$206,000. That was about the amount
in our case. Theirs would not be that. It was 5 per cent. on the bulk
sum of the contract, and theirs would probably be a little less than
that. »
Fulle these nego- 3794 During the time that those negotiations were going on_about
going forward, having the tenders supported by deposit, were you in commuuication
[ritness was not  with any person belonging to the Government, or connected with the
ton with any Government ?—No.
néml-lymﬂ"z 3735. Nor none of the Departmental officers ? —~Not any of them.
Dected with — yWhenover Jones was awarded the contract I left Ottawa and went
“Thought the thing 8Way, as I considered that was final, because his figures were not far
Xg%:gm%m‘eg" from mine, and the party that was backing them up was, I thought,
& Co., were quite able to do so, and they would put up the deposit within the time
awarded e hev 8llowed. Thoy were allowed eight days, and I wentaway, considering

were well backed ing was settled.
yere well backs the whole thing w

{)‘;‘gl;’il;g"semﬁd 3796. Who were the parties backing them up to whom you allude ?—
) They were a firm in New York. I did not know them, but they said
they were wealthy people. A man named Smith was the party, I

think, that was negotiating.

3197. Do you mean that Smith was the New York man ?—Yes.
3798. You say you understood that he was a responsible man ?7-—Yes.
3799. But you did not know him ?—No.

3800. How did you understand that this awarding of the contract
was final ?—It was generally understood that they would put up the
deposit. It was generally known that he would put up the deposit.

3801. Was one of the firm of Andrews, Jones & Co. in Ottawa at the
time ?—There was one of them, I think, I do not know which. Ido not

know either of them to speak to.

Yndersteod that 3803, You say when you left Ottawa it was understood that he had

daystoputup  ejght days to put up the deposit ?—That was the time given.

deposit.
3803. How were you aware that that was the time given ?—That
was the time the others were given. I cannot say I know it from any
Wit . authority, except that it was said he had eight days to put his money up.
ness unaer

impression that 3804 Do you say the others got eight days time ?—They were given
s et more. Their time was extended.

been considerably  3805. Whose time ?—Nicholson, Morse & Co.
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3806. How much was it extended ?—I think it was extended eight
days after notice was served upon them, and eight days longer.

3807. So that in your opinion Nicholson, Morse & Co had sixteen
days time ?—I couid not say.

3808. After you became aware that Andrews, Jones &Co were likely
to get the contract, do you say that you expected them to get eight
4ys time to put up the money ?—Yes.

38(9. Bat your only reason for supposing that was that the previous
*m had got eight days time ?—The only reason was that immediately

en the contract was awarded to Jones he started to New York to
Make his arrangements to put up his deposit, and it would take him
that time to go and return.

3810. Was any other partner of your firm present at Ottawa during
at time ?—I was the only partner there at that time.

. 3811, Was thero any other person in Ottawa at that time interested
0 your getting the contract ?—Not that I know of.

3812. At that time had you made an arrangement that some person
€lse should be interosted with you if you got the contract? —Not at

at time. Manning spoke to me when he supposed 1 was pretty close,
30d he wanted to take an interest with me, if I got the contract—that is

anning, Shields & McDonald. I do not remember what time it was
that they spoke to me.

3813. You say that they spoke to you when it was understood that
JOU were pretty ciose : I am now asking you when it would be supposed

at you were pretty close ?—It is very likely when it was awarded to
icholson & Morse.

3814, Had they made a proposition to you at that time?—No; but
L Spoke very freely about my tender being so clote,

3815. At what time did Manning or any one on behalf of his firm
Make 4 proposal to become interested with you?—I1 could not say as
the time. :

. 3816, T am not speaking of the day nor the month, but of the time
i“ the progress of the whole arrangement ?— I think it was after Smith
thir, 8000 away to New York after the contract was awarded. 1
hink'it was then. :

3817, But before it had como to your turn ?—Yes; before it came to
0y tupn, :

3818, What was the arrangement made between you and Manning,
80y one on behalf of his firm ?—There was no arrangement made
Tther than this : that they spoke to me, and asked me if it came to

Y tender, would I take in any partoers ; that they were very close to

ﬂf’ and would I make arrangements with them. They were a few
0urand dollars above me again, They were so very close to me that
® merely talked it over.

3819, You were speaking of proposals, I am asking you at what time
the first arrangement made ?——Tho first arrangement was made the

ay
g‘:etthat Smith went to New York, I think. That was the first arrange-
ut,

Tendering -
Contract N6. 42,

Supposed that
Andrews, Jones
& o. got eight
days to put up
deposit.

Reason for this
supposition.

Manning wanted
totakean interest
with witness.

After Smith (the
contrsct having
been awarded)
bad gone to New
York, Manning
made a proposal
o witness.

Manning & Co.
asked witnessand
his partners
whether in case
of the contraot
coming to them
they would take
the former in.
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Arrangement
with Manoing &
Co. Terms of.

Arrangement not
reduced to writ-
ing until after
contract had been
awarded.

John Shields, at
Uttawa, most of
the time while
negotiations
ﬁ)lng forward ;
anning and
McDonald there
occasjonally.
]

A member of the
Mapning firm
toid him
Andrews, Jones
& Co. not likely
to put up security.

Did not know
how this infor-
mation was
obtained.

3820. What was that arrangement ?—That if I got the contract they
would associate themselves with me.

3821, Was that so arranged ?—Yes ; between ourselves.

3822. But it was so arranged ?—Yes; I think it was the time that
Smith was away.

3823. Upon what terms were they to take a share in the contract?
—There were no terms, but they were to put up their share of the
security, $103,000.

3824. One-half ?—Yes.

3825. Do you mean that your firm was to retain a one-half interest
in the contract, and Manning's firm was to become interested in the
other half, each party to put up one-half of the security ?—Yes.

3826. Was that arrangement reduced to writing ?—No.

3827. Was it not reduced to writing before you became the successful
competitor ?—No; there was no writing on it.

3828, No writing until after you were awarded the contract ?—Until
1 was awarded the contract.

3829. Was that understanding between your firm and the Manuing
firm made known to other persons in the locality, either tendoring or
about there ?—I think not. I think this arrangement was made after
the contract was awarded to Andrews, Jones & Co. This arrange-
ment with Manning & Co. was with me, that if the contract was

awarded to me I would associate with our company Manning, Shields
& McDonald.

3830. Was any person representing the firm of Manping & Co. ab
Ottawa during this time that it was uucertain whether Andrew-, Jones
& Co. would put up their deposit?—John Shields was there most of
the time, and McDonald and Manning would be there occasionally.

3831. So that two of the partners were there all the time ?—Two of
them were generally there all the time,

3832. Did you hear from either of these gentlemen whether the
probability ot your getting the contract was increasing, or whether it
was more likely you would get it ot last than it was in the beginning ?
—One of that tirm told me that he did not think Smith would put up
the security for Jones; that he was afraid of the contract, that he had
not the prices to carry it out properly; that he was too high for one
part of the work, and two low for the other, and that they were afraid
to risk it.

3833. Who do you mean by one of the firm ?—1I do net know whether
it was Shields er Manning.

3834. Did they tell you where they had got that information ?—
No ; Idid not ask them. :

3835. Did it strike you as strange that they, heing competitors of
Jones & Co.’s, should know about the decision of Smith who was back-
ing Jones & Co. 7-—I could not say how they were getting information.
I was a stranger and was not acquainted with many people, excep?
those with whom I formed an acquaintance when [ was up theve.
turned out as they said, Smith never put up the money and did nob
come back at all.
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~ 3836, Do you know, as a matter of fact, that Smith never had the
Privilege as long as eight days to come back and put up the money ?—
could not say. There was part of the money put up.

3837. Within the eight days ?—Within the eight days.
3838. You were aware of it at the time ?--I understood that it was.

. The street
. 3839. How did you know that ?—I could not give you any author- was that ;umour
ity but the street rumour that there was so much money put ap. e bat up

part of the
3810. And you understood that from street rumour before the security.

contract was awarded to you ?—Yes; there was part of the money put
up before the contract was awarded to mo, and they were waiting for
the balance.

3841. And was that understood before the contract was awarded to pid not have this
you ?—Yes; I understood it from common report. I did not have it Jyeonauon from
from any authority, and cculd not say whether it was the case or not. source.

3842, Were you aware that another sum was put up a day or two

after that and before it was awarded to you?—No; I was not aware
of it,

3843. It appears from a copy of a letter published in the Blue Book
of 1880, concerning these tenders, that the time given to Andrews
Jones & Co. was named as ending on Saturday, the 1st of March, and
Dot at the end of eight days after the 26th of February, when it was
awarded to them; and it also appears by a letter to the Minister of
Public Works, dated as of the 29th of February, that you statel that
should the contract for section B be allotted to you, you were prepared
1o agsociate with you Shields, Manning & McDonald ?—Yes.

3844 Are you prepared to say whether that was the correct date?
~I could not say about the date.

. . . N of witness's
3845. Were any of your Nova Scotia partners in the Province of Nova Scotia parts

Ontario at that time ?—No. ners fn the pro-
3846. Do you know whether your tender which was accepted was

ased upon finishing the road one year later than Andrews, Jones &

Co. had offered to finish it for their price ?—I could not say. I never

Saw theirs.

3847. Was it not generally understood among you tenderers that Witness awarded
such was the case?—"The tenders were put in in somany different ways wednesiny oven-
at I never enquired how they were. There were some in for two ing, on condition
. . that he put up 5
Years, and some in for three years, and they were all mixed up. I was per cent. by four
awarded the contract on Wednesday evening late, on condition that gelock on

Saturday,
Put up the b per cent. deposit by four o’clock on Saturday. atardas

3848. How do you know it was late on Wednesday ecvening ?—
Bocauge it was in the Russell House I got the notice. I was in the

ussell House late that evening when Mr. Bradley gave me the notice,
and the condition was that I was to put up the 5 per cent. deposit by
our o’clock on Saturday. Three days we got.

3849. That was three days besides the day ou which you got the
Notice ?-—No; three days. Thursday and Friday, and until four o’clock
On Saturday. That is all the time I got to put up the deposit.
Put up the whole

. 3850. Did your firm put up their share of the security within the security betore

time named 7—We put up the whole of it. I put up the whole of the ijeegelock on
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money by three o'clock on Saturday. I thought that Manning & Co.
thought we would fail in putting up our security, and as they were
only a short distance above us, they thought we were beaten, and I got
a little scared that they would not pat up their half. I telegraphel to
my partners, and I put up 830,000 myself that I had in Ottawa, and
they put up 8100,000 through the Halifax Banking Co., and I put up
$80,000 on Suturday again. Thuat was the whole of the money that
was required.

3851. You and your partners put up $100,000 in Halifax ?—Yes.
3852, And you also put up $80,000 and $30,000 in Ottawa ?—VYes.

Put up altogether 3853, So that you and your partoners put up $210,000 altogether ?—

$220,00. Yes; and we had two deposits of $5,000 that accompanied our tenders
besides. That remained in the Receiver General’s hanls for us, and
that was $10,000 more.

3254. So that you and your Nova Scotia partners farnished security
to the extent of $220,000 without any assistance from Manning or his
company ?—Yes.
Arrangement $853. Was the arrangement that you had made with Manning acd
Jith Manning & his partners carried out afterwards by admitting them into a half share
carrled out. and  in the contract ?—We carried it out with them. We thought we could
Witharew one-  have got clear of them, but on account of putting in a letter associating
half their deposit- oyryefves with Manning & Co., we felt bound to carry out our part of

the arrangement. So we withdrew our balf of the money and they put
Over $320,000 up theirs. They put it up about haif-past three o’clock that Saturj)ay
ol o, in tho Receiver-General’s office. There was over $320,000 deposited
and Fraser & Co. altogether between Manning and ourselves.

3855. It seems that the time given to Andrews, Jones & Co. was not
more than three days, while the time given to the previous and lower.
tenderer was more than eight duys; do you kn>w how it happoned that
they were allowed such & short time ?—{ think that they were allowed
more than toree days. I think there is a mistake there.

Perhapa the fact 3857. If they were not allowed moro than three days, do you know

was passing made Why it was that the time was limited to that ?—I could not say unless.

Iv undestrable to  jy was that the season was passing, and it was very much against the
extend time. . 2, . §
interest of the contract to be detaining it, on account of the ice break-
ing up.

1858, Do you mean in the interest of the contractor ?—Yes.

3859, Would that be a likely reason for shutting out a contractor,
because he wus to suffer 7—No.

3560, Then could it have been for that reason ?—No.

3861. Can you explain or give any reason why those gentiemen who
were second on the list had only three days given to them, while a
lower tenderer had more than eight days ?—1I think they had more than
three.

3862. Assuming that they had not more than three days, can you
explain it ? —I cannot explain it further than that the want of moncy,
prevented them from putting up the security.

3863. Was there any discussion upon that subject between yo1 and
Maining, or any one of his firm ?—No.



FRASER

[
o
ot

Tendering—
Cont.act vo. 42,

8864. Then according to your understanding of that subject, the Witness's opinton
Teason why the security was not put up by them was because their wuny Ande we,
backer failed to furnish it, or was unwilling to furnish it ?—1 think he gg’;ggif o ot
Was unwilling to turnish it. put up.

3865 And that they were allowed about eight days to faranish it if Thiake Andrews,
they wished ?—They got ample time to furnish it it they were prepared aompie time.

to take the contract.

3866. Do you say that that was your understanding at the time, at
Ottawa?—Yos; I say that they had ample time furnished them to put
Up tke money if they were prepared to take the contract.

.3867. What would you call ample time ?—Eight days is quite suffi-
Cient, and, if they were prepared, three days might do.
3868, Prepared after they had got the notice ?—If they were pre-
Pared to accept the contract when they teadered. When they tender
they ought to know.

3869. Have you been accustomed to tender for public works 7—Yes ;
€58 or more, for twenty-seven years.

3870. 1s it usual for persons tendering to be prepared with their Tenderers shoule
deposit at the time of tendering ? I do not mean the deposit that g;g;;{’;gg;}e‘g,
Sccompanies the tender, but I mean the deposit afterwards to be made get deposit.
When they enter into the contract ?—They ought to be prepared to

ow how to get it.

3871. Bat is it usual for them to have the actual command of it at Though not usual
the time ? For instance, although each person tendering might be fofcach tenderor
Called upon to put up $200,000, is it usual for each tenderer to have of the amount
®mmand of $200,000?—No; not to have command of it, but they putin o
Tequire to know where they are going to get it. Nor 1s It asua!

3872. But is it usnal for them to have such a positive command of it have siich com-

to enable them to put it up in three days ?—It is not usual. Beble to it 1t

up in three days.
3 3873. Then if three days was the whole time allowed to Andrews,
Ones & Co. to put up $200,000, was it less than the usual time allowel
Persons under the circumstances ?—1I could not say about that, because
"¢ were only allowed the sume. Three days was a very short time

By Mr. Keefer :—

3874, Was it not an unusually short time to put up that amount of Tén-?" days a very
Movey ?—It was. Throe days was a very short time. short time.

a 3875. Did you ever know in your experience of a contract of this
s"’"“_nt'wherea person tendering was required to furnish $200,000
b:“m'lty in three days ?—Well, I never had anything so heavy as that
) fore,"and I do not know of anything in the Dominion in which so
Arge a deposit was demanded in 8o short a time,

By the Chairman : —

h 3876, 1 suppose you began to got control of your deposit when you Witness made no
Jﬁ‘m_ that Smith was not likely to furnish the security for Andrews, [oveavout =
abges & Co.?—No; not until it was awarded. We never madea move ¢ niract was

: : ded .
Ut our security uatil the contract was awarded to our company. awarded his firm,

%ﬁls'?'c'. But you had previously made arrangements by which you
d command it at short notice?7—No; we had no arrangement st all
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further than we knew that wo could get the security ; but we made no
arrangement.

3878. Were the arrangements carried out prineipally by your
artners in Nova Scotia after they knew you had got the contract ?—
t was after I had telegraphed to them that they went to Halifax and

made the arrangement for $100,000, and I made arrangements in
Ottawa on Saturday for the $80,000—Saturday afternoon.

3879. Did any one of your Nova Scotia partners, or yourself, come up
to this part of the country at the time the work was commenced ?—My
partners came up here.

3880. Grant and Pitblado ?—Yes.

3881. Have you remained interested in this contract to the extent
that you were in the beginning 2—No ; I have gone out of it.

Sold ont interest 3882, To whom have you sold your interest >—We sold it out to our
Manning, Shields partners, McDonald, Manning & Shields, and they took in some other

& McDonald. partners.

3883. Was there any dispute between you and the Government con-
nected with this transaetion ?—No.

3884. As far as the Government is concerned you have arranged
satisfactorily 7—As far as the Government is concerned it is, but we
had a dispute with the company which is not settled.

3885. With the Toronto contractors you mean ?—Yes.

3886. Were you paid any bonus by the Toronto men to give them
one-half of the contract ?— (hey bought out our interest for a certain

amount,
3887, That is the first half #—No ; they gave us nothing for the first
half,
R robogaid. 12195 3888. What was the price that they were to give you for the other

pay them $50,000  hg]f ?—They were to pay us fifty odd thousand dollars when we got it

contract.
nr 3889. How lcng after you had made the contract was it before they
bought out your remaining half interest?—We entered into contract
with them in March, and I think it was some time in July or August.

3890. Was there any understanding before you closed the contract
with the Government that at some future time Manning & McDonald
could get your remaining half interest 7—No; not the remotest.

3891. That was entirely the subject of subsequent negotiations 2—It
was the result of subsequent troubles that arose among ourselves.

h‘:’sl:;' & Grant-
Parteeio— 3802, What was the next transaction in which you were interested

Contract No.15. op account of the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—My partoer went i

ﬁ;{?gf‘{%ﬁ&“y with Mr. Whitehead. We went in. I was down at Nova Scotia at the

head's contract. time that arrangement was made with Mr. Whitehead to buy the half.
of his contract.

3893. Did you take patt in the negotiations ?—No.

3894, Who was acting >—Grant was here, but I was liable for hi®
actions. ’

3895. I am asking who was acting ?—Grant.
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3896. Was the arrangement made through Grant's negotiations ?—Yes. contrae ma by

Contract No, 185.
3897. Is that the arrangement to which Mr. Whitehead alluded in his
®vidence ?—[ expect so.

3898. You were present ?—I was present when he spoke about the
‘Contract.

3899. How was that arrangement brought about ? Are you aware, or
Are you only aware from what has been told you by other persons ?— How an arrange-

am aware that Mr. Whitehead was in financial difficulties. e N was

b
3900. How were you aware of that? —~There were a great many men Prousht ot
Unpaid on the line.

3901. How were you aware of it ?—I was here previously, in the
Arst part of the summer, and I knew there was a number of men un-
Paid on the works. Cooper, of Cooper & Fairman, was the party who
took an active interest in making the arrangement.

3902. How do you know that if you were not there ?—Their name is
®mbodied in the sealed agreement, in which Cooper was protected for
18 amount if the contract was carried out.

3903. Do you mean that in the new partnership established between
Your firm and Whitehead there was a condition expressed that Cooper
should be secured his claim, and that that is part of the terms of the

}‘artnership ?—Yes; if the contract was carried out and he got a half
nterest in it.

3904, Have you a copy of that agreement ?—I have not got a copy
With wme; but I can get a copy in the city here.

3903. Were you aware before that partnership with Mr. Whitehead Expected part-
w N R . N nership with
a3 arranged, that such a partnership between your firm and Mr. Whitenead would
hitehead was likely to be carried out with him ?—I did expect it to be carried out.
® carried out.

. 3906. What reason had you for expecting it ?—The amount of his
indebtedness, as T was informed, was not very large, and we were to
Pay half for the plant. The plant was to be valued. Mr. Whitehead
Wag to appoint one arbitrator and we were to appoint an arbitrator,
&nd Mr. Brydges was to be appointed umpire.

3907, T am asking whether, before these terms were agreed upon,
3{0‘1 had any expectation that such a thing would be accomplished ?—
Ve were to pay him half of the plant,

- 8918, Those were some of the considerations of the agreement. I Learned | by b
ant you to begin at some time before the arrangement and tell us Gm‘,‘,gbmmmc
1.7 you expectod there would be such an agreement ?—I did not until Puthallof White-
» 20t the notice by telegraph down at Halifax. Mr. Grant telegraphed
e that he hal bought out half of Mr. Whitehead’s interest, and wished
:23 to be embodied in it, as we were partners. I agreed tv it and I
legraphed him back that I would meet him at Ottawa.

n 3909. You say that was the first intimation you had of such a part-
T8hip either accomplished or intended ?—That was the first intima-
100 of the contract or entering into the partnership.

Y 3910, Had you any intimation before that such a thing was likely to
L:PPBD ?—Grant had spoken to me before that he had been talking to
L, W;xitehead about it,

(f
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ContractNo.15. 39|11, What did he tell you >—That he was talking to Mr. Whitehead
Grant had told ~ about entering into a Xartnership with him. I asked him upon what
veen taiking to  conditions, and he said if we would buy half the plant and go in with

‘Whitehead 3 ini ,
about entering  1im and finish up the work.

into partnership 3912, Where were you when Mr. Grant and you were talking about
this ?7—That was before I left Winnipeg. It was early in the season—
probably two months before this occurred.

3913. Then did you %o from Winnipeg to Nova Scotia, or did yow
stop in Ottawa ?—No; I went straight to Nova Scotia. I was making
arrangements for the British Columbia works.

B Ry s 3914, Had you any negotiation or conversation with any other per-

P e, 800 at Ottawa, as to bringing about this partnership?—Not with Mr.
this partnership. W hitehead.
3915. Had you with any one ?~-Not with any one. As far as I was
personally concerned, I did not wish it myself.

3916. Have you any knowledge—I mean knowledge of your own—
of the arrangement made with Mr. Whitehead, beyond what that docu-
ment expresses >—Nothing,

3917. Your information is derived trom other parties?>—From my
partner.

3918. Where is he P—He is down at Minneapolis.

3919, Is he likely to be back here shortly ?—I could not say.

3920. Are you still in partnership with him ?—No, not now, except-
ing this partnership with Mr. Whitehead. It is not settled yet.*

Whiteneaddid " 3921, This partnership “with Mr. Whitehead did not include

not include .
Pitblado. Pitblado ? --No.

Nature ofagree- 3922, Were you and Grant each interested to the extent of one-
Whitehead. quarter ?— Yes ; each to the extent of one-quarter,

3923. And Mr. Whitehead to the extont of one-half 7—Yes.

3924. Had a partnership existed between you and Grant alone—I
mean without Pitblado—as to any other matter except this partnership
with Whitehead 2—Nothing except section B. We were never ib
partnership.

Financtalstand- 3925, What was the financial standing of yourself and Grant as 8

%‘Ea‘,‘.‘t,“;'{(?,{;‘:of firm at the time of contering into partnership with Whitehead 7—1

agreement, could hardly say. When we associated ourselves with Whitehead our
financial stunding went down pretty low.

3926. I am speaking of at the time—if you like, the day before?—
Probably our financial standing the day before would be, between us,
§120,000.

3927. Do you think that you and Grant together were worth abou®
$120,000 over and above your liabilities at that time ?—1I do not knoW
that we worth that, but we could command that capital. I could hardly
say what we were worth ; we did not owe any debts.

Could hardiy say  3928. Could you give no appfoximate estimate of what you wer®
partner were ~ Worth ?—No ; 1 could not, because we had considerable property up i®

worth, the Halifax Banking Company.
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3929. Do you mean in stock ?—No ; the time we were there we did Comirtmerahip—-
Not get it all relieved.

3930. You mean by way of security to the institution ?—Yes.

3931. Would not the debt that was owed by the Toronto men to you
equivalent to the property that was pledged down there?—Yes.

3932. That would not make your assets any less then ?—No.

3953. T am ssking you what you think your assets were worth over l_‘PvrhaDS worth
Your liabilities the day before you went into partnership with White- $106,00) 10 120,000
ead ?—1 should think we would be worth from $100,000 to $120,000.

3934. While you were interested in the work in contract No. 42, ContractNo.42,

a : . : . int 3 v v — Arthur Bain and
Wd you any engineer iooking after the interests of the contractors ?— Arthur Ban an
¢ had, were looking

3
3935. Who was it ?—Arthur Bain and John R. McDonnell. gﬂnﬁr Interests o

3936. What is their address ?—I cannot say where Bain has gone to.

. 3937. Did he leave after you sold out ?—No; he was on there quite a
time, He left here latelﬁ. and I think he has gone on some survey to
the Ncorth-West ; but McDonnell is still there. I think he has a contract

ere now. He is an uncle of the present contractor.

3938. Is there any other matter in which yon had any transaction Comtract No.15.
Connevted with the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—Nothing that I know
of except those two transactions.

3939. Is there any ot,her~ matter which you wish to explain connected Found some of
With the Pacific Railway ?—There is nothing, except as far as the behind in debt
arrying out of the agreement with Mr. Whitehead, that we saw the thatlt was not

. . .~ possible to carry
Work was so far behind in debt, more than we expected, that it on werk with

Would be impossible for us to carry on the work to advantage. advantage
WinnipEdG, Thursday, 16th September, 1880,
. CLARK,
ALggrr H. CLARK, sworn and examined :
By the Chairman :— Ry onon=

143$40. Do you know anything about the work performed on contract Contract No. 14
~Yes.

: e v k?7— : » Empl
W?;;;Vele you engaged on that work ?—I was engaged there over mploved two

088,
3942, In what capacity ?—As a walking boss or superintendent.
1 3943. Did the work at the Julius Muskeg come under your know-
edge ?— Not directly ; only I have been over it frequently.

3944. The men in your charge were not employed at that portion
of the work ?—No.

3945, Then how did you obtain knowledge about that work ?—T His knowledge of
?t tained knowledge of it by being frequently there and passing over J2iius Muskes.

.3946. Do you know whether the work performed at that place was Work ditferent

1 . e . T natl — .t from that re-
iﬁ':i::: from the work required under the specification ?—Yes; it was Jfo% {i0t,C5

specification.
173
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fomtractNo, 1% 3947. In what respect was it different?—On account of the ditch
Clajms. being further away from the grade that was made. According to the
‘ll)!égggz ool ro specification there was a berm of ten feet, and I should think that the

diteh dug and the berm or space there between where they dug the ditch and made the
embankment.  gmbankment, was nearer eighty feet. Of course I never measured it.
Furtherthanthey 3948, Would that place it outside of the railway proper ?—I do. not
should have ~ ppow that it would place it outsido of the railway proper, but it was
placing it further than they should have moved the earth.
Regularwidtbof 3949, What was the width of the railway line at that point?—The
o lemont railway was cut out wider on account of the ditch. The regular width
seventeen feet.  of the clearing was 132 feet altogether, and the regular width of the
embankment was seventeen feet ou the top.

3950. Was this ditch outside of the railway limit? ~Yes; I should
think it was regularly outside of the railway limits.

Todisadvantage 3951, Was this difference a disadvantage to the contractors ?— Yes.
Wet, swampy 3952. In what way was it 1o their disadvantage?—In having to

orth had tobe MOVe their materials so much farther. This place was a wet, swampy
Theeled on plank ground, and the carth had to be wheeled with barrows, and it required
distance. more plank and took more men. They had to wheel it three times a3

far as they would otherwise have had to do.
3953. You say it had to be wheeled over plank ?—Yes.
3954. All of it ?—Yes.

3955. How were those planks supported ?—By temporary trestle
work,

3956. Could the plank not be laid on the natural surface of the
earth 7—No; it could not be laid on the natural surface, there would
have to be some blocking put under it.

3957. What distance did this ditch continue along the side of th®
road ?—I do not exactly know, but I should think four or five miles.

This ditch 9 cts. 3958, Have you made any estimate Of the extra cost of this ditch
lolocts.ayard  over a ditch which would have been properly within the specification
Tithin specifica- —Yes ; I should think, according to my judgment, there would have

been from 9 to 10 cts. & yard difference.

3959. You mean per yard of the earth excavated in the ditch ?—Yes;
per cubic yard. :

3960, Whether it was wasted or put into the embankwment ?-—I meat
the way it was put in, and if it had been put in in the ordinary way
it would have made a difference.

3961. T am ssking whether that 9 or 10 cts. applies to all the
material that was taken out of the ditch, or only to what was put int?
the road-bed ?— Only to what was put into the road-bed. ‘

3962. Some of it was wasted, then ?—Yes; it only applies to that
which was put into the road-bed.

3963. Do you know how much was put into the road-bed ?—I do not-
Does not know !

grosamountor 3964, Then yon do not know the gross amount of the differenc®

disadvantageto which was the disadvantage to the contractors ?—No.

3965. You only know the rate per yard cf that which was put int®
the road-bed 7—That is all.
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3966. And you think that was 9 or 10 cts, a yard ?—Yes. Contract Nos14.

3967. Do you mean that it would cost the contractor 9 or 10 cts. a WZ:'::.;H deost
Yard more than if the ditch had been built or made according to the contractor 9 ote.

Specification ?—Yes ; that is what I mean. to10cte @ yard
b

3968. So that 9 or 10 cts. a yard would not afford him any profit ditchhad been
ut would only compensate him for his loss ?—That is all. to specification.

made according
3969. Do you mean that the contractors would be obliged to pay 9
Or 10 cts. a yard more for getting this work done than if it had been
One according to specification ?—Yes.

3970. You do not mean that 9 or 10 cents a yard would have been
3 fair price for the contractor to undertake to do it for as including
18 profit ?—No ; I mean that as an extra price.

3971. Out of the pocket of the contractor ?—Yes,

3972, How do you arrive at that price of 9 or 10 cts.?—I have How witness
Arrived at it by the differenco in wheegng and difference in plant that arrived at the
't would take to do that amount of work. That is the way 1 arrived [0 cte ‘s yard.

8t it, and it is generally the mode we tako.

3973. How many yards a day would one man’s labour excavate and
Move to the line if the ditch was only ten feet from it?—I had an
“8timate of from fifteen to twenty-five yards in some places.

3974. What would it average ?—1 think in that material they would
Ot average more than ten yards a day, that is supposing the haul was
Tegular.
3975. I am speaking of the ten foet berm through this muskeg. That
Would be according to specification, would it not ?—Yes.
I 3976. How much would one man’s labour take out and move to the oOne man's labour
'0¢ per day from it ?—I suppose one man would probably take out ten & day: ten yards

Yards of that material.
3977, That is if it were within the line of the specification ?—Yes.

3978. How many yards would one man'’s labour move from the distance Atdistance in this
3 which this ditch Was really situated ?—I should think that he would §3%.°8L¥ sarda X
bably move between six and seven yards.

3979, So that at this distance a man’s labour would move about three
. 32rds per day less than if the ditch were according to specification ?—
®8; about that.

/ ‘23980. What was the value of one man’s Jabour at that time ?—About About sZada}'

per day at that time, E{x’lsx{;gl;’fbg{:?'ﬁ
_ 398i. Did that cover his board ?—Yes. ¢ time:

3982, At that rate every nine or ten yards put into the line would
t how mueh more than if it had been put in under specification ?—
4ve not figured it.

3983, Does he not lose three-tenths of his price if ten yards would
4 t $2 under the specitication and he only gets seven yards
‘}?:te for it under the work as actually executed 7—I suppose about

3984, You must have gone through this process to have arrived at Asked to explain.
¥ ® cost in your own mind. You did not guess at the 9 or 10 cts. a
?—No; I went throgh it so often that I know it.
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Contract No. 14,

Contractors®
Claims,

Price for excavat-
ing line ditches
under specifica-
tion, 26 cts.

Not usual to
waste material
coming out ot
line ditches.

Cause of loss.

Knows line
between Broken-
head and White-
mouth.

Change of line

between these
ints disadvan-
geous to

contractor.

Character of both
lines compared.

—

3985. Then if you are familiar with it because you have gone
through it so otten, will you explain it to me ?—-I could not come much
nearver to it. I have given you the quantity a man would move at
that distance, and how much he would move at the other.

3986. Do you know what price the contractors were to have for
excavating line ditches under the specification ?—I never saw the con-
tract, but as far as 1 heard it was 26 cts. a yard.

3987. Have you made any estimate of the earth that was wasted out
of this excavation in the Julius Muskeg ?—No; I have not.

3988 Was it usual to waste any of the material which came out of
the line ditches within the limits of the specification ?—1It is not usual
to waste it at all, unless there is an over balance of what is wanted in
the embankment, and then, of course, it is wasted.

3989, 1 suppose it costs no more to the contractor to waste earth on
the outside of this ditch than it would to waste earth on a line ditch
within the limits of the specification ?—No.

3990. So that on the item of earth wasted you do not think there 8
any loss to the contractor ?—I do not think there is any loss in that
respect. They were not required to move it any further away than the
side of the ditch, if it were not required to be put into the embank-
ment.

3991. It was moving the material an extra distance which led to the
loss to the contractor ?—Yes,

3992. Three-tenths of the price to the contractor at 26 cts. would
amount to something under 8 cts. Is the balance of the 9 or 10
cts. that you speak of aﬁplicable to the cest of the foundation upon
which they wheeled the barrows ?—Yes; planks and extra wheel-bar-
rows, and extra too!s,

3993. On the whole, do you think 9 or 10 cts. a yard would be &
fair estimate of the extra cost to the contractors on account of this
ditch being outside of the limits proper ?—Yes.

3994. Do you know anything about the charnge of line between
stations 1710 and 1700—that is between Brokenhead and Whitemouth ?
—Yes; I have been on both lines considerably before there was any
work done.

3995. You mean between the first located line and the line that wa8
finally adopted ?—Yes; on the north line, and the one that was adopted-

3996. Do you think the change was advantageous to the contractor
or the reverse ?—I should say it was the reverse.

3997. For what reason 7—Because there was a great deal less swamp
and muskeg, and the clearing, from all appearances, wus lighter on the
north line.

3998. What sort of material was it ?—Some parts clay, some part®
inclined to sand and gravel, and some muskeg. I think the Juliu?
Muskeg proper was not nearly as long on the north line as it was OB
the south line. It was considerably shorter and ran out more into #
neck,

3999. Did this portion of the line of which you are speaking embrace
any part of the Julius Muskeg ?—Yes.
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4000, Both the first and second line ?—Yes. .
4001. Bat you say there was more of it on the southern line ?—Yes,

4002, If they had adhered to the north line how would it have been
Worked——by hand, or by horses, or by implements ? —There was a
great deal of it could have been worked by horses or scrapers.

4003. What proportion of it ?—I should think fully one-half.

4004. Was that a level portion of the line, or was it very steep ?—

t was middling level. There were steeper banks on both sides of the

Mmugkegs on the north line than there were on the south line. I should

Consider, speaking from experience, that the north line was a consider-
ably higher grade than it was on the south line.

4005. Would it be more easily worked on that account ?—It would
more easily worked because it was drier ground and could be worked

With horses and scrapers.

4006. Do you mean that the contractor could get out a much larger
Quantity of material at the same cost to himself than he could on the
Bouth line ?—Yes.

4007. Could he not employ the same implements and animals upon
the south line ?—Not on 8o much of it. There was a little that he could
Plough and scrape, but very little, on the south line—that is between
Brokenhead and Whitemouth,

4008. Is it much less expensive to excavate with animals and imple-
ments than by men’s labour 7—Yes. I have always found that we could
do it by horses and scrapers for about one-third less than we could do
% in any other way. Wheel-barrows come next.

4009. How was it actually done on the southern line ?—It was done
Principally with wheel-barrows. There was a small portion, I think,
Bear Rennie Station, that was done with plough and scraper, but it was
Very stony.

4010. Have you made any estimate of the differonce between the
Cost to the contractor of moving material on those two different lines ?—

have not particalarly figured out an estimate any more than if I
Were going to look ata piece of work to see what difference I should
Make between the two. That is about all. Of course I have sat and

gured it roughly, but I have not made any very minute figures with
Tegard to it.

. 4011, What difference do you think it would mszke to the contractor
1n the cost to him ?—1I should think in the neigbourhood of between &
2ad 7 per cent.

.4012. Do you mean that the same quantity of material would cost
him 6 or 7 per cent. more for moving it on the south line than it
Would cost him if he had to move it on the north line ?—Yes.

4013. I understand you are not able to say what the aggregate cost

Would be, but you establish that as the basis of calculation ?—Yes. If

b Were going to take the piece of work, I should take that figure as a
asis,

4014, About what proportion of tte whole quantity of material do
Jou think was more expensive on the south line than on the
Rorth line ?—I should think about two-thirds.

Railwa Con-
struction—

Contract No, 14,

Contractors’
Claims,

Fully one-half of
north llne could
have been worked
by horses.

Ground drier and
therefore more
easily worked.

Work can be
done with horses
and scrapers for
one-third less
than in any other
way.

Done with wheela
barrows.

Difference of from
6 to 7 per cent. to
contractor.

About two-thirdsg
of the material
more expensive
on south than it
would have been
on the north.
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Contract No. 14,

BIRRELL.

4015. Have you gone over the country at all south of the present
line 7—No; I have never been much over it. I have been just out and
in, )

4016. You are not able to give us an idea whether it is a country over
which a railway could have been made more easily than the present.
line?—No; I have not sufficiently gone through it to know.

JamMEs BIRRELL, sworn and examined :
By the Chairman :—

Fraser&a Grant- 4017, Did Mr. J. H. Fraser give you any document to give to the

Whitehead

Partnership. Commission 7—He instructed me to get this document from Mr. Biggs.
It was in his office.
4918. And at his request you now produce it ?—Yes. (Exhibit No..
97.)
SIFTON.
Joun W, SiFToN's examination continued :
Railway Con- .
o La. By the Chairman : —

Claim for cofifer
dums.

Specification Joes

not cover coffer
dams.

Marcus 8Smith’s
opinion and
instructions.

4019. What is the next item upon which you make any claim, after
the ones you bave previously alluded to?—Item No. 5, for coffer dams.

4020. Will you explain why it is that you consider you have a claim
upon that head ?—1In the first place it is usual, under all contracts that X
ever had, to be paid extra for coffer dams. It is impossible to estimate-
them, and unless there is a special provision made to cover them in the
specification we are usually paid for them by day’s work.

4021, Were the coffer dams built at the direction of the Government
engineer, or entirely at your own option ?7—They have to be put up

in certain cases. In this case it wasimpossible to do the work without
putting up coffer dams,

4022. Would it be impossible to do the work without getting men-
there also ?7—Yes.

4023. Then why do you charge extra for putting in coffer dams for
doing work that you could not perform without them ?—In the first
Elace it is usual, where the specifications do not cover these items, to-

ave them paid for by the day, We claim that the specification did

not cover this work, and we brought the matter to the notice of the:
acting Chief Engineer.

4024. Who was that ?—Mr. Marcus Smith. Mr. Smith said he had
not studied the specification, but that he would look over it that night
and see whether it covered it or not. “If it is does not cover it,” he
said, “ you certainly have a right to be paid for it under the contract,
or the clause witich provides that any work which is not covered by
the specification shall be paid for by adding 15 per cent. for tools, &c.”
Mr. Smith looked over the specification, and concluded that it did not
cover this item of work, and said to me and my brother—we were both
together—* Go on with this work and keep an account of it,and I will
instruct the engineer in charge of the work to keep an account, so that
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he can certily to your bills every month.” We charged the actual Jomiract Nes1a.
amount of labour expended on the work, adding to it the 15 per cent. Claima.
allowed by the specification. The engineers on the work certified to

those bills, and they are the correct bills which are produced in this
1tem. )

4025. Did Mr. Smith’s remarks apply to special bridges at stations
3776, 3849 and 3960, as well as the one at the Whitemouth centre
Channel ?—Yes ; it applied to any place where it became necessary.

4026. Then his remarks were general, and not relating only to the Marcus Smithis
Particular spot of which you were spesking at the time ?—No; his generaily. —
remarks were general, and the instructions to the engineers were to
¢xamine and keep account of the labour we expended on such works.

4027. Do you mean that his instructions were to your engineer ?—
es.

4028. Were you present when he gave those instructions ?—I was

hot present; but they had instructions, and they acted under those
Instructions.

4029. Were those instructions in writing, do you know ?—I could
Dot tell you, but I can find out by some of the engineers in charge.

4030. Did the engineers tell you that they had those instructions?
~—Yes, thoy were very particular in their accounts always. They kept

the days so that they were able to certify exactly to the amount of
lubour that was done.

4031. Is there anything further about that item ?—No.

4032. What is the next item ?—The next item is loss in delay caused Clalm for loss in
Y teaming of plant, &c., from Fisher’s Landing to Winnipeg, instead i-g’;navm.
of bringing it by boat. The amount $395 is the actual difference that it

Would have cost us at this point if we could have brought it a month
Previous by boat.

4033. What is the next item ?—The next item is roads that were Cladm for loss in
Mmade by us for the carrying on of the work. Qur specification and waggon roads
Contract bind us to provide all our own roads for carrying on the work [pade te carry om
of this contract. Wro came in here when there were no roads at all— were als0 used by
In this country east of Red River. We expected to have to do that, he Government.

ut during the time of carrying on our works the Government was
Carrying on works on section 15, and building engineers’ houses along

© line of road. They were taking out their supplies, and much of the
€0st and labour of keeping up these roads were occasioned by the amount
Of stuff that was taken over them by the Government, They used

em, and we asked for an allowance. Mr. Rowan and Mr. Smith both
S2id we had a reasonable claim for allowance, as all we could be asked
10 do was to keep up roads for ourselves, and we were keeping them
Up for the Government. Thevlast year and a half of this time there For last year and
Was g large amount of stuff taken over our road for contract 15, and $;half goods

taken over their
Aken over the road-bed of 14, and we had to expend a large amount of raiiroad far

Money to put it in shape again. Comsequeht loss
4034. Do you mean the road-bed of the railway line ?—Yes; there
ore places in which they could go nowhere else, and we had to go

Over our work again and put it in shape.
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Claim for Wag-
gon Monds,

&c.—
Contract No. 14. By Mr. Keefer :—

4035. Had you made i up to fuormation level ?—Yes; we had made
it up to formation level. I was over the road all the time, and I know
the amount of stuff that was taken over it for the Government and for
contract 15 and othor works. 1 think I am very safe when I say that
it would not have cost over half the amount to have kept up our own
roads that it did actually cost us on account of the Government.

By the Chairman : —

4036. What do you consider to be the total cost of making and
maintaining this road from the beginning until the time that the
Government ceased to use it ?—During our time of it ?

Total costof road 4037 Yes ?-—We kept an account of the cost of it to us ; $13,617.50
T IT e S0~ was the amount that our books showed. We kept a road account, and
this is certified by our foreman and the men who brought in their

accounts, and that is the amount we paid for it.

4038. This road was partly over the bed formed for the railway: do
you estimate in your costof the road the making of that road-bed for the
railway ?—No; merely the levelling of it in places. It was only some
two or three miles in one place, and three or four miles in another,
where it was better for the teams to go on than the road through the
woods.

4039. How much of the road-bed of the railway line was used for the
. traffic which you describe ?—Sometimes there were only a very few
miles used, and then at other times when there would be a severe rain

the teams would turn on the road-bed wherever they could get the
chance.

$13,000 clatmed 4040 Do 1 understand that your item of $13,000 was for the roads
o‘}rauwzymfe, made outside of the railway line ?7—All with the exception of about
groeptec0for 8400 or $500—I could not give the exact amount—that was for level-

ling this road.

4041. So that the cost to you of putting the railway line in order
after it had been used for carrying in suplglies for section 15, would not
amount to more than $500 altogether ?—No. ’

4042. The highest would be for the preparation of the roads, and
keeping them up outside of the railway line altogether ?—Yes.

4043. I suppose that if the road had never been used for the supplies on
section 15, you would huve been obliged to build a road for your own
purposes ?—Yes.

Aroad forthe use 444, What would it have cost you to build the road for your own
g{;f;ingtlﬁﬂgne purposes alone ?—I do not think it would have cost me moreythan half
gost morethan  that amount. ,

4045. Do you mean that the constructfon of the rond amounted to
about halfof this $13,000, or more ?—Yes; I think that the construction
of the road amounted to less than $13,000. The construction of the
road amounted to perhaps $4,000 or $5,000, and the keeping of it up
to the balance.

4046. I am asking, first of all, what the construction of the road cost ?
—That is what I am not certain about.
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4047. How much do you think ?—I think $5,000 or 86,000, or . . oot

Perhaps 84,000 or $5,000 for the first construction of the road. road cost about

$5,000.
4043. Was the balance of this item incurred by the repairing of the
road ?—Yes

4049, At different times?—Yes; at different times. We had con-
Stantly to keep on the men repairing the roads on account of the
overnmont.

4050, But the original cost of construction you would have had to
e%{- at all events whether the Government used it afterwards or not?
~Yes.

4051. You do not think the Government ought to share any part of
that item ?—No.

4052, Then, after it was constructed, did you bring over the road
More supplies than the Government did ?—No; I thick not.
After road was

4053. Do you mean that the Government used it as much as you did coustructed it
after it was constructed ?—I think they used it more. You understand Y88 used more for
at a large amount of supplies were taken to 15 by the contractor. for section 14.

include that with what went for the Government.
4054. You mean supplies used by the contractors ? ~Yes.

4055. Then why should the Government pay for the contractors
getting supplies over the road ?—I do not know ; we had mot anything
}0 do with it. They went overthe road and it would have been pretty
1ard to stop them. Government

4056. I understood you to say that the Government used the road jieeitiof Sarry-

for taking in supplies for building the engineers’ houses ?—Yes. build englneers’
4057, Now, for that use of it by the Government, how much was it
worth ?—I think it'would amount to one-fourth of the use of the road.

4058, And how much did the contractors use your road for their
Purposes ? —I think the contractors for 15 took as much stuff over
1t as we did altogether.

4059, At that rate you would use the road to the extent of four-
Ninths; the contractors to the extent of four-nintbs, and the Govern-
ent to the extent of cne-ninth ; have you estimated it as closely as
that for the sake of ascertaining the proportion that each party used
1t?—T1 do not think I have.

4060. You understand what I mean ? I wish you to separate, for the
Present, the amount of use which the Government had of your road, as
istinguished from the amount of use which the contractors had of it.
an you do that?—VYes; 1 think I have done that in my answer.
our explanation of it is right.

4061. You think that the proportions I have named are the correct
Proportions, as far as you can judge ?—Yes.
4062, Then taking the first cost, which you assumed to be $5,000, Government uso
rom the whole itom a balance would be left of $8,617. From what about one-ninth.
You say you think the Government, for its purposes, had the use of the
Toad to the extent of one-ninth after the construction ?—Yes.

4063. Do you mean by that, that the expense of keeping it in repair
Or the sole use of the GGovernment would be equal to one-ninth of the
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whole repairs ?—The latter part of the time the stuff for contract 14
was taken over the road, but during the whole of the three years
previour, the Government would be entitled, according to our calcula-
tion, to bear une-quarter of the expense.

- 4064. During what time do you say ?—Daring the first three years.

4965. Do you mean that was before the contractors commenced ?—
Yes.

4066. They would be entitled to bear what proportion of the
expense 7—They would be entitled to bear one-quarter of the expense.

4067. One-fifth according to your own calculation. Can you say
what the whole cost of repairing was for the first three yvars ?—
Between $5,000 and $6,000. The greatest amount of the repairs was
during that time.

4068. Do you mean that for the first three years, the Government,
for its own purposes, used your rcad to an extent equal wo about one-
fifth of the whole use ?—Yes.

4069. What would the balance of the time be ?—The balance of the
time would be about six months,

4070. And for the balance of the time, ﬁbout six months, the Govern -
ment did not use it ?—Yes; they used it right along in the same pro-
portion, but then it was more used by contractors during that time.

4071. Then assuming that the Government was not liable for the use
of it by the contractors, is it your contention that the Government
ought to pay somewhere about $1,000 of the repairs ?—Yes.

4072, But if they were also liable for the contractors’ use of it, they
would have to pay some $5,000 of the repairs ?—Yes.

4073. What is your estimate of what their proportion of the claim
would he ?—There is a little more than that. We claim that we would
not have had to build as expensive a road as that if there was not as
much travel on it.

4074. Why did you make it a road equal to the expenditure of
$5,000 7—We had to do it to keep it up. In the first place we did not
do it, but when their travel came along, we found we had to build it up.

4075. That would be repairing, would it not ?—We built the first
year only twenty miles, our toll roads ” as we call them, and extended
them as we went on with the work. Then it became necessary to build
in some places very permanent works,

4076. Were you requested to make your first construction more solid
or more permanent >—No ; they did not request us at all. They said
nothing to us about these roads.

4077. You did that of your own option ?—Yes.

4078, But you say you spent more on them because you expected
more travel over them than your own ?—Yes; they were travelling on
them all the time. They had let the contracts to build their engineers’
houses.

4079, Has the item foxr this use of the roads been under the consid-
eration of any of the engineers ?—It has been under the consideration
of Mr. Rowan, who bas reported on it. I do not know what his report
is. We understood in Ottawa that Mr, Marcus Smith had reported on
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this item, but we know nothing about it. Part of our claims were COmtractNe.14.
Teported on.

4080. Have you explained to Mr. Rowan, on the ground, the nature
of your claim, and pointed out where the road was used ?— Yes.

4081. So that he has had the materials on which to form an opinion ?
~Yes; and all the accounts went through his hands.

4082, Is there anything further about this item which you would
like to explain ?—No; there is nothing further.

4083. What is the next item?—The next item is increase of rock on Next item: claim
he east end. I may say, with regard to that increase of rock, our [ imeresse ©
8chedule of quantities said that there was 10,000 yards of loose rock, located line’
or about that. Up to within & very short time before the contract was
completed—about a year—we knew nothing about any more rock
eing on it. We were doing the rock that was over the located road
In different places, and knew nothing about that until the re-location of
the last mile and a quarter, which, by turning it to the south, threw us
Into heavy rock cuttings. Had this been located a year before, so that
We could have got at it at the same time we were doing the other rock
Work we could have had it completed at the same time. Had we
&nown, by our specification or schedule of quantities, that there was

gny likelihood of this rock being there we would have made provision
or it,

4084. 1 do not guite understand what you complain of. Is it that
the specification or bill of works did not give you the proper idea of
¢ approximate amount which you would have to excavate ?—Yes.

4085. Do you mean that it misled you to your disadvantage?—Yes. Nosuch quantity
I mean that it misled us as to the calculations made. We had no idea of original line

this qu-ntity of rock at the eastern end of the contract. During the marked out for
Whole carrying on of the contract, up to the end of last year, we had

ho knowledge of anything of the kind being there, uand on the original

loe marked out for us there was no such thing,.

4086, If this large quantity had been found upon the line originally Natureof claim.
cated, would you have any cause of complaint, or any claim for

€xtras 7—No; we would not have any cause of complaint it it had been

Ocated, and we had got to work at it in tho right time.

lo

40>7. Then your claim is because you did not get the information in
Proper time ?—That is part of it. The other is that the actual change
of line increased our work at a place where it increased the cost of the
Work. You see if it had been the original line there would have been
Only g few yards of the rock. In that case it would have been earth
Work on which we would have had a profit.

4088. T understood you to say that if you had taken out the okiginal
Quantity, 33,738 yards on the line as tirst located, you would have had
o claim ?—Certainly not. .

4089, About how much would it have cost you on the line originally

located It would have cost us just as much at the time as it would
On this lipe.

4090. Then the change in location did not increase the cost to
You?—_The change in location did increase the cost, because on the
Other line there was no rock.
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4091. I am asking you if the quantity had been on the original line
what would it have cost you ?—It would have made no difference.

4092. The change in location made no difference in the cost ?7—No.

4093. So that the change of line is not the basis of your claim, unless
the taking out of the same quantity on the other line would have cost
you less ?—1It is.

4094. Do you claim that the taking out of 33,700 yards on the first
line would have been the foundation of a claim for extras against the
Government ?—1I do not claim it on any other grounds than the delay
which prevented us from going on with it at the proper time.

4095. Now you say the only claim is on account of the time you got
the information ?—Yes,

4096. Does your contract require that you should get the information
on such subjects at any particular time ?—No; it does not.

4097. Then why do you think it is incumbent upon the Government
to give you the information at a particular time ?—I think it is but
reasonable that information should be given within a reasonable time
before the contract runs out.

4098. Does not your contract provide that if you are delayed in the
work any particular time you should get an extension for a similar
period to complete it ?7—Yes.

4099, And that the time in addition for completing it shall be a
compensation for the time which you were delayed in commencing it?
—Yes.

4100. Have you had that additional time ?—We have had the delay.

4101. Then have you not had the compensation ?—No ; we have not
had the delay, because I contend it would have taken the whole time
to have finished that east end more than it would on the other. We
ought to have been made acquainted with that fact simultaneously with
the commencement of the contract.

4102, It was not some of the work which you handed over to Mr.
Whitehead ?—No; we handed over a little of it, but it was a matter of
request that wo should stop.

4103. But you have had sufficient time to take it out >—Yes; and we
took it out.

4104. So that you have had extension of time sufficient to enable you
to do it ?—Yes,

4105. You have lost nothing by being enabled to do it in the extended
time ?7—No; we lost nothing, because we got time to finish it.

4108. TIs there anything further about that item which you wish to
say ?—Nothing, only just this: that all our rock cuttings cost us more
for doing it than the contract price. Whatever was in the schedule we
accepted, as we would be obliged to do that anyway, whatever it would
cost us, but the increase of the quantity at that late day, we consider,
ought to be favourably considered in the settlement.

4107. Do you mean that you have no claim for it under your con-
tract, and that the allowance of it would be as a favour more than as 8
right ?—I have no claim under our contract except for delay.
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4108. You do not claim it as a right, but ask for it asa favour ?T—Yes;
We did a large amount of work that we had not calculated on doing.

4109. What is your next item ?—Selkirk Station Ground, No. 9.

4110. Was that in your orignal contract 7—Yes ; we had to complete
the station ground. We were obliged under our contract to do any
Wwork on the section that we might be ordered to perform. This station
was finiched, paid for, and taken off our hands as complete. Then we
Were asked to go back, as they wished to enlargethe ground, change the
grade and prepare it for building an engine house. We went back to do
the work, but wheh it was laid out we found that it wasnot work that we
Ought to be called upon to do under our contract, as it had been done

ore, and if we were called back to doit, it should be done as the con-
tract provided, by day labour. It happened that the acting Engineer-in-

hief, Mr. Smith, was away just at the time we commenced, but Mr.
Smith, Mr. Rowan, Mr. Thompson, the Division Engineer, my brother
and myself, met on the ground where the work was being done, and 1
called Mr, Smith’s attention to the matter. He looked over it, and said
he would think about it. “ Well,” I said, “ we are going on with the
work now, but we want to know whether we are to be paid for it,

cause if we are not to be paid for it, and we do not know how we are
going to be paid for it, we will quit.” “Well,” he said, “I cannot
Settle that in a moment; it requires some consideration. You ought
not to be compelled to do it under your contract, I can seo that very
Plainly.”

4111. Whosaid that ?—Mr. Marcus Smith; and Isaid to him: ¢ I will
leave this matter in the hands of the District Engineer, Mr. Rowan,
and the Division Engineer, Mr. Thompeon, and let them settle on the
extra amount.” He said: “ We will not pay you by the day. We do
Dot want any work done that way that we can help, but,” said he,
“ they will settle on the extra amount you are entitled to receive for
1t.” I gaid I was satistied with that; I was satisfied that they would

0 what was right, and perfectly satisfied to accept their decision on
the matter. I called their atiention to it some time after and they did
8ettle on the price, and gave usa statement as to the amount they would
allow. They allowed us 24 cts. extra on 19,364 yards.

4112. Who allowed that 2—Mr. Rowan and Mr. Thompson.

4113, Did they certify to it ?—They certified to that, and made a
Teturn recommending it under the instructions given to them by Mur.
Iith,

4114. So that your claim is not for the whole price of that material;
You ask for the difference over your contract price P—Yes; we just
8grecd to whatever they would do.

4115. Is there anything farther on that item that yon wish to say ?
~There is nothing further on that item.

4116. Is there any other item about which you have not spoken ?—
I want to refer to item No. 10 again, as you asked me on a provious
O¢cagion for some figures on that matter. Our claim for item No. 10
18 baged on the difference between our contract price for it and the

rice we contracted with Mr. Whitehead to complete the work for,

here were three fills to be done by Mr. Whitehead. The first of those
fills was located at station 3980, In that fill there was 37,005 yards

Railwa, Con=
Struction—
Contiact Nos 14,
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Contract No. 14« put in. It was hauled an average distance of 9,200 feet. I am no$
Pill at station very sure that my figures aro correct or not. The differonce in Mr.
o Y Iy hgur
pat’in, hauled W hitehead's price and in the contract we made would be $24,4:3.30
‘iﬁﬁ) fﬁiwon in that fill, The next fill is at station 3999. In that fill there were
3049, 15,390 yards 15,390 yards, which was hauled an average distance of 11,100 feet.
X ,990 ag

The ditterence in that fill between the sub-contract with Mr. Whitehead
11,100 feet. .
Fill at station and the Government price to us, is $12,627.60. In the third fill, at
4118, 175,567 yards, station 4113, there were 175,567 yards. That was hauled an average
lm in and hal ' ’ y g
ABI00 feot. ¢ of distance of 12,500 foet, and the difference between our contract price
difference be- for ilt and the price paid to Mr. Whitehead, was $173,812.93. 'The
ween contract .. total amount is $210,863.83. :
rice and White- 3
E;f:,‘,’s’g&ps‘;’,“" 4117. Have you estimated what it would be at the contractor’s price,

40 cts. 2—No.

4118, How did you arrive at the length of ‘the extra haul? 1
understand that you commenced from the end of the 1,200 feet ?—Yes.

4119. Was there any limit over the 1,200 feet at which you were to
be paid for the haul ?—There was no limit in the specification; I
deduct, you see, the 1,200 feet in each case.

Exira haul 1250 4120, When you give the number of feet for extra haul, it is after
{l-losa 120-1L30 40 4ucting the first 4,200 feet ?—Yes. ’
4121. You make the extra haul on this large item something over
two miles ?—Yes.

4122. And do you think you ought to be paid for that extra haul at
a cent per yard for every 100 feet ?-—Yes. :

4123. Your figures must be wrong some way or other. If your
extra haul was 12,500 feet upon an average, that would be $1.25 for
every cubic yard hauled ?—No ; deduct the 1,200 feet.

4124, T thought this was after deducting the 1,200 feet. I asked you
particularly about that ?—I did not understand you. That is the total.

4125. Then that is the average haul, and not the average extrs
haal ?—Yes.

4126. In your contract was there any provision for completing those
voids in any other way than by earth embankments ? ~No; there
never was any other way spoken of or intimated whatever. ‘That i3
the way it was calculatod to be filled.

4127. 1 suppose the hauling of the earth was done by cars and
engines 7—Yes; it was done by machinery.

4128. Did you ever consider the probable cost of bridging over those
voids instead of filling them with earth embankment?—I never
estimated it.

Opiional with 4129. Was there a clause in your agreement with the Government,

A et 10s by which they were permitted to omit this work if they thought

voids, proper ?—There is no doubt about that. They could have put in timber
if they wished. '

4130. Had they the privilege of omitting this work from your con-
tract if they wished ?—No; not of omitting it. They would have had
to do it with timber or some other way.

4131. But there was a provision by which they could have put trestle
work into it if they pleased ?—The general term of tho contract allowed
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them to put in trestle work wherever they saw fit. I take the contract Contnct Ne 14,

“and specification to mean that, but it would have been a very costly job
% have put in trestle work.

4132, Were these fills, as you call them, over water stretches ?—No;

%:g were across gullies principally. The last fill was a neck of Cross
e.

4133. Then would a large proportion of those fills require rock bases A large portion ot
for trestle work ?—Yes; I think a large proportion of them would flgwoudreanire
Toquire rock bases. They would have found rock in some places by trestie work.

8inking fifteen or twenty foet.

4134. Where trestles are used over land openings it is usual to put
Tock bases under them ?—Either rock or piles.

4135. Do you mean that the filling of those gaps upon which you
Make your claim would have cost anything like as much as your
Whole claim, if it were done with trestle ?—I could not answer that
Juestion without calculating upon it. It would have cost a great deal.

hey were high and it would bave cost a very great deal to have built
trestle work.

4136. How high were the fills >—They would be, perhaps, about an Fiiis from thirty
Average of from thirty to forty feet. : to forty feet.

4137. Is there anything further about that item ?—No; only this: Whitehead made
We always looked upon that as the best part of our work, and we had Saomer S0 this
Negotiations with Mr, Whitehead to sell him out our interest about that
time, He made us an offer for it; and if we had not looked upon it as

€ very best part of our work we would have accepted it.

4138. You say that Mr. Whitehead made you an offer ?—Yes.

4139. Do you mean to take from your hands the work which was
ot completed ?—VYes.

4140. And do you say that his offer had reference to this portion of
Work which you had not completed ?—Yes.

‘a4141. Had it any reference to a much larger portion ?—Not much
rger, '

4142, You think that his offer was for the purpose of gaining the profit
O this portion ?—Yes.

4143. Do you remember what he offered you ?—I think it was $50,000. Whitehead
Lt was to Mz Farwell he made the offer. ' offered 50,000,

4144, Do you not think it was $55,000?—1I could not say.

4145, Do you remember that you offored to sell it to him at a certain Proposed to take
Price ?—Yes); we offered it to hiym at $70,000. %’32‘2",{;‘;,";‘;“;,1‘.'“
was estimated at
4146, Then at that time you estimated your profit to be worth $70,000 ?
r e8; at that time the estimate we had of that fill was much smaller
than it is here. They did not think it would take as much earth to fill
% T think it was only estimated at that time it would take 125,000
Fards to make the fill.

4147. Mr, Whitohead refused to give you $70,000 ?—Yes.
4148.1 éknd the negotiations ended altogether ?—Yes,
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ContractNo.-14. 4149, How long had they ended before this new arrangement Wa®
Three or four made with Mr. Whitehead ?—1 could not say; but I should think three
months after
Whitehead re-  or four months.
fused to give . s t
$70,000 the exist- 4150. Then it was not about the time that you made the arrangemen

wgsg:ﬂ.gemem with him that he was offering to buy you out ?—No.
4151, So that in that you are mistaken ?—No.

4152. I understood you to say that about this time Mr. Whitehead
was offering to buy you out ?—It made no difference. It was this el}d
of the work that he was anxious to get hold of as it had the profit in it-

4153. Do you mean that at the time you made the arrangement with
Mr, Whitehead, you had the option of taking his offer of $50,000, or of
completing the work through him as a sub-contractor ?—No; we ha
pot entered into any particulars with him at all at that time.- The other
negotiations bad entirely broken off.

Bond of indem- 4154, 1 understood you to intimate that at the time you could have®

oty (o e e. done something very favourable to yourself >—We could have done 8%

Doad to assure before, but at that time we never spoke of renewing old negotiations 8%

be done so aenot a8ll.  We had no option about it. We were forced in to make thi®

to delay him. arrangement, and that was all we could do. 1 would just like to shoW
you, in regard to this matter, that wedid everything we could, and were
anxious 10 hurry on and keep out ot Mr. Whitehead’s way. Mr., White-
head said he wanted to commence laying a track to a certain point
and he was very much afraid that we might delay him. He wantod &
guarantee from us that the work would be done, and he would nob
accept any gnarantee except my personal bond which I gave him, an
which was carried out ; the bond of indemnity of $5,000.

Claims also for 4155, Can you produce a copy of that bond ?— I produce it. (Exhiblt

interest. No. 98.) In regard to the last item we ask that thematter of interest be
considered. The Government hold deposits of ours at the presen’
time, and part of the last estimate, and also a part of the percentage 1*
their hands, and we think at this extended period of time we ought %
be allowed a reasonable amount of interest for their holding this money-
I have an engineer who will be here to-morrow, who is working on the
road, whom I wish to be examined in regard to that ditch, and in rega
to the change of location. .

4156. Is there anything further you wish to say ?—No.

JARVIS, .
Epwarp W. Jarvis, sworn and examined :
Surveys— .
Party M., By the Chairman :—
givﬁﬂx?g%‘géﬁ 4157. What is your profession ?—Civil engineer.

4158, Have you been at any time engaged upon any work for the

Canadian Pacific Railway 7—Yes ; on the surveys.

Surveylng from 4159 When ?—From May, 1871, to June, 1875,
Burvey from 4160. Which survey were you first employed upon ? —The survey ,

Fojiefish Bay 0 fyom Lake of the Woods, starting from the eastern extremity at White
fish Bay and running west to Red River.

4161. Did yon survey between those two points ?-—Yes; that was the
first season’s work.
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4162, All the way ?—Yes; all the way.

4163. At what point was your base of supplies that season ?—At the
Outset it was at Thunder Bay.

4164. How far from the beginning of your work ?—Four hundred Base of supplies

4164. t Thund
miles I should say, by the Dawson route.” 1 really do not know the 40 miles or Bay,
exact distance in miles, but by the route over which the supplies came ¢gimencement

> of work.
1t was about 400 miles.

4165. From what point did you start to get in your supplies ?—We
Started from Thunder Eay.

4166. What party did you take with you? ~The surveying party
Wwas composed of myself, in charge, one transit man, one leveller, one
“asgistant leveller, rod man, and two chain men, aad about twenty-five
axe men and packers.

4167. About thirty-two inall ?—Yes ; about thirty-two Ishould think. 78 olparty

4168, Who bhad charge of providing you with supplies ?—I rather Supples.
think it was Mr. Alph. Jones who sent in supplies from Thunder Bay.

lere was a commissariat officer attached to each party; my com-
Missariat officer was Mr. John Breden. He accompanied me.

4169. Was that in addition to the number you mentioned ?—Yes; I
had not mentioned bim.

4170. Was he subordinate to Mr. Jones ?—1I thiak so.

4171. Had you any immediate control over your commissariat officer ?
Yes; we acted in concert with regard to getting in the supplies. I
structed him as to what supplies I wanted, and he took means to

Yocure them for me. After November, 1871, or during the month of
Ovember, he received orders to remain in the woods the whole winter.
It wag not contemplated at first that we were to remain out all winter,
and T then despatched a man to Red River to purchase supplies.

4172. Who was that ?—Mr. Gray.

4173. To whom did he make application ?—1I sent him in here to ?;fnt[ﬁ;:gftg pur-
I. Bannatyne to purchase what supplies were needed. chase supplies

from B tyne.
4174. Had Mr. Bannatyne any connection with the Pacific Railway ? annatyne
~No; he kept a general store here.

4175. Were you authorized to take Lhat step, or was it left to your
OWn djscretion ?—No; I took it on my own responsibility. The party
ere out there and the supplies were nearly run out, and I found it a
8reat saving of time to get them in Winnipeg rather than wait until I
them from Thunder Bay. My supplies arrived from here sooner

N the supplies sent from Thunder ﬁay.

M

th4‘7§. Did you allow your messenger to use his own discretion as to Instructione to
® prices he was to an ?—No; there were no orders left as to prices, Messenger as to

. . . . manner of ob-
1 nde lnstructions to the messenger were to obtain the supplies on the taining suppies.
le

Pl retanding that those who farnished them should druw on Mr.

N ming for the amount contracted for at Ottswa. We had a small

Um of cagh furnished to us at the outset, $50, which did not amount
Wuch for that purpose.

Su4l7~7' I wish to ascertain now the means by which the prices of those Prices of goods.
hefé"'“ were fixed ?—1 presume they were the ordinary current prices

118;ad no control over the prices myself, except that duplicate
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invoices were sent with the goods to me. I knew the prices and
certified to receiving the goods. The matter of prices was of no con-
cern to me.

4178, Then you left the prices of the goods to be settled between
the party who supplied them and the anthorities at Ottawa ?—Yes.

4179. Do you remember when you got the invoice whether, in your
opinion, the prices were reasonable or unreasonable ?—The prices
appeared to me to be high, but hardly more than [ expected them to
be here at that time. The place was very isolated, and we could not
expect to get them lower under the circumstances.

4180. Did you make any representation to the authorities at Ottawa
upon the subject of prices ?—No; 1 did not. I simply reported the
fact of what I had done.

Difficulty of 4181. As to the supplies which were sent to you from Thander Bay

getting supplles: q,ring the first season, do you remember whether there was any
difficulty in getting what was sufficient to support your party ?—It
was very late in the season, I remember, when we received them, and

Supplies nearly owing, probably, to the length of the journey, the supplies were very

way by supply  Dearly all consumed by the parties bringing them in. When the

party. supplies that were supposed to last us over the winter arrived we were
forced to send in here for more, they were so nearly exhausted.

4182. That is supplies for the winter season ?—Yes; the only
supplies we received from Thunder Bay were clothing and supplies that
were supposed to do us for the winter.

4183. Did you make any representations to any person at Ottawa as
to the state of affairs ?—I reported at Ottawa the state of affairs.

4184. Do you remember, in round numbers, the value of the supplies
which you procured from Winnipeg for that winter ?—I do not. Those
that I individually procured I may possibly tell, but others were pro- -
cured about Christmas, when another commissariat officer was
ﬁ)pointed. Mr. Breden left me at the beginning of the winter, and

r. W. E. Jones was appointed as the commissariat officer to my party
and the next party east of mine—the party under charge of Mr. James.

Supplics sent 4185. Were the supplies that were sent from Thunder Bay for that

oy g;l‘ix‘%mrte. winter very inadequate ?—Entirely inadequate.

4186. Do you know whether you had enough for one-half of the
winter or one-quarter, or can you state any portion of the time for
which they were probably sufficient ?—Probably not enough for one
month, I should think.

Chief Engineer 4187. You had to ask, as I understand, for enough to be sent from

gent Instructions Mhunder Bay to keep you during the winter ?—No ; we did not ask at

g&rtlgfgg&f»gl‘;snd all. The instructions came from Ottawa from the Chief Engincer 0

pliesand winter Temain out during the winter, and stating that supplies and winter

Swothing would  ¢lothing would be sent to us, not mentioning the course they would
take or the name of the person in charge of them.

4188, And it was after that that the supplies you speak of arrived ?—
Yes ; some time after that.

4189. But not in sufficient quantities ?—No, not in sufficient

quantities: excopt the winter clothing. The winter clothing was
ample.
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4190. Then on that emergency you decided to send & messenger t0 How he came to
innipeg ?—No; I did not make myself sufficiently clear. When I 50 o Winnipex
first arrived at Whitefish Bay the supplies were very nearly exhausted.
I then sent a messenger to Winnipeg for supplies with a letter for the
Chief Engincer reporting what I had done, and of course my supplies
reached me before my report reached Mr. Fleming.

" 4191, These were supplies for the fall?—Yes; my messenger only
returned late in September from here. The other rupplies that I spoke
of as being sent in for the winter, were sent in, I suppose, by orders
from headquarters.

4192. Were those which you ordered from Winnipeg for the winter Supplies ordered
or only to complete the survey ?—OUnly to complete the summer’s 5 W1ooieg to
work. mer’s work.

4193. Was it after that you received the notice that you were to
remain out during the winter, and that supplies would be forwarded to
You ?-—Yes.

4194. You expected supplies to be forwarded sufficient to maintain
Yyou during the winter ?—Yes,

4195. Did they come in sufficient quantity ?—No.

4196. How was the deficiency made up 7—The deficiency was made sumeient sup-
up after the appointment of Mr. Jones as commissariat officer. He had p!ieashipped by
Joined me, I think, about the middle of November, and I then pointed

out the state of affairs to him, and he immediately returned to Winni-

Peg and shipped me out supplies from here. I pointed out to him the

fact that the supplies received with the orders were insufficient to carry

me through the ‘winter, and that I must have more supplies im-

mediately.

4197. Do you know from whom he got those supplies >—He purchased
them from different persons: Mr. Bannatyne, the Hudeson Bay Co.,
r. Schultz, and others who were keeping stores.

4198. There was no officer appointed at that time in this locality to system of supply
farnish supplies on the Government account called a purveyor, or
any person of that kind ?—No; there was no purveyor. A certsinsum
Wwas placed to the credit of Mr. Jones with the Deputy Receiver-General
ére, and he made use of that money. That was a matter entirely
between my commissariat officer and the Dopartment. I had no control
Over it at all.

4199. Was ar;y work done on the surveys that winter 7—Yes; we
Worked the whole winter,

4200. Still progressing westward ?—Yes; we worked until the 30th
of March, when we reached Red River.

4201. T understand that your line which you speak of was from First line from
Whitefish Bay in the first instance, to the point known as Keewatin? Whitcfish Ray to
. [ n.
—Yes; Keewatin, or Rat Portage.

_4202. Can you indicate the direction from that point westward any Present location |
distance ?—The present location is almost identical with my line very Rai Portage to th.
hearly to Whitemcuth River. River, whence

truck
4203. And then ?—And then I struck more directly for Red River— Tore direstly for

. A . . . th
that is, more directly for Winnipeg—than the present line does. I theprasatiie.
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reached Red River at a point ten miles north of this, about half way
between here and the Stone Fort.

4204. That survey was completed in March, 1872 2—Yes; about the
30th of March.

4205, Did you remain under an engagemont with the Government
after that survey ?—1I did.
Plansand profiles 4206, What was your next work ?—After paying my men, my assist-
o fhd auat  ants remained here with me for two months, I think doing office work
in connection with our previous nine month’s field work. We made
the plans and profiles, took out quantities, and made reports and sent
them to Ottawa.

42v7, Of this line?—Yes; of this line. Our instructions were to
locate a line; but I reported to the engineer that it was impossible for
us to locate a line from the data I had. The country was entirely un-
known at that time; and we had not sufficient data from the rough
furvey we made to locate the line properly. We made an approximate
location—that is to say, not on ths ground but on paper projected from
field notes.

By Mr. Keefer :—

Projected a loca- 4208, You projected a location on paper ?—Yes; from cross-sections
tion on paper. proj pap ’
on paper:  and slope angles.

By the Chairman :—

4209. Will you tell me what data you mean when yousay *insuffi-
cient data.” Do you mean the data you had were not sufficient in
aceuracy, or that you had not the data at all that were necessary ?—
We had sufficient data to complete an approximate location—that is to
say, we were enabled from our notes to lay down on paper where we
thought the line ought to be run as a located line, some distance away
from our preliminary line at times. Those were data obtained trom
field notes, by cross-sections and surveys.

Cross sectioned 4210. Did you cross-section the line that you ran at that time ?—Yes ;
portions of line, at points we did.

4211. Not all the way through ?——No; not all the way through.

4212, Did you cross-section that portion of the line which is now
part of the adopted liue 7—Yes; portions of it at Keewatin and Cross
Lake.

4213. That is the portion which you cross-sectioned ?—Yes; portions
of that were cross-sectioned.

Owing to changes  4214. Was that line sufficiently cross-sectioned to give information

possible to’ upon the quantities of the line as finally located and now adopted ?—

S paite the o; I think not. I think the location has been so much changed,
although adhering very nearly to the general direction of the line,
that it would be impossible to compare the quantities. A very slight
deviation in the location wouid make a material difference in the cross-
sections in that section of the country.

Witness's plans 4215. Then all the information you obtained upon the line run by
A e ths feeled you was no help in ascertaining the quantities in the bill of works at

the Paciflc Rail- the time that this particular contract was offered to public competition ?
Ottawar ™ ~—None whatever. It was not made use of in any way. It did not



279 JARVIS

Surveys—
Party M.

®xist at the time. My plans and all data were burned up in the fire
1n the Pacific Railway offices in 1873 or 1874.

4216. But I understand you to say that if they did exist they would
'I“?t farnish any information to establish a bill of works upon them ?—
o.

/4217, They would have been no help, in facs, in ascertaining the
?naminies for this particular line >—No; they could not have been used
or that at all.

2 . i i i Instructions did-
.4218. Do you remember whether your instructions at that time Instru tionsd

irected you to make for any particular point on Red River ?—No, point in Red

. River. The
they did “not. western terminusa

4219. It left the western terminus to your discretion ?—Yes ; as well §2d the way to it

28 the means of getting there. discretion.

4220. The Red River on the west and the easternstarting point were
the only two points indicated ?—They were fixed. The approximate
atitude of Red River was givon me as the point 1 ghould cross.

4221. Do you remember how that was given ?—If I remember right
the latitude of Fort Garry was given without any definite instructions
33 to running to that point. It was simply a fixed point named
latitude 49-52 north, which is about the latitude of Fort Garry. It
Was given to me more for information than instraction, I think.

4222, Were there written instructions given to you?—Yes; there Wrltten tnstruo
Were written instructions. ons.

4223, Do you know anything of the location of the existing line
between Wentworth and Selkirk ?—I have not been connected with
it professionally, but I have travelled over the line.

4224. From your observation have you formed any opinion whether Thinks nis line
at was a mere foasible or a less feasible line than the southern one {har’the existing
Which you located or surveyed ?—I am under the impression that my liue.
ne was a better one. That is to say, I think the character of the

Work is about similar, but my line was a more direct one. -

4225. Do you mean that the cost would have been about the same ?
~I imagine that the cost mile for mile would have been about the
Same except in one point, whers I understand a great doal of money
bas been spent. It is known as the Juiius Muskeg, on contract 14.

4226. Would your line have escaped that expensive point P—Y¥es; The Julins Mus:

inion i i it altogether. id have bee
Y opinion is that on my line we would have escaped it altog would have been

4227, When compared with as much of the route of the railway as
Would be west of the Whitemouth, do you think that the southern line
Would be preferable ?—I think it would.

&4223. Unless there was some other object to be attained by going The south line in
*ther north ?—Yes; it was preferab'e unless there was some other 21! respeots
bject to be attained.

4229, Assuming that it was a matter of indifference whether the
Poing a¢ Selkirk or the point which you reiched should be the one to
th"P‘, do you say that tg(; uorthern line would have been preferable to
!he Southern line ?—If it were a matter of indifference Which point
t uld be reached I should say that the south line would be preferable.

shoulq prefer the south line for two reasons: the avoiding of this
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muskeg, and the greater facilities it would give for ballasting the line
by running close to the foot of Bird Hill, where good ballast could be
obtained. '

4230. Did you cross-section any portion of this part of the line—I
mean west of Whitemouth ?—I did not.

4231. What was your next work ?-—~You mean after finishing those’
plans ?

4232. Yes ?—I was then sent to a point 200 miles east of Red River
called Eagle Lake, to start at the Hudson Bay Co.'s post there, and ram
a line easterly to Sturgeon Lake.

4233. About what distance would that be ?—I think by our line that
was about 150 miles.

4234. That would be in the summer and fall of 1872 ?—That was
from June, 1872, until the end of October:

4235. Where was fyour base of supplies at that time ?—Winnipeg.

4236. Was it still under the samo system that you described last?
Had yon a commissariat officer ?—No; there was no commissariat:
officer attached to my party that season.

4237. What was your arrangement for your supplies?— I was-

instructed to purchase my supplies myself. Mr. Jones was only’
instructed to find the transport, '

4238. Did you purchase the supplies that season ?—The supplies I
took with me I purchased myself.

4239. Did you take enough with you for the whole season?—No; ¥
did not. I sent Mr. Jones back for some more.

4240. Do you remember from whom you purchased your supplies
that season, either directly or through Mr. Jones 2—From all the prin-
cipal storekeepers in the place.

4241, Did you fix the prices ?—I did not.

4242. Who fixed them ?—The goods were sold at, I presume, the
current rates.

4213. Did you arrange about the prices 7—I did not. I simply
made myself acquainted with the market prices here, and became

aware that I was charged the regular prices that those goods were
selling at.

4244. Were the prices mentioned to you before the goods were
ordered ?— At the time of the purchase I became acquainted with the
Pprices. . :

4245. Then you agreed for the prices with the sellers 2—I may say
that I agreed for the prices. 1 knew at what price the goods were

selling, and the supplies I bonght myself I knew the prices of at the
time, because I certified to the accouants,

4246. Has that survey been made available at all in the location of
the line between Thunder Bay and Red River as now adopted ?—
believe not. That line was run with a view to passing north of Lak¢
Nipigon. The present line diverges considerably to the south-east.

4247. Tt crosses the present located line 2—Yes.



281 JARVIS

Surveys~—
Eagle Lake

4248. Only at one point ?—I beliove only at one point. That is the }oStnagesn-
Very point between Wabigoon Lake and Thunder Lake. That was
the only point. of intersection.

4249, What size was the party that you had with you that season 7—
8imilar to that of the previous season.

4250. Was there any difficulty about the supplies which were Dificulties re-
furnished to your party ?—None whatever about those that I took out §3r4!08 supplies.
With me, but there was considerable difficulty with the fresh supplies
that Mr. Jones sent out to me.

4251. What was the difficulty ?—That they were nearly all consumed
before thcy arrived at our camp. The men who transported the goods
hot having been supplied with provisions, consumed those that they
Qﬁrri;ad, and as they were a month on the road, they consumed nearly
all of them,

4252. Do you know who had the organizing of this party ?—I had
myself.

4253. Do you mean that they were some of your party that were
detailed off for the purpose of going to Winnipeg ?—No; the instructions
Were sent to Mr. Jones to forward the supplies. .

4254. He was then in Winnipeg 7—He was either at Winnipeg or Sent Jones in-
between my party and Winnipeg. I sent him instructions to send me fuppiiee torpacan

Supplies for my party for one month. for one month.

4255. Who organized the party to forward them ?—Mr. Jones
organized the transport.

4256. How many men were there in that party for transporting the Stze of supply
supplies ?—1I think there were sixteen men, party sixteen

4257. Any animals ?—No.
4258. Did they pack the goods ?—The goods were freighted over the Transporiation of

North-West Angle road—a portion of the Dawson road—as far as the *"PPie®
North-West Angle by teams. '

.4259. There was a good travelled road over that portion of the
Country ?—Yes; the road was kept open in those days. From North-
West Angle the supplics were forwarded by boats.

4260. What kind of boats ?—I believe they were York boats—
Hudson Bay boats.

4261, To what point did the boats take the supplies ?—The boats
tame op half-way to Eagle Lake.

4262. To what point would you call it >—I think that the name of

the lake to where the boats came was Vermillion Lake, and then the
&oods were transferred to canoes at Vermillion Lake.

4263. Did the canoes take them to your starting point ?—No; the
{:;:noes followed me up. They received instructions to follow me up on
e line.

4264. Were they enabled to find you at a point further east than your
Starting point ?—Yes; at English River. I was over 100 miles from
Iy starting point.

4265. Was this whole journey longer than was expected at the time ?
~—Yes; I think there were unnecessary delays.
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Lake. 4266. Where do you think the delays were ?7—I think they were on

.“l{;lx:;:emg 4 by the part of the men who were immediately in charge of the transport.

men in charge of 4267, Do you remember their names?—No; they were half-breeds.

the transport. Y
4268. Do you remember any of them ?—Yes; the chief store man
was & man named Mousseau, He was at that time in the Hudson
Bay Co.’s service.

4269, Did the Hudson Bay Co. undertake the transport of those
goods ?—I do not know whether the company were transporting them,
or this man was hired for the occasion from them. The transport was3
arranged by Mr. Jones.

4270. Do you know where Mr. Jones is now ?—I believe he is west
of this, at Qu'Appelle, or at Fort Ellice.

4271. Is he now employed on the Pacific Riailway ?—No; he is not.

N e o e 4272. Have you any idea of the value of the goods that were bought
Mought. to be transported to you at that time ?—By Mr. Jones ?

42%3. Yes 2—No; I'have not.

4274. Have you any idea of the total value of the goods which you
bought earlier in the season 7—No; I do not remember.

4275. Could you give any approximate idea ?7—No; I hava no data
upon which to base any idea at all, except my memory, and I do not
think that will serve me correctly. I could jump at it, but of course it
would not give you any information.

Zla‘}gﬁ eodfsoog; 4276. Could you give any idea of tie value of the goods or supplies

about sl,&?f; cost which were lost by those delays ?—No.
of part'y for

season’s outfit 4277, Would it be less or more than $1,000?—It would be in the
Loms000to  gighbourhood of $1,000. We estimated from $10,000 to $12,000 as

the cost of the party tor the season's outfit.

4278. What length of a season ?—Taking one season with another—
either the winter season or the summer season—about six months of
the year. ,

4279. Do you mean about half of the year, either from spring to fall,
or from fall 1o spring—is that what you call a season ?—Yes.

4280. Assuming that to be the value of the supplies for the season
for the party which you had with you, can you form any estimaté of
the amount of supplies which Mr. Jones bought?—It would only be
an estimate, I should say from $12,000 to $15,000 would be the
amount that he bought.

Defectsincom- 4931, When they reached you do you say you found that a large pro-
portion of them had been consumed ?—Yes,

4282. Was it necessary for you to order more supplies there to
finish the season ?—No; it was then too la‘e. The remnant of the
supplies only reached me about a week before I finished my summer’s
work, or rather, to speak more correctly, the supplies never reached
me at all, for when I ran short I detailed one of my assistants to go
back and look for them, and he found that they were about fifteen
miles back of the point I was at. He took with him what he could
carry on his small canoe, a few bags of flour and some pemmican, and
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t”"’llght it to my camp, and I thean sent word to those men not to come 1o hinrgeon

Ay further.

" 4283, After those supplies reached you, had you sufficient to finish Short of supplies.
h%.th season ?—No; we were short of supplies tor some time, and did

thout,

" 4284. Was the only result of the supplies not reaching you properly
hat You were obliged to do with a shorter allowance ?—That was all.

Gttz[ﬁ5° The work was not stopped ?—No; the work was not impeded m‘ggj:&t

W4286' That work took you down, I think you said, to October, 1872 ?—
® reached Winnipeg at the end of October, 1872.

di:287. Did you remain there in the employ of the Government?—I

1283, Were you in the office here during that winter season ?— In Ottawa from
Dyys ) e T - fall of 1872 to Jan.,
Ting that winter 1 left my assistants here making the plans and ju7s,

Profiles, and proceeded to Ottawa myself.

4289. How long did you remain there ? —I remained until the end of
Jan‘lary in Ottawa. I was working in the head office until the end of
dauary, 1873.

\f-’;ﬁg Did you remain in the employ of the Government after that? Eaglo Lake to

tw4291' At what work ?—I then received instructions to connect the
Iﬁisections I have already described, by running a line from Eagle
¢ to Rat Portage—eighty miles.

4292, Did you run that line ?>—I did.

4293, What was the size of your party?—I had a party of three
th 18tants and about twenty men in all—rather a smaller party than on
® two other occasions, because I did away with canoe men and packers.

th4294. Had the country been explored between those two points at 1‘;,‘«'}},’32??2;‘;30 rod
¥

e:time you commenced ?—Yes; I had explored it myself the previous the country
T,

4295, Had you been exploring it while the work of the survey was
ﬁ?lng on between Eagle River and Sturgeon Lake ?—No ; it was while
® Work was going on between Rat Portage and Red River.

i 4296. That was the season of 1871 ?—Yes; about a year previous—
Jalmary 1872,

4 4297, Was it merely an exploration or a survey ?—Only an explora-
N, with burometer and compass.

4298, It was not what is called an instrumental survey ?—No.

4299, Had any roads be de through th t of the country ? Maderoads as
~ . y roads been made throug. at part o MR, ey
O; none whatever. We had to make our roads as we went, ey went on.

4300. What was the base of your supplies that season ?—Winnipeg. :Xg;%gfs base of

inq‘gol- Under what arrangement ?—When I received my instructions Arrangements
the ttawa to make the survey I sent orders to my assistants to procure g5 pies,
ind.necessary supplies, hire the men, and start to a point that 1 would

'¢ate where I would join them. My chief assistant did so, and he

do: traing and axe men, and started out to the lake called Sheban-
&n,

previously.
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4302. Did you find your supplies there ?—A depot was made, and!
the supplies were left there, and the party then proceeded to Eagle
Lake, where I joined them in the middle of February with anothe’
assistant.

4303. Was there any difficulty about supplies that season ?—Non@
whatever.

4304. Did the value of the supplies which you farnished in that W&,
exceed or equal the estimate which you have previously given ?—:
was & good deal less. :

4305. Was it less in proportion to the size of the party ?—It was not
less in proportion. 1t was a shorter season and a smaller party.

4306. But wasit in Proportion to the party you indicated : a party of
thirty for a six month’s season ?~-I think it was rather less. "It was,
under the average.

4307. How do you account for that. that an expenditure under th¢
former average was sufficient to support the party; had the price?
gone down ?—No; I think the management in procuring supplies an®’
getting them sent out was rather better.

4308, Do you mean management in purchasing or in transport?—
In the transport, and in the quality of the supplies purchased.
“ quality ” I mean the kind of supplies. My assistant was a very g
and a very energetic man, and the men that he hired were altogethe’”
natives. We had no white men and we took nothing but the nativ®
provender. We took nothing but pemmican and flour with us. We di
away with pork and sugar and such things, such as we had taken 12
previous seasons. I took nothing but the absolute necessaries.

4309. And that resulted in a saving ?—I think so. So much so that
we had a considerable portion of the supplies left when we reach i
Rat Portage in the March following, having estimated them on the of
basis.

4310. You reached Rat Portage in March ?—Yes.

4311, What time did you leave 7—About the middle of February.

4312, Then you wore only a few weeks on that survey ?—We wer?
only five weeks.

4313. What was the character of that survey ?—It was called a pre
liminary instrumental survey. .

4314. Did you locate any line>—We made an approximate locatio?
by cross-sections.

4315. Was it a thorough cross-sectioning ?—No; only at partjmﬂf‘r '
points.

4316, Did you lay down a centre line for the railway on that occ®
sion 7—Yes. '

4317. Did you take out the quantities atany time on that location ?~
No; we did not at that time. We sent all the data to Ottawa.

4318. Do you know whether the quantities were taken out at Otta™®
upon those data furnished by you ?—T believe they were.

4319. Did you continue in the service of the Government after Marob
of 1873 ?—Yes; we remained here in April and May.
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. 4320. And after that?—We were sent to British Columbia in the
l563inning of June, 1873.

4321. How did you proceed to British Columbia ?—We proceeded by Proceeds to
il via San Franciysco.p p y British C‘olumbl&,

June, I
4322, What party ?—Myself and three assistants,

- 4323. When did you reach British Columbia?—We reached there
%bout the 25th of June, 1873, and reported to Mr. Marcus Smith who
Was then in charge of the surveys there.

4324. Did you proceed with further work ?—Yes; we made a survey
ere that season. :

4325. Between what points ? —We started at Cache Creek, and sur- Extent of survey.
¥eyed south-westerly to the Cascade Range, crossing the Fraser River
at Lillooet, and terminating our survey at Seton Lake; theu from
ache Creek north-westerly to the Thompson River, following the
Yalley of the Bonaparte on the north side of the North Thompson
ver,

4326. About how many miles ?—I should think it is about 180 miles
f)r 200 miles. Size of parly, self
and three assist-

4327. What was the size of your party ?—Myself and three assistants, ants, and twenty

Seton Lake &
i

about twenty men and a mule train and a pack train. men: mule and
4328, How many animals >—About thirty mules, Thirty mules.
4329. Where was the base of your supplies that season ?—Chiefly Yale principal

Yale; but we also obtained supplies from Clinton. ase of supplies,

4330. Did you take your supplies with you intending to have enough
Or the season ?—Yes; we took the season’s supplies with us.

4331. Were the animals purchased absolutely, or only hired ?—I John Trutch the
think they were purchased, and were the property of the (iovernment. Sommissariat

flcer.
he whole of the surveying was in the hands of a person named John oreer
-Lratch, ‘

4332, What was the name of his office>—We called him the com-
“Wissariat officer.

By Mr. Keefer :—

4333. He is not the engineer of that name ?—No ; he was the brother
©f the ex-Governor.

By the Chairman :— .
4334. Whero did he live ?—In Victoria.

4335. Did he take the responsibility of purchasing those supplies and Pack animals
Pack animals ?—As for the supplies I cannot say, but the pack animals Boriady the pro-
Were already the property of the Government before Mr. Trutch was Government.

&ppointed.

\%336. Then you used animals which the Government already owned ?
o8,

4337. Was there no purchase of animals for the requiroments of your
Party that season ?—No.

o 4338. As to the quantity of supplies did you consult with Mr. Trutch, Trateh took
c" did he take the responsibility of ordering them upon his own dis- Stiie,"*Po™"
Tetion 2—He took the whole responsibility. The system on the other
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side of the mountains was entirely different from the system on thi8
side. Here the responsibility rested on the shoulders of the engineer
in charge of the party as to quantities; there the whole matter waé
arranged by the Commissariat Department.

4339. Did you furnish him with the number of persons employeds
and the length of the time of the service ?——No ; he was furpished from
the head office with that. I had nothing to do with it. [ was entirely
independent of it. I simply proceeded with my assistantsto my startivg
point, and there I found my party and supplies.

4340. Did you not take them with you?—No; they preceded us #
few days.

4341. On whose orders ?—OQOn Mr, Trutch’s orders.

4342. Independent of yours ?—Yes. Of course I took charge of
them when I arrived.

4343. Had you sufficient supplies for the season’s work ?—Yes; we
had dmple.

4344. More than enough ?—Yes ; more than enough. We brought
some out with us in October,

4345. Out to what point ?—Out to what is called the waggon road, #
Government road running up the Fraser River.

4346. And what became of them after you brought them there =~
We returned them to the Commissariat Department there.

4317. Was there a branch of the Commissariat Department thero 7—
No; they were placed in store there, and we notified the Commissaria
Department. There was a hotel there, and we placed the supplies in &
store-house adjoining the hotel. It was a private store-house, rented by
the Government.

4348. Did you notify Mr. Trutch ?—We notified Mr. Trutch as ¢
the quantity.

4349. Had you any further respousibility as to those supplies ?—No0;
after placing them in the store I took some of them out again as I wad
instructed to make further explorations, which occupied me about
another month. I then paid the party, sending the men and assistant®
to Victoria, and the mules to their winter quarters at Kamloops.

4350. In whose charge did you send them ?—1I sent them in charg®
of my commiseariat officer.

4351, To whom did you send them ?—His instructions were to g0
with the animals and place them on the winter range and then ¥
report at Victoria.

4352, You had not the responsibility of delivering them to any parti-
eular person ?—No.

4353. You delivered them up to the charge of the commissariat
ofticer ?—Yes; with instructions to deliver them at a certain point.

4354. Do you know whether there was any loss on the stores iP
connection with that®season’s work 2—No; there was no loss of any
kind except a few barrels of flour.

4355. Do you remember about what time you ended your survey
upon the North Thompson ? —About the middle of October.
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- 4356. You say that after that you made another survey ?—Yes; I '{,‘,’,‘;"ﬂ;ﬁ?"*
made an exgoration in what is known as the Horse Fly country,
towards the Horse Fly Lakes, from a point on the Fraser River near
Bridge Creek, and running in an easterly direction about eighty miles.
e went on until we were turned back by the winter season coming on.

4357. Was that an exploration, or an exploratory survey ?—An
exploration only, with compass and barometer.
8ize of party,

4358. What was the size of your party on that occasion ?—Three three men ; num-
men and half a dozen mules, ber of animals,

six mules.
4359. Altogether ?—Yes; wo simply travelled over the country.

4360. Was the previous examination of that season an exploration ?
~—That was an instrumental survey, all the work previous to that.

4361. Had you any difficulty about supplies on this last work that
You describe ?7—No; I had not.

4362. That brings you down to the fall of 1873 ?—That brings us
down to the end of November, 1873,

4363. For the purposes of exploration and making surveys which Size of party
¢annot be called instrumental, have you any impression about the size Sxprorators
of parties that ought to be employed ?—For simply exploratory pur- surveys—three or
poaes ? our men.

. 4364, Yes ?—Yes; Ithink that a party of the size I have mentioned
18 about large enough for explorations in that country.

4365. About three men, with the engineer in charge ?—Yes.

. 4366. How many animals ?—We had half a dozen ; it was about the Number of
Tight number. We only expected to be absent inside a month, and they aarr s mieces:
Were sufficient for that trip. The number required varies in different exploratory
Parts of the country. You would require more men on the east side of **"~~ ¥*
the Red River, because the transport of supplies is effected in a differ-
®nt way. In sumimer they would be canoed, and in winter they would
bg carried by dog-trains, and on men’s backs, whereas in British Colum-

ia they were packed on mules.

436%7. Do you mean that the explorations in the mountain range can be
Performed at less expense, as far as transport is concerned ?—Yes ; west
of the mountain range.
4368, I think all the British Columbia section was called the moun- Character of
in district, as distinguirhed from the prairie section ?—Yes ; but there Zritish Columbia
are large plains in it. When you go up into the heart of the Rocky
Yountains the feed ceases, but down in the lower valleys there i plenty

of feed for animals all over. Country on
survey in the fall

4369. Was this country which you surveyed in the fall of 1873 of 1873 near
Mountainous ?—No; the end near Fraser River was rough ; but the end fraser River

Bear Thompson River was not so rough. It was a rolling country. the 1hompson
River rolling.

4370. Did you remain in British Columbia during the winter of 1873- Returned to
15 ?—No; after I finished this exploration I rejoined my party in Vic. Ottawa.
toria, and then returned to Ottawa.

4371. And spent the winter there ?—Yes; my party remained in
gttﬂWa during the winter. I was absent in England myself on leave.

Y-party remained in the office, doing the office work necessary for the

Wpletion ot this survey.
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4372, When did you return ?—I returned to Ottawa in April, 1874,
and started immediately with my party for British Columbia.

4373. ‘L'he same party ?—The same party.
4374. Three assistants ? — Yes; I am incorrect in saying that the three
assistants accompanied me to Ottawa. One of them, Mr. Gray, re-

mained in Victoria, and two accompanied me to Ottawa. The same
two returned with me to British Columbia.

4375. Had you any further work in British Columbia ?—Yes ; that
season we were sent up to the summit of the mountains to Téte Jaune
Cache, and started to run a line down the Fraser River. No suarvey
had been made there previously.

4376. Can you remember the size of the party ?—I had my three
assistants, previously mentioned, thirty men and about 120 animals.

4377. Mules ?—Mules and horses—about forty horses and about
eighty mules.

4378. Wore they purchased specially for that party or were they
already the property of the Government ?—No; they were the pro-
perty of the Government,

4379, What was the base of your supplies that season ?—We took
everything with us from the lower country—part from Victoria and
part from Yale,

4380. And the animals too?—No; we took the animals from Kam-
loops. All the Gevernment animals wintered at Kamloops. There
was & waggon road from Yale to Kamloops.

4381. And from there the transport was with those animals ?— Yes.
4382, Téte Jaune Cache was your starting point ? —Yes.

4383. In what direction was the survey ?—It was north-westerly,
down the Fraser River.

4384. Had you sufficient supplies from that season’'s operations, or

- was there any difficulty about supplies ?—No; we took in sufficient

Time occupied on
survey.

Mr. Bell and
party ai Grand
Rapids,

Animals gent to
Kamloops.

Transport down
Frager in boats.

with us.

4385. How long were you engaged upon that survey ?—From June,
1874, until about the middle of October.

4386. To what point did you make the survey ?—We ran about 200
miles down the Fraser River until we connected with the next party
coming up the river in charge of Mr. Beli, near a point called Grand
Rapids.

4387. What became of your animals and supplies—if there were
any supplies left ?—The animals were sent back from Téte Jaune
Cache. They had made two trips to Téte Jaune Cache, once with the
party, and once after the party had started to work, and then they
were returned to Kawloops. The transport down the Fraser was in
three large boats which we built at Téte Jaune Cache for ourselves.

4388, Did your responsibility for the animals cease afier that ?—
Yes; they were put in charge of the chief packer, and he was told to
report to Mr. Marcus Smith wherever he found him. He was supposed
to be somewhere between there and Victoria.
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4389. The chief packer was one of your party ?—The chief packer Frene ge
ad been under my orders until we were finished with the animals,
and then I gava him charge of them to return them to Kamloops.

4390. Do you know what became of the animals ?—They returned

to Kamloops, and were afterwards employed in some other part of the
<ountry.

. 4391. Were any of those surveys or examinations which you made No survey of
in British Columbia, upon the line as it is now located ?—No'; I think JFiiness in Britlsh
the located line is different altogether. line located.
4392. About what time did you end that survey at the Grand Both gertles goto
Rapids 2—About the middle of October we arrived at the Rapids, and Xort Jecree, and
then the two parties went down to Quesnelle Mouth by boat—No, we Stewart River.
then, after ending that survey, went down to Fort George, where Mr.
arcus Smith and I made a short survey through, both partigs
‘Working in connection up the Stewart River, about twenty milos.

4393. Exploration ?—No; an instrumental survey that was to con- Exploration
Nect with the line previously run by Mr. Bell. Then we returned to gom Fort
Quesnelle Mouth by boat, down to the Fraser River. There the party Edmonton.
Were paid off and returned to Victoria, with the exception of one of
the assistants, Mr. Hannington, and myself. The Chief Kngineer wished
an exploration to be made in the mountains, and I volunteered to
Mmake it during the winter. He would not issue any instructions to
that effect, but he simply said he wished another exploration made
horth of the Téte Jaune Cache, through the Rocky Mountains.

4394, Did you explore a line ?—Yes; I organized a party at Organizes party

‘Quesnelle Mouth, consisting of my assistant, myself and six men, and (QExPiore iine
#Ix deg trains. ‘

Jaune Cache.
4395. Was Quesnelle Mouth the base of your supplies ?—Yes.

4396. Did you take them with you in this train 7—Yes; we took our
Supplies with us.

4397, For what length of time ?—For the whole winter,

4398. Did you make the exploration ?—Yes; you will find it fully object of survey,
et forth in the Bluc Book ; the whole story. This explo-ation followed 9 7e9 If practicas
the North Fork of the Fraser River, with the view of reaching the head head of Smokey
©f the Smoky River, which is on the ocast side of the mountains. It~V
Was reported that a practicable pass existed at the head of Smoky

Iver, through the Rocky Mountains. We found, however, that there
Was no pass at the head of the north branch of the North Fork, and
accordingly returned to ths Forks und proceeded to the south branch
©f the North Fork, at the head of which we crossed the mountains, but
at a vory high altitude, and at a pass that would not be practicable for
3 line. "Then following the eastein base of the mountains, we reached
the Athabaska River, near Jasper Howse. From there we proceeded Athabaska
% Fort Kdmonton where the exploration ended. Mr. Fleming wished River thence to

0 have the country above Bdmonton, above the Saskatchewan, explored,
Yut we were un :bie to do it owing o ill health.,  We ran out of provi- Out of supplies,
tlons also, and wero tiewrly starvel to deuth,

o 4399, Were your supplies insufiiciont ? =No; they wouid not have Inclement
een insutiicient had tne weather been at all fine and opor, bat we met Weather.

With foarful storms, and there wes an immense depthi of snow, so that
19
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we were detained a long time on the journey—a much longer time
than we anticipated.

4400. What was the total length of the line of exploration ?—The
total length, as set down in the Blue Book for 1877, is 900 miles. That
was the amount surveyed by compass and barometer.

4401. What was thestarting point of thatexploration 2—Fort George,
on the Fraser River.

4402. And the eastern end of it?—At Fort Edmonton, on the
Saskatchewan River,

4403. Was your examinacion of the country from the eastern base of
the Rocky Mouutains to Kdmonton an exploration or & survey ?—It
was only an exploration.

4404, Had it been explored before at all ?—Yes; from the eastern
base to Edmonton had been previously surveyed.

4405. Did you follow over the same line that had been previously
explored ?7—No; 1 took another line further north, with a view to
improving it.

4106. Has any portion of the line explored by you during that
winter been adopted now as the probable route of the railway ?>—Yes;
a portion of that line between the eastern base and Edmonton, as to
the changes we suggested there, north of the line run by Mr. Moberly.

4407. Did you succeed in bringing the train with you to Edmonton ?
—No; those of the dogs that were still alive I left at Jasper House.

4408. About where did your supplies begin to yive out ?—Shortly
before reaching Jasper House—about fifty miles from there.

4409. On reaching Jasper House were you not able to get supplies 7
—Noj; our reason for striking Jasper House was we expected to get
supplies from the Hudson Bay Co. there, but we found the post was
shut up.

4410. Then did yon get any relief before you reached Edmonton ?
We got a little from the Indians, We got u small supply from them.

4411, The insufficiency of the supplies, as I understand you, arose
not from defective arrangements at the beginning, but from unusual
storms and unfavourable weather ?—Yes; from unfavourable weather,
and the roughness of the country generally, which delayed our progress.

4412. About what time did you reach Edmonton ?—About the end
of March.

4413. Did you break up the party there >—There were three Indians
with me when I arrived there. Two of them I sent back to British:
Columbia, and I procecded with my two assistants and another Indian
to Winnipeg.

4414. About what time did you veach Winnipeg?—I arrived here
about the 23rd of May, 1875.

4415. Were you employed arter that on the Pacific Railway ?—No; .
I proceeded then to Ottawa, leaving my assistant here,and made my
report to the head office at Otlawa, but owing to the lateness of the
soason all the parties had been appointed for that season’s work but
one, and that one was at Téte Jaune Cache. Mr. Fleming acked me %O
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go there, but I declined as I did not wish to go to the mountains again. Cqptracts  Nos,.

In the following June, I left the Government service.

4416. Besides having made this survey of the. country south of Had travelled
section 14 in 1871, have you travelled over the country still further east from Wi

south ?— Yes; travelled over the country due east from Winnipeg. nipeg.

4417. About what time was that ?—I think that was in the spring
of 1272, previous to starting on our season’s work for 1872.

4418. In what way did you travel over it ?2—On foot.

4419. Was that north of the travelled road which you have spoken
of —Yes,

4420. What is that travelled road called ?— It is generally called the
awson road,

4421. You say that your direction was due east from Winnipeg ?—
es; the country that I saw would be about due east for fifteen or
twenty miles.

4432, And then ?—And then south to the Dawson road.

4423. So that your knowledge of the country between the Dawson Extentofhis
road and the line which you ran in 1871 would be only to the extent knowled o or
of about fifteen or twenty miles ? —That is all, in that immediate neigh-
bgurhood ; but further east again I know more of the country south of
the line.

4424, Do you mean north of the Dawson road ?7—Yes; in the neigh-
bourhood of Cross Luke.

4125, Upon what occasions were you enabled to gain information
about that country ?—On various occasions on my surveys—travelling
Over the country with supplies for surveys.

4426. Have you travelled over it more than once 7—Yes; I bave been
Over that country south of tho located line three different times.

442%7. Have you, upon those occasions, considered the question To the south
Whether there was a more feasible line than the one that has been Jeiief iine than:
adopted ?—Yes; I have always considered it would be a better line

South,

4428, Do you mean, looking at it from an engiteering point of view ?
~Yes; I never was appointed officially to look at it, but my impres-
Slon was such after travelling over it, that I reported that, in my judg-
Ment, g better line could be got further south.

4429, Do you remember whether that was a written report or a
Verbal communication ?— I imagine that it was embraced in my written
Teport to the engineer. 1 know that I mentioned it frequeutly in my
Conversation with Mr. Rowan.

4430. You think you also alluded to it in your official report?—I
think go.

4431, From what point on the present line would you diverge to the Would diverge
8outh ?7— A very little west of Rat Portage it would leave the present gy a poictmes oo

line_ Rat Portage.

4432, Have you ever considered the cost of a line over that section ? On the subject of
;;Not. independently. I have gone over the matter with Mr. Carre, sqaq with Carre.
¢ late Division Engineer on that section. We have discussed the

193
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question frequently. His impression, I believe, coincided with mine as
to the location.

4433. What is your impression as to the comparative cost of the
present line and the line you consider more feasibie ?—1I consider that
there would be a large saving by taking the line to the south. The
line would run a shorter distance through the rough country. The
rend of the rough country is north west and south-east, consequently
the further south your line is the sooner you get out of the rough
country.

4434. Did you name the point at which you thought a deviation
might have been made with advantage?—Yes; starting from a little
west of Rat Portage.

4435. In round numbers what saving could have been effected if that
line had been adopted instead of the one located ?—We used to speak
of it in round numbers at half a million of dollars at the time the con-
tract was let.

4436. Do you still retain that opinion ?—I do. I know nothing of
contract 15 from actual exploration, but since work has been com-
menced, and from what I have heard of it, and seen of the profiles, I
believe a large saving could have been effected.

4437. But without depending on rumours or any kind of hearsay data,
what would your opinion be about the comparative cost of those two
lines ?—My opinion is, as I have stated just now. Of course I had to
depend on hearsay for the amount of the contract that was let to Mr.
Whitehead.

4438. Assuming the contract cost to be $2,500,000 ?—Assuming it to
be two and a half millions, I think half a million could have been saved
by adopting this line.

4439. Had you formed any opinion on that subject before the con-
tract was let, as to the probable cost ?—I had formed my opinion as to
the relative advantage of the two lines in 1872 and made my report on
it, but not as to the cost, as I did not go in for cost. But with regard
to the practicability of the two lines, I was altogether in favour of the
south line.

4440. Is not any line practicable if money is no object ?—Almost. It
was simply that the question of cost did not arise in those days.

4411, When you say “practicable,” do you mean a less expensive
road {o build ?—Yes; less expensive to attain the same object.

4442. More practicable in a pecuniary sense as well as in an engin-
eering sense >—Yes. I always had in view that the line would run
south of the point I have indicated. It would run south-west from
Keewatin, until it got to the latitude of Shoal Lake, and from there
duo west, as near as might be, as passing over a good country, From
Keewatin to Shoal Lake, and from there direct to Winnipeg, as being
the most direct and most easiest road to construct.

4443. Are you of the opinion that you would be more likely to get
direct local traffic ?—Yes; [ am of the opinion that it would cause the
road to pass through a good country for thirty miles, capable of being
settled, whereas on the present constructed line the country is not fit
for settlement.
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4444. From the map, does it not appear that the length of the south- Cq3'ragts. Nos-
ern line would be greater than that of the located line ?—To what
point ?

4445. To Red River?—No; it would be shorter. If I remember {;%rgg’hag?tlil‘;;
right I scaled it on the map, and found it to be shorter. :

4446. 1 have an idea that in your former evidence before the Parlia-
mentary Committee, you considered it would be three or four
miles longer to Winnipeg ?—My impression is that it would be shorter.

4447. But to Red River as an absolute terminus, what do you think ?
—I still think it would be a shorter distance, but it would shorten the
through line as a whole, and I think that a portion of the saving in
distance would be effected east of Red River, the common point being

Keewatin.
Surveys.

4448. Returning again to the cost of exploring through the British Average compar-
Columbia country, and the country east of Red River : have you yoys o o %"
formed any opinion of the comparative cost of the length of the ser-
vice? For instance, would any given length in British Columbia cost Excepting prairie
less to be explored than the same length in Keewatin district—purely samesiover ine
?h};r:g::;]t::z survey ?—No; the average would be the same all over ¢ontinent fur

4449, The average per mile would be the same ?—Yes; with the ex-
Ception of the prairie section, the average cost—whether you use
canoes, mules, or dog-trains—would be the same for flying explorations,

4450. How would it be for instrumental surveys ?—Always except- Instrumental
Ing the prairie sections, I think the instrumental surveys in British MoTe pxpensive”

Columbia would be most expensire. Cotomiias

4451. For what reason ?—As a matter of fact I know that in the case
of my own parties they were more expensive. I judge from that as
much as anything. I know that wages are very much higher in Britih
Columbia, for one thing. Wages for axe men are 50 per cent. higher
there than in this part of Canada. We had to give $45 there, and only

gave $30 here. Eagle Lake to

Mturgeon Lake.

4452, Do you remember what was the general character of the line Character of line
which you surveyed in 1872 from Eagle Lake to Sturgeon Lake ?—It {{%5 agle lake
Was a favourable line for a railway. It wasaltogether through Lauren-
tian formation, simply a rolling, rocky country interspersed with small
lakes, but presenting no insuperable difficulties for railway construction,

By Mr. Keefer :—

4453. Much the same as contracts 41, 42 and 25?—I do not know
those contracts by their names. It is very much lighter than the piece
'mmediately east of Rat Portage.

4454. It was pretty near the summit, was it not—the heisht of land ? Explored on
~No ; the height of land was this side of Eagle Lake. In that explor. poriside of the
ation we were altogether on the rerth side of the height of land. We
did not cross it, and must have been some distance north of it.

By the Chairman .—

. 4455, Is there any other matter which you think would give any
Information on this subject ?—No; 1 do not know of anything else. I
ave described to you all the country that I know from my own
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»

experience and observation, with the exception of the western country
between here and Edmontou, over the prairie region.

4455, What would you say about that?—The only point I would
make about that is with regard to the location of the line: that the lino
could be, in my estimation, brought over a very much better location
in another direction than the present one, between the end of the work
at present going on and what is known as tho second hundred—in
fact between the crossing of the Assineboine and Edmonton, The line
keeps south of the North Saskatchewan. It crosses the south side of
the North Saskatchewan and keeps the south sido all the way. By
keeping north of the North Saskatchewan, and crossing it below the
Forks, it would be a better line,

4457. About how fur below the Forks ?—Very near the Forks. It
would pass through the Moose Hills.
By Mr Keefer : —
41458. 1t is through the forest ?—It is a woody country—a very fine
country. I understand that the proposed location from Battleford to

Edmonton is through barren waste. It is so reported to me by tho
Indians and others in this section of the country.

By the Chairman :—
4459, You have not been over both lines 2—No.

4460. Then your actual knowledge is confined to the north line?—:
Yes.

4461. Your otker information, you say, is derived from the Indians ?
—Yes.

4462. And you believe the north line to be over a very favourablo
section of the country ?—Yes. I have scen a good deal of it, and I
understand it to be a very favourable section of the conntry. Itcertainly
saves the bridging of one branch of the Saskatchewan.

By Mr. Keefer : —

4463. You would not go to Edmonton at all?—No; I would pass
immediately north of Edmonton. 'The best settlements are north of
Edmonton, and 1 should judgoe from that that the best land is there.

By the Chairman :——

4464. Have you reported your views about that north line to the
authorities at Ottawa ?—1I think I have to Mr. Marcus Smith.

4465. In writing 2—No; not in writing, bat in conversations on
various routes.

41668. Have you given the question of inundations caused by the
rising of Red River any consideration ?~Yes; I have.

4467. Have you made any report on that subject to the Government,
or have you assisted in any way in making a report ?—I have only
made re{mrts of my own from actual surveys, and cross-sections of the

n

river. the spring of 1872, after we came in, I was instructed to
report on the most favourable crossing of Red River.

4468, From whom did you get your instructions ?—From Mr. Flem-
ing.
4469. At what time of the year was that ?—In April, 1872, I think,
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4470. Did you make any examination ? —I did; I made a survey from *agqmirer ™=
@bove the Forks of the Assineboine down to Lake Winnipeg, and I
gathered all the data that was then available, with regard to the inun-
dations that had previously taken place.

4471. Do you remember from what source you gathered the inform-.sources of infor-
ation ?—From the inhabitants; chiefly those who had witnessed the Mation tegarding
facts. My principal information was received from Archbishop Taché,

rom his personal experience, and also from Mr. McDermott, and from
old settlers here.

44'72. Did you take evidence?—Yes; I took evidence at several
Points,

4473. What was your judgment upon the subject ?—1I found that the Result of investi-
area covered by the flood water had been diminished every time a flood it Ares,
had taken place. It had been so diminished that I judged no flood of smaller each
the country outside of the river banks would ever occur. The channel {facinel of river
18 much wider, and less rainfall goes into the river as the country gets muchwider. less
opened up and settled. There are several causes why the volume of the river as coun-
Water reaching the river could not be so large now as in former years. &y 8eis opened
Settlement has a great deal to do with it. Ploughed land absorbs a
great deal of the water which in previous years used to run from the
surface of the prairie. The rainfall also seems to be lessening as the
Country settles up, and the action of the water in the breaking up of
the ice in the spring is felt with considerable less violence than it used
to be. That is to say, the spring is more gradual, and owing to the
fact that the ice is more rotten, as it were, before the breaking up of
the winter, there is less danger of the ice jam occuring which caused
the last flood.

4474. Do you remember where the ice jam took place which caused Last ice Jam took
the last flood ?—It is said to have taken place at Point Douglas, about Baceat Potn
two miles below the town.

4475. Has not the country been inundated further back than that 7—

nly the overflow. I understand that the water was then backed up
at the present site of Winnipeg, and flooded the prairie, but not to any
great distance. I believe that the people of St. Andrews did not remove
from their houses at all. ‘

.4476. Did you endeavour to ascertain whether the portions of the Theriver widened
Tiver that are confined by the firmest banks have widened of late years, 'hroushout.
or whether the widening has only been at other portions of the river?
—I know that the whole river has been widened, both in the wide and
Barrow portions. :

4477. Are the narrow portions confined by rock sides more than the Narrow portions

. K . confined b k.

‘Others ?—Yes ; and consequently the widening is not so great. ;.he,.efeo,.e Y
ng not so great,
4478, It proceeds there much more slowly ?—Yes. StiL it goes tor-

ward.

4479, Still you think the widening goes forward ?—Yes, I think so;
all along theriver.
By Mr. Keefer :—

4480. Do you think it would be a difficult thing to remove the rock Not diffcult to
Which makes the jam down below ?—1I think not. remove rock.

4481. Is it the rock in the river, or the rock at the sides of the river,
Which prevents the channel widening at those points ?—At one place
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it is from the rock in the river—at St. Andrews. There are boulders
in the river and gravel formation on the banks. At the other point—
at the Stone Fort, where the rock is in situ on the banks—the channel
is deepening.

By the Chairman :—

4482. At that point is there norock in the river ?—No ; no loose rock,.
or anything of that sort.

By Mr. Keefer :—

4183. Do you think the rock formation extends all the way across
the river at Stone Fort ?—1I think s0. I know from actual observation:
that opposite the town of Winnipeg the river has widened over fifty
feet in the last nine years, from surveys made here.

4484. Do you know if the material of that rock is limestone or
granite 7—It is limestone altogether.

4485, Stratified limestone ?—Yes.

By the Chairman :—

4486, Have you noticed any widening in the rock localities since
you were here tirst ?—Yes; I have ohserved a little washing away in
the banks, but not very much. I am under the impression that the
river now covers a greater area at the Rapids than it did when I made
my surveys in 1871 and 1872,

4487. Do you think that the bed is lower ?—1I think that the channel
at both those points is washed out, because navigation is much easier
now than it was then. Steamers were not at that time able to pass at
those points at some seasons, but now they are able to pass all sum-
mer. I think that the water has reached its usual level and that the
channel is washed out. There must be a large amount of deposit car-
ried down by the river, because the bar at the mouth is very rapidly
increasing in size, and that all comes from the upper reaches of the
river,

By Mr. Keefer :—

4488. Does the water of this river ever run clear ?—I do not think
50.

4489. Not in winter time ?—To a certain extent the water is clearer
in winter than in summer.

4490. Then it must always be carrying down a certain portion ?—In
the winter none of the bank is carried away, and the action of the water
then scours the channel. Under no ordinary circumstances would 2
flood raise the water over the level of the city here.

By the Chairman :—

5491. Have you ever traversed the country north of Lake Manitoba ?
—No; I have not.

4492. Have you formed any engineering opinion as to the expediency
of running the line through Selkirk, and north of Manitoba, as com-
pared with the line through Winnipeg south of Lake Manitoba ?—E
certainly consider the southern line a much more preferable line both
for construction and settlement for agricvltural purposes.
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4493. Then as to working expenses ?—The working expenses would “Jae, m°Hh_ o
depend on the length of the lines. The working expenses per mile toba.

would be the same on either line.

. 4494. That element would depend altogether on the mileage ?—Yes;
1t would depend altogether on tge mileage. I consider there would be
no difference in working the line in the north than in the south. The
Mmaintenance of the permanent way might be more expensive in the
borth, because of the undesirable bottom to be met with.

4495. Do you think that the preference for the southern line ought

to be a very decided one, or is it a question upon which people ought to

e divided ?—No; I should see no reason at all myself why a preference
should be shown to the northern line.

4496, Are you speaking now from an engineering point of view, or Southern line
from the fact of having an interest in this locality ?—I am speaking ggg‘g;g’;ggg‘-
from an engineering point of view as well as from having an interest in economic
the country. I think it can be clearly shown, because after the line 57°"""*
had been located there was no settlement along the route to the north,
8imply because no settlement could take place in a country that was
Nearly all swamp; whereas the western portion of the province, and the
Country adjacent thereto, between here and the point south of Lake
Manitoba is becoming better settled all the time, and filling up rapidly.

Then I think that the southern line would be cheaper to construct.

With regard to one point, the crossing of Red River, an enormous outlay crossing at
Would be required to make a satisfactory crossing at Selkirk—very frvalve o™
much more than a bridge could be built for at one or two other points outlay.

on the river that could be named.

. 4497. In round numbers, what difference do you think could be made Costofa prigge
in such a crossing ?-—I should think that there would be about double §is,000; at> "
the cost. I think a bridge could be built at a point near the rapids on Selkirk, $300,000.
the Red River for $150,000, and at Selkirk it will cost $300,000.

4498, Is this a matter to which you have given much consideration ?
~With regard to the cost of bridging Red River, I am now in charge
of the construction of a railroad bridge which is being built here across
Red River by the city of Winnipeg.

4499. Have you, as an engineer, given much consideration to the
Zeneral direction of the line, whether it should be north or south of
Lake Manitoba, or is that a matter upon which you are expressing
your opinion now without much counsideration ?—You mean with
Tegard to the direct through line ?

4500. Yes ?—It probably would be more direct going by the Narrows
of Lake Manitoba.

4501. I am speaking about the expediency, from an engineer’s point Sonth 1ine more
of view, of building the north or south line as a whole?—I should giResienton en:
tertainly say the south line by all means. -

4502. Is that your opinion without giving it much consideration ?—
0; I have gone very closely into the question of the relative merits
Of the two lines, and T am satisfied that the one adopted west of here—
that is, passing south of Lake Manitoba—is the better line of the two.
t will be the better line to comstruct from an engineering point of
View, the easiest and cheapest to maintain, and it will produce the
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most local traffic. There will be little or no local traffic on the northern
line at all.

4503. From what you have said about your employment on the
Pacific Railway, I suppose this is a matter which you have been called
upon at one time to report on officially to the authoritios at Ottawa ?—
With regard to the line west ?

4504. Altogether ? This too ?—No.

4505. You have never made any official report on these lines ?2—Noj;
but [ have given evidence before the Committee of the Senate. 1 have
never made any report upon it.

4506. Did you make any written report of the survey of the river to
which you have alluded ?—Yas; I have made reports of that.

4507. Was that report made to Mr. Rowan?—No; I think it was
made direct to the Chief Engineer.

By Mr. Keefer :—

4308, Wags it printed in the report of 1872?—No; Mr. Fieming only
reters to the Stone Fort, in a foot note, as the crossing of Red River.

By the Chairman :—

4509. What point did you recommend as being the most feasible 7—
The point I recommended was immediately below the rapids at St.
Andrews.

4510. Do I understand that you are of the opinion that Mr. Fleming
had adopted your suggestion about the Stone Fort crossing up to the
time he made the report in 1874 ?—My suggestion was not the Stone
Fort, but at a point above that, the St Andrews Rapids.

4311, How far above the Stone Fort ?—Probably six miles.

4512, That is south of the Stone Fort?—Yes; I purposely made
enquiries when I came here first about the navigation of the river, and
it was owing to the rapids being impassable part of the year that I
located it north of the rapids, eo that vessels could come from Lake
Winnipeg to the crossing without meeting any obstacles to navigation.
1 am of opinion that that is the best point in Manitoba to cross the
Red River, from an engineering point of view.

4513. How far is that from Winnipeg ?—It is about fourtcen miles.
At the same time we found a very satisfactory crossing here, at Point
Douglas, where wo are building the bridge at present ; but that is open
to the objection of being above the rapids. You must remove the
rapids, or obstructions, before you can have the advantage of tho
navigation of the river to Lake Winnipeg. Tbe crossing at the rapids
has the recommendation of being accessible to the navigation of the
lake, and of being the best crossing from an engineering point of view.
The banks are high on both sides, the crossing narrow, and the form-
ation is limestone and gravel. But, as I stated previously, the rapids
are not now considered such an obstacle as they used to be. They were
considered an obstacle when we first made the location here, but now
it has been proved by the experience of several years that the steamers
run over the rapids until very late in the season.

4614. Have you formed any opinion of the reason why Sclkirk was
adopted as the crossing place for the railway ?—1I beliove that was the
reason alleged—that it was accessible to the lake.
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4515. Have you formed any opinion of other reasrons which are not Crossmg.
alleged ?—None but my own private opinions. In fact the reason I Reason why

L . h s Selkirk
ave given is the one that was given by Mr. Fleming when I asked chosen 84 the
bim why he located the line further north. crossing place.

4516. But if there are any other reasons, such as motives of indivi-

uals, it is our duty to ascertain them, and I am asking you whether
Jou have reason to consider that there were other motives besides
engineering motives 7—No; it is hard to say what reason could be
alleged in favour of that crossing, other than a nominal one. It cer-
tainly was on a more direct line, when it was intended to take the road
Borth of Lake Manitoba. The further north you get on Red River the
Mmore direct your line would be. That might have had some influence on
the decision.

WiNNipEe, Friday, 17th September, 1880.

Jony J. McDonaLD, sworn and examined : MCDONALD-
By the Chairman :— El iy gy

4517. Have you been interested in any transaction in connection Interested in con-
With the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—I am interested in contract 42, tract 4

4518. Was that the first in which you were interested ¥—Yes.

4519. When did you first become interested in that transaction ?—
he work was let a year ago last March. I was one of the parties who
tendered for the work then with Mr. Manning, Mr. Shields and others.

4520. Were you connected with Manning & Shields in tendering Tendered with
for the contract ?—Yes. Manning and

4521, Was your tender accepted ?—No.

4522. Then how did you become interested in the contract?—We Went in with
tendered for the work, and we afterwards went in with Grant, Fraser pitbiado.

Pitblado, whose tender was accepted.

4523. Did you make any arrangement with them before you knew
Whether their tender was accepted or not ?—Yes; we arranged with
hem that in the event of the contract coming to them we would o in
With them. There was a regular agreement drawn up between us.
eﬂb‘ields, Manning and myself signed an agreement with them to that
ect,

4521. Have you any copy of that agreement ?—No.
T.ctter from

4525. Do you remember a letler having been written by Fraser, Fraser & Co. to
Grant & Pitblado to the Minister of Public Works, to the etfect that Department say-
You were to join them ?—Yes ; there was a letter written. his friends were

. to join that firm.
4526. Was that the agreement you referred to?—I think the letter
Wag sent by us all. I know there was a letter sent to the Minister of
ublic Works to the effect that in the event of the work being awarded
t0 them, Shields, Manning and myself would be associated with them.

+, 4527, Was that the only document embodying your agreement with
I"l'a.ser, Grant & Pitblado ?—That was the only one until our articles
of partnership wore made out—that I know of.
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4528. At the time of your making that agreement with them, who
was supposed to be the successful tenderer ?—Morse & Co., of Toronto-

4529, Was that before the tender of Andrews, Jones, & Co. had been
accepted 7—Yes; we were speaking to Grant and Fraser in the event of
it coming to them. Arrangement was made between us, verbally, before
this letter was sent in—some days before.

4530. Had there beon any document embodying that agreement ?—
No.

4531. Then you had arrived at an understanding before this letter
was written 7—Yes; a verbal agreement.

4532. Was it a positive agreement ?—Yes; in the event of the work
coming to them, we could go in with them.

4533. You say, at the time of this verbal agreement, Morse & Co-
were supposed to be the successful tenderers 7—Yes.

4534. Did you then know whether Morse & Co. hal got the offer of
the contract 7—They did not put up the security, I understand. They

were too low in their figures, and could not even furnish the necessary
security.

4535. Then who next were offered the contract?—I think some
American firm, Andrews, Jones & Co.

4536. Was that the only other tender next below that of Fraser
Grant & Pitblado ?—I believe there was another one below Fraser's,

but the check accompanying it was not marked good when it went ip
—s0 [ understood.

4537. But, as I understand, you were led to expect that the tender
of Andrews, Jones & Co. was the one which would be accepted below
the one of Fraser, Grant & Pitblado’s ?—Yes.

4538. Then you had become interested in the transaction before
Andrews, Jones & Co. were reached ?—Yes ; we thought that Andrews,
Jones & Co. would go into it at the time, because they were supposed
to have a large New York firm backing them.

4529. Were you at Ottawa about that time ?—Yes; I was there all
the time. .

4510. Was there any person then there representing Andrews, Jones

& Co.?—I never met any one; there may have been, but I do not
know it.

4541. Do you know if Mr. N. F. Jones had been there 7—There is
Jones from Brockville—a young man who used to be with Mr. Shanly
at one time-—but whether these are his initials (referring to a paper
shown him by the Chairman) I cannot say, or whether he was
interested in the contract. He is an engineer.

4542. Do you say that you are not aware of any person having beeRt
in Ottawa about that time representing that firm ?—I do not know if
myself as a fact; I did not meet even Morse & Co. For a long time I did
not know who was representing the contract,

4543. W(r) there any othcrs of your firm at Ottawa at tt a* time 7—
Mr. Shields was there most of the time with me; und s)me’imes Mr.
Manning.
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4544. Did you take any part in the negotiations with either Morse & Took no part in
. or Andrews, Jones & Co., or with any one for them ?—None what- gifor peon 7l
ever, or Andrews,
Jones & Co.

4545. Do you know who did negotiate with them on behalf of your
firm?—No; 1 do not know that there ever was any negotiation
tween them and a member of our firm, or any one on their beha'f.

4346, Were there any negotiations in the shape of conversations Aware of no nego-
With any one connected with your firm and any person connected with L2iions between
the Department ?—No; not that 1 am aware of. ‘

members of his
firm and anty er-
‘g N 1 80N connec
4547. You mean that you never heard of any interview between any %, guneciec.
member of your firm and any one in the Department ?—I never did, Sir.

4543. Do you know what time was given Morse & Co. to put up their
Security after their tender had been accepted ?—I forget at present ; but I
tow they had considerable time to do it in.

4549. Had the next firm, Anirews, Jones & Co. the same time given Believes Morse &
them ?—1I do not know what time they had, they had some time to put fie; bried fo put up
money up, and [ believe that Morse was trying to put up the money Androws, Jones &
for Andrews, Jones & Co., and tried to negotiate to get into their ten- arix’mgement.i?ne

der and drop his own, but the Government could not entertain such a Government
thing as that. That was what was reported at the time. tain,

4550. Did you understand that the Government would not entertain
Such an arrangement as that ?—I heard so.

4551. How did you hear that?—I am not prepared to say. We Refuses Lo say
generally got all the news round the Russell Hotel, as it is there we ,,ﬁ‘;’,,,;’a‘i?;.,‘_ s
&enerally get all the information we receive.

4552. I understand you to say that there was sume negotiation with
the Government on behalf of Morse & Co ?—1 was told that they went
to the Department, and of course it would not be entertained ac. all.
It would not be allowed.

4553. You say you do not know what time was allowed to Andrews, Time given to
Jones & Co. to put up their security ?—Not at present. I did know. IP**“P ¥
think it was five or eight days, or somethin like that—I forget exactly ;
but I know there was a certain time given to them to do it in and they
failed. We got three days to put up.

4554, How did you get notice that you had three days ?—Our firm
Was notified that our tender was accepted and we had got three days
to put up.

4555. When you say your firm you mean Fraser, Grant & Co. ?—Yes ;
We were associated with them.

4556. Did you put up your security in time ?—Yes. ?S%?Sly putup
. 4557. Did you put up your security in equal shares ?—No. Fraser,
Grant & Pitblado put up one-half, and Manning, Shields and myself put
Up the other.

4558. Have you been in the same business before ?—Yos.

4559. With the Government? —Yes. Eﬁ‘y‘\'ifﬁ’.‘. ems
4560. Where ?—On the Intercolonial Railway. Libartonial

4561. What was the amount involvel in your contract ?—Samcewiiere Fxtent of ron-

Rear $600,000 or more —$900,000. I had two contracts, e ani Jorm
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4562, Were you required to put up any deposit ?—No.

4563. Nothing to secure the fulfilment of your contract?—We had
to give two bondsmen as security.

4564. And no money security ?—No.

4565. Was the security by way of bond given after you executed the
contract ?—No. When we entered into the contract we had to give
bonds; the men acting as bondsmen signed the contract with us.

4566, Was there any time allowed after you got the contract in
which to furnish bondsmen ?—No; we gave the names in at the time
we signed the tender. The tender had to be signed by two responsible
parties willing to become security.

4B867. Have you had any experience in contracts where the security
for the fulfilment of a contract was in the shape of a money deposit ?—
No; not until this present contract.

4568, So you are not able to say whether the time given to any of
the parties tendering for this contract was what would usaally be con-
sidered s reasonable time or not?—I believe it was & reasonable time.

4069. I am asking whether you know from your experience that it
was a reasonable time ?—No ; I do not.

4570. Do you say you think it was a reasonable time that was given
to Andrews, Jones & Co. ?—Yes.

4571, Do you know how much time was given them?—I do not
know exactly,

4572. Then how do you form an opinion that it was a reasonable
time ?—We did form an opinion at the time that they had all the time
they ought to have. Of course I might think so, being the next lowest
tenderer and expecting the contract would come to us.

4573, Are you sure that you knew the time then that was given to
them ?—I would not be positive. I believe we knew the time, but I
would not be positive of it.

4574. But you do not remember row what time you thought had
been given ?—No ; 1 do not remember.

4575. Have you still—I mean your firm—an interest in the contract
to the extent of one-hulf, or more ?—We have bought out Fraser, Grant
& Pitblado. I bought them out and took in new men with us. I bought
them on behalf of the firm.

4576. You have taken in other partners instead of Fraser, Grant &
Pitblado ?—Yes.

4577. Who are they ?—Alexander McDonnell, James Isbester and
Peter McLaren.

4578. So that the whole firm still comprises the same number of
individuals ?— Yes.

4579, What was the price of their half interest 2—$52,500.

4580, Was that beside any profits that had been made up to that
time ? ~No; that was to cover everything except their expenses up t0
that time.
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4581. Does that amount cover their expenses ?—No; I think the
bond says that their expenses up to that time were to be allowed. I
have not seen the bond for a year.

4582. Then your impression is that you agreed to give them a bonus
of $52,500 over and above their expenses for their half interest in the
Contract ?—Yes.

4583. That would be calcalating the whole valuo of the contract at
$105,000 7—Yes.

4584. Are you aware of any other bonus or gift to any one to enable Interest of D. G- -
you to get this interest in the contract ?—There is an interest that Mr, “!°%"
Maoning and Mr. Shields have agreed to give a certain party who
signed in the contract in Toronto. I have nothing to do with it.

4585. Do you mean it is a share of their interest ?—It is not settled
Yet between the firm what shape it is to be in, but we have nothing to
do with it now.

4586. You must make that more plain to me; I do not understand Clos> was to have
you. Do you mean that Manning and Shiclds agreed to give some per- §,°°rtain share in
8on a share in this contract ?—They agreed, if it came to them, to give
a certain share in the contract. 1 believe Mr. Manning and Mr. Shields

expect the whole company to stand to it; but it is not settled yet.

4587. Has there been any dissent by the other members of the com-
Pany from this action on the part of Mr. Manning and Mr. Shields ?—

here was partly, during Fraser & Grant's time; but it has never come
to be under the new arrangement.

4583, What was that share given for 7—You will have to ask some
Person else ; I was not there.

4589. But your partners have explained to you what it was given Close one of the
or 7——I understood it was one of the bondsmen for Morse & Co. He §ondsmen for
Was gatisfied that they were too low, and he said if he would withdraw
his bond from them it would be brought to us, that they would give
him this interest ; that is all I know about it.

,4590. You mean that is the account your partners gave you of it ?—
es; I believe that to be a correct account, so far as I know.

4591. Have you bad any conversation with the individual himeelf on Bad met Close In
the subject ?—I had not, up to the time the contract was let; but I wantes to keow
think I 'met him once in Toronto since. He wanted to know in what L mnat shape the
8hape the contract was to be in, and I told him I knew nothing about it. be. was

4592, Did he give you an account of his views of the transaction—1
Mean, what he contended was coming to him ?—No, I don’t think he

%d ; no more than he told me what he expected to get. )

4593, What did he say be cxpected to get?—The interest they
3greed to give him,

4594. What interest was that ?—A twenty-fourth part of the profit8 Extent of Close's
°f the contract, whatever it would be. interest.

4595. Who was the individual ?—Mr. Close.

4596. Does he live in Toronto ?—Yes; he is a merchant there,

4597. Was it Mr. Manning or Mr. Shields, or both, who arranged

:lh;is matter with Mr. Close, according to their account of it ?—Both of
€m,
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Morse & Co. failed
to put up the
security.

Andrews, Jones &
Co. did not do
their best to put
ap security.

Andrews, Jones
& Co. backed by
rmith, who was
reputed very
wealthy.

Sources of infor-
mation.

By questioning
one person and
another might
find out sonie-~
thing,

More information
got at Russell
House than any-
where else,

4593. You say Morse & Co. failed to get the contract, because they
could not put up the security ?—They failed to put up the security. L
think, when this arrangement was made, it was when Morse was trying
toget in with Andrews, Jones & Co. I told him that he should not do
it, bocause no Government would allow a low tender to go in with
parties in a higher tender, ‘I hat was my view of it.

4599. Do you say you never made any negotiations with any one, on
behalf of Andrews, Jones, & Co. 7—No.

4600. Do you think they did their best to put up their secarity 2—I
do not think they did. :

4601. Why not ?—Because of what [ heard at Ottawa at that time,
Andrews left for Now York and did not bother himself, and the security
that was put up was put up by Morse, who expected that, if they got
the contract, he would be allowed to go in with them. I believe the
New York firm was perfectly able to put up the security if they
wanted to.

4402. Who did you hear wasable to put up the security 7—Andrews,
Jones & Co. They w¢re backed by a man named Smith, who was
reputed to be a very wealthy man.

4603. There was no question about the solvency of the firm ?—No,
Lut they considered the prices too low; and it was not expedient to
fulfill the contract.

4604, Do you remember who you understood that from ?—No. I
talked over the matter with so many that I do not know who it was.

I was there to get all the information I could from any person I could
moet.

40.05. Would you judge it to be reliable information ?—It wou'd
depend upon tho party L got it from.,

4606. 1 suppose information from some one connected with the
Department would be more reliable than from an outsider ?— Some
times it might, and sometimes it might not. I might meet some person
outside who I would not hesitate to ask.

4607. Which of them ?—I would ask Mr, Chapleau, if I met him, or
Mr. Townsend, who is now on the Welland Canal, or Mr. Douglas.
Sometimes I might find out something, but nothing I could go and
base any figures on.

4603. You say sometimes you might find out something ?—Yes; 1
have been twelve or fourteen years tendering, backwards and forwards.

4609. And sometimes you succeeded ?—I do not know ; I never got
but two contracts.

4610. I am speaking of getling information ? —1I think we got more
information around the Russell Hotel than anywhere else. There wer¢
some parties better posted there than others.

4611. Who were the parties best posted ?—There was A. P. Mac-
donald, 1 could get a good deal of information from him; and theré
was Mr, Goodwin ; we could get a good deal from them. Then there
was John Heney, who might tell some things—wo could find out from
him. '

4612. Did you ascertain that the information you had from those
whom you have named was, as a rale, reliable 2—No; not particularly-
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4613. Do you mean you got information from those men which was several lists ot
ot reliable?—No ; but there were several lists, supposed to be lists, of fgoders were
tenders which had been put in.

4614. Who had these lists ?—A. P. Macdonald had one. I got one—a
list of five names—from a man named LaBerge, of Montreal; he wasa
<ontractor tendering there,

4615, Were these lists supposed to be correct lists of tenders that
had been filed in the Department ?—They were supposed to be, but I
:imow that some.of them were not, because I compared them and they

iffered.

4616, Did any of them turn out to be correct in the rank in which Cannotsey
‘tenders were placed ?—I cannot say. thoas 115ts e

those ltl'sts were
4617. Why can you not say ?—Because I have not compared them gorre

with the correct list. I have never taken the trouble to compare them

after the work was let. After the contract was let, the regular list of

lenderers was published. -

. 4618. Were these written lists or printed lists 7—They were written
in pencil generally.

. . In possession of
_\4'\?(:9. Have you any of these lists that were circulated at that time ? ?fﬁ’%i?%é flsts

P . award,
+620. Have you had any communications with any one connected ;g anencin

With any of the Departments on this subject, either before or since the Clerks, P8
letting of the contract? —Not particularly that I know of; no more

than if 1 met any of them, as 1 am very intimate with them, I would

dpeak to them casually, but nothing particularly.

4621. Do you state now, as a matter ot evidence, that the only
‘Promi-e, or gift or bonus, from any one of your firm to any person, on
acount of getting this contract, was to this gentleman in Toronto ?—

hat was all from any person connected with the work, 'This man
Close was supposed to be one of the sureties, and when they got him
to withdraw -

4622, Have you knowledge of anything being given to any person Witnesspromised

f10t connected with the work ?—Yes; I have promised to give some- fhouqhegeteon
ing to a party myself. to Chapleau.

4623. 1n what shape ?—If I succeeded in doing the work I would do
Something for him.

4624. Have you succeeded in doing the work ?—If I succeeded in
gelting the contract.

4625. In what shape were you to do something ?—I wis to give him
Something.

4426, What was the something ?—A certain amount of money, if I
Succeeded.

4627. Where does he live ?—He lives in Ottawa.
4628. What is his name ?—Chapleau.

D4629. Which Department is he in?-—He is in the Public Works

: etpall;tment. It was for nothing in the Department that T was to give
0 him,

4630. What were you to give him ?—$4,000.
20
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Influencing 4631, Then, according to your promise you would now pay him $4,000
Ulerks, &¢. {5 having got the contract ?—He was a personal friend of Mr. Smith’s
Constderatlon for jn New York. He told me that Mr. Smith could not come to put up
was to be given. the money, and I said: * Well, if he does not come to time and put up
the security, I will give you $4,000.” Whether he saw Smith or not,
I do not know, but I know they were personal friends. He used to
stop with him in New York, when he was there. I do not know whether
he had any influence over Smith or not; I was led to expect so, as I
was told that they were personal friends.
Chapleaw's poel-  4632. Was there more than one Chapleau in that Department ?—No ;
Department, > not in that Department. He is the Secretary of Public Works at present,
80 it is very easy to know who he is. At that time, he was correspon-
dence clerk, I think, in the Railway Department, or copying clerk, or
something, I do not know exactly his position, but he was in one of
those Departments, writing all the time.

4633. 'That was before the change of Departments ?—Yes.

4644. So that, at that time, he was connected with the Department
which had charge of those contracts 7—Yes. . He was in the Depart-
ment, but not in the office where tenders were opened. He had no
connection with the Department where the tenders were opened. The
tenders never came before him.

The $4,000 promis-  4635. You mean that your promise had no effect upon the ranking of
ol vith the hoPe the tenders ?—No; what 1did it for was : if Smith did not appear there
duce Chaplean to (because I knew he was a moneyed man, or I understood so)—if he did
pot to put up the NOt put in his appearance there the others would not put the money
money for up, and 1 knew Chapleau to be a person | friend, and I acked him if he

Andrews, Jones h
&Co. could do something tor me.

4636. Did he inform jou that he had any reason for supposing that
$4,000 would silence Smith ?—No; he did not lead me to believe that.

4637. It was by way ofa proposition ?—1I do not for a moment suppose
that Smith was getting any of this money.

4638, You supposed it was for Chapleau’s own benefit ?—Yes; if he
would influence Smith not to come forward.

4639. From his own personal friendship ?—Yes; that is it exactly.

Has given him 4640, Have you paid any part of this money to him ?—I gave him
N $500.

4641. No more ?—No.

4642, When was that given ?—It was given perhaps within the last
six months. I cannot say exactly the date. I could find out by hunting
up my cheque book.

4643. This spring or summer ?—Yes.

Dogs not pao of 4641, Have you reason to believe that any other promise or gift was

lo any one save giveo on behalf of any one of your firm to any one else 7—No; I do
Cloge, v an not know of a cent to any soul outside of these two.

4645. Have you reason to believe that any one of your firm will here-
after give anything more than this one twenty-fourth to Mr. Close and
$4,000 to Mr. Chapleau ?—No. I have not the slightest idea.

Firm has not 4646. Have you reason to believe that any of your firm has contri:

anything tonews- buted to the support of any newspaper or any other indirect means 0
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influence in your favour ?—No; and I think if they did I would know papers to secure
it. I am not aware of anything.

4647. Does anything else occur to you which ought to be stated that
Wwould give us knowledge of matters referred to this Commiseion for
nvestigation >—No.

4648. Have you anything which you yourse!f wish to eay about this
matter ?—No; not here.

Jorn SuiELDpS' sworn and examined : SHIELDS.
By the Chairman :—

46449, Have you been interested in any transaction on account of the
Canadian Pacitic Railway ?7—1I have.

4650, Which was the first transaction ?—Contract 42,

4651. That is the same contract spoken of by Mr. McDonald, the
ast witness 2—Yes; the same contract.

4652. Do you remember when you first became interested ?—T1 think Date of contract,
;‘780 made the contract with the GGovernment on the 20th March, b March, 187,
19.

4653. Were you before that time interested in obtaining the con- Arrangements
tract 7—Yes ~When we went to Ottawa, after we had put in our ten- Srant &cor
der, Mr. McDonald, myself and others who are associated with us, met
r. Frager, Mr. Grant and Mr. Pitblado, and before I, at least, knew
anything of the standing of the tenderers, or heard of the
Standing of tenderers, except vague rumours, to which we could
P&y 1o attention, wo made an arrangement that if our tender
a8 the low.st and was accepted they should become our partners, and
if theirs was the lowest we sﬁould become their partners. They felt
that they were incompetent to handle such a heavy undertaking.

th:gf:t. Who thought them incompetent ?—They stated themselves f;”:g‘;,u‘gg*:‘;;f,

hey thought they were not sufficiently strong. ently strong
4655. Which of them stated that ?—Fraser and Grant stated that.

4656, Were they both at Ottawa 2—Yes.

4657. And Pitblado ?—Yes ; Pitblado was at Ottawa, too,

" 4658. Then you met the whole of the Nova Scotia branch of your
tm at Ottawa ?— Yes,

4659, Did they all remain in Ottawa up to the time of letting the

i‘;ﬂtract ?—No; I think not. 1 think that they all went home except
T. Frager,

ne466-0' 'Were negotiations completed before they went home ?-—The A verbal agree-
gotiation between them and us was a verbal agreement which was fgnt With Fraser:
Ddersiood between us before they went home.
1 3661. What was the substance of that verbal agreement ?—Just what
Oualted’ that whichever pf our tenders would be lowest the whole six
oth d share, I do not thirk we even knew what the figures of each
°r's tenders were at that time,

203
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Agreement made
without amount
of tenders being
known.

Does not think
three would be
sufiicient to man-
age 80 large a
contract.

Further reasons
for the partner-
skip.

Thought that if
witness’s firm’s
tender did not
succeed that of
Fraser & Co.
might.

The work was of
such magnitude
as to require a
strong practical
executive, and
large financial
resources.

The work large

enough to have

given a sufficient
rofit to the two
rms,

Thinks McDonald
mistaken as to
the date when

4662. When you became jointly interestel in that question, would it
not be named between you ?—Probably it was afterwards, but I know
it was not named provious to that.

4663. Do yoti mean that this agreement was made without your
knowing the amount of their tender or they knowing the amount of
your tender ?—I do; distinctly.

4664. If your tender was the lowest were you three strong enough
to manage the contract without them ?—I do not know,

4665. What was your opinion ? Was it your opinion that you were
strong enough to manage it without the Nova Scotia firm ?—I do not
think that three would be strong enough to manage it, because when
they went out we took in three other partners.

4666. But they did not know at that time that they were going out,
and that you were going to take in three others ?—No.

4667. 1 will ask you what moved your mind when you wgre tender-
ing? You say it was thought by them that they were not strong enough
to manage the contract without taking in partners ?—Thoy stated it at
the time.

4608, Was that one of your reasons ?—I do not think it was.

4669. Did you mean to mislead me by stating that that was your
reason ? —I stated that as the reason that they gave us. The reason
that I, at least, as a mamber of the firm, thought that the work was a
heavy undertaking, and that it would require a large nuvmber, and if
we did not succeed with our own tender that theirs might succeed.

4670. Do you mean that it would require six persons or more capital
to manage it ?—I believe it required all.

4671. A firm of more than three persons?—I believe it required a
very strong business management, a very requisite practical knowledge
of the work, and it required a very strong financial tirm to do the work.

4672. Did you think you were moving in the direction of obtaining
that when you were negotiating with that firm? —We thought so at
the timo.

4673. Was that one of the reasons which moved you in this arrange-
ment ?—Partially. We thought there was a better chance of getting the
work with their tenders and ours combined than with each singly, and
Xre thought in case the work was obtained there was enough for both

1ms,

4674. You mean enough profit for both ?—Yes; enough profit for
both of them.

4675. Do you mean that if your firm obtained the contract that it
would be to your advantage to unite those other Nova Scotia men with
you ?—We thought so at the time.

4676. That was one of your motives for the arrangement?—Yes;
we thought so at the time.

4677. Were you aware at that time that any person had tendered
lower than either you or Fraser & Grant ?—Not at that time,

4678. Mr. McDonuld’s recollection is that it was supposed that
Morse & Co. were the successful tenderers at the time ?—I have heard
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Mr. McDonald's evidence, and 1 think that he is mistaken. I thiok it
was a day or so after the tenders went in, and I do not think the
standing of the tenderers was ascertained at that time,

4679, Can you say how long it wasafter you made this verbal agree-
ment with Fraser & Grant, that the letter was sent to the Depart-
ment by them, stating that you were to be associated 2—The arrange-
ment was made with Fraser & Grant immediately after the tenders
went in—some time in January, about the end of January, I think;
and the letter went in, I think, about the end of February or the
beginning of March. :

4680. You say that the arrangement with Fraser & Grant was
completed verbally ; do you know of any document embodying it
except the letter sent to the Department, of which you have spoken?—
None that I am aware of.

4681. You say that your recollection of the verbal arrangement is
that it was made about the end of January ?—Immediately on the
tenders being sent into the Department, and before we even kunew of
the figures—the comparative figures—with regard to the tenders.

4682. Then it was after your verbal arravgement with Fraser &
Grant that you were aware of Morse & Co. having been awarded the
contract ?—Yes.

. 4683. So that as soon as you knew that fact you knew you were
Interested in Morse & Co. not getting the contract 7—Yes; I heard that
Morse & Co. were the lowest.

4684. Did you know the persons upon whom Morse & Co. depended
a8 sureties ?—I heard Mr. McDonald state now that Mr. Close was
Morse & Co.’s security.

4685. You say that you heard Mr. McDonald state that now; do you
Lnean that that is the first time you heard it 2—I think I did hear it
efore.

4686. Then why did you point out to me that you heard Mr. Mec-
beOnald say it 7— Because I had forgotten it entirely. I have heard it
fore,

4687. Then why %)int out to me that Mr. McDonall mentioned it ?
—I thought Mr. McDonald was in error until it came to my recollec-
tion that I heard he was Morse’s security.

a
ﬁ‘688. How did you hear that ?—Mr. Close, I think, told me 80 him-
Belf,

4689. Where ?—In Ottawa.

4690. Was Mr. Close down there ?7—He was.

4691. At that time ?—Yes.

4692, Did you see him more than once on that subject ?—He stayed
at the hotel where I did—at the Russell House.

4t93. Did you see him more than once on this subject ?—I never
§aw him on the subject at all.

4694, When was he telling you ?— He may have casually mentioned it.
e did not take that of any account, a man being security. That was
8 mere matter of form.

Tendering —
Contract go.'ﬂl.

relative position
of tenders became
known

No document
embodying agree-
ment, other than
letter sent 1o
Department.

After arrange-
ment had been
made with Fraser
& Grant, learned
that Morse &

Co. had been
awarded contract

P. (i. Cloge, Morse
& Co.’s security.

Cloge informed
witness that he
was Morse & Co.’s
security.

A man being
security not a
matter of great
consequence.
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4695. T suppose it was considered a matter of substance or it would
not be required ?—You could substitute other names for security when
the contract was made if they were approved of by the Government.

4696. Did you take part in any negotiation with Mr. Close upon the
subject of his being surety for Morse & Co. ?—No.

4697. Who managed the negotiation ?—There was no negotiation
with Close upon the subject of his being surety for Morse.

Relations with 4698. Do you mean on the subject of his not being surety 2—1 mean
Cloxe. that" Morse had about six weeks in order to put up the sureties. Their
tender was before the Dopartment about six weeks, and after their
tender was thrown out, and another called upon, Mr. Close came to Mr.
Manning and myself and said that he would get an interest with
Andrews, Jones & Co., and that upon certain conditions, such as putting
up security with us and tinding working caé)ital, we agreed to give him
Morse & Co. outof an interest with us if the work was obtained for us. But Morse & Co.
e ray, and s & Were entirely out of the question; their tonder had been disposed of
Co. had been call- previous to that—at least, for some time previous—and Andrews, Jones

Thoirseeiva® & Co. had been called upon to put up their securities at that time.

{\greed upon cer- 4799. You thought that Mr. Close might assist in putting up the

that Ciose shonld 8ecurity tor Andrews, Jones & Co. at that time ?—We did not know

havean wterest but what he might. He said he could obtain an interest in their
contract, and we agreed, upon certain conditions, that he should have
an interest in ours——that is, putting up his securitics and doing his part
of the work, &ec.

4700. Do you mean to say that as an equivalent for the interest
which he would lose by Andrews, Jones & Co. not getting the contract,
you offered him a share in yours ?-—Not altogether.

4701. If not altogether, in what respect ?—Mr. Close stated that he
could get an interest in it if he were disposed. Mr. Close would probably
have got an interest in our first tender—he might have got an interest
in our first tender had we got the whole of the work for section C;
we were very favourably disposed to him.

‘The names {n

toraates I, 4702, How do yon mean that he might have got an interest in con-

Fhole work () tract C?—Bocause although we tendered, the teuder does not represent

all thoso who. " all the names interested in the first tenders, and had the contract come

Trould have been to those tenders for the whole work, as at first arranged, the probabili-
. Had . ? . 3

whole work come tics are that he would have had an interest in those tenders.

to them Close ’

would probably

‘have been in- 4'703. Why do you say it was probable he would have had an inter-
terested. est ?—Because it was understood.
b ynderstand- 4704, Understood between whom ?—Between some of the parties

fhould havean  that he should have an interest.
4705. Some of which parties ?—Myself and others.

4706. What others >—I have no particular recollection now, bat I
think his name was mentioned to MecDonald and Manning.

4707. You think it was mentioned to them ?~—Yea.

4708, What makes you think it was mentioned to them ?—I have a
recollection that it was discussed.

4709. Were you present when it was mentioned to thom ?—I have
no distinet recollection of discussing the matter at that time, but there
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was a large number of parties. This was supposed to be a very heavy
work at that time, and we were trying to get the two sections, A and
B, and trying to get the three contracts. and there were a number of
parties behind us who, had we got that contract, would have been with
s, and Mr. Close was one of them.

4710. Why do yousay he was one of those ?—Because it was arranged
that he should have an interest.
. .. Close spoke to
4711. Between whom was it arranged ?—He spoke to me about it, witness about
and I spoke to the other partners about it. There was no written haylngan nierest

agreement but there was a verbal agrecment between us. ;x;ol:eetghis
rtners,

4712, T understand you to treat a verbal agreement as a binding
-agreement ?—Yes; when all parties carry out their agreement, I sup-
pose it is.

4713. Do you think that agreements ave only binding when they are
carried out ?—1I think that an agreement, whether written or verbal,
<ought to be carried out.
714. T am speaking of the existence of such agreements, not of The agrcement
their fulfilment. I wish to find out from you when the existence of from‘jorecxisted

that agreement began ?—From the start.

4715. Who made the agreement thal Close- was to be interested
with Manning, McDonald, & Shields ?—Which do you mean ?

4718. You say that before any tender was put in, or at the time of Witness thinks
the tenders being put in, that there was an agreement that Close was D made the th
to become interested with you and McDonald and Manning—that is what Close.

You have led me to understand : now I ask you who made that agree-
ment ?—I think I made the agreement with Mr. Close, and Mr. Close

#poke to me at the time when we came to the tender we put in.

4717. Now do you say thero was an agreement made hetween you
and Mr. Close at that time ?—Yes; I think there was an understood
-agreement.

4718. Do you not know whether there was?—There was, L think.

4719. Now, knowing as you do, was there an agreement made ?— i?r well defined
here was no well defined agreement understood. )

4720. Then why talk to me about an agreement ?—It was under-
‘Stood that he should have an interest with us.

4721. How was it understood ?—There were no dolails arranged. 5333;23.8

. 4722, Was it understood in your mind alone? —It was understood in
his ag well as in ours. :

4723. What makes you believe that it was unlerstood in-his mind ?
—Because he spoke to me about it. There was a simple understand-
ing that he was to have an interest in our original tender when it was
pat in,

4724. Would you say now on youar oath whether there was an_agree- Jifi¢% cannot

ent at that time between you and Mr. Close that he should have a way than o
Sharg in the contract, if you succeeded in getting it?—l can only e anding that
&l:t it in the way I have put it; that there was an understanding Should theorigin-

tween Mr. Close and us, that should it como to our original tender tion C. prove suas

Or section C, that he should have an interest. Sonvean tntoresta
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4725. Do you mean that the understanding should have a different
signification from the agreoment ? You have prevaricated a good deal,
and have talked to me about simple agreements; all that I want youw
to say on your oath is: whether there was a distinct understanding
between you and any one else that Mr. Close was to have thatshare in:
the contract 7—I do not think there was, that any specified division
was to be appropriated to Mr. Close, or that there was any detailed
agreement entered into with him either verbally or otherwise, only
there was a simple understanding that he should have an interest.

4726. What do you mean by a simple understanding? Do you mean:
it was suggested that he might have an interest?—No; there was an
arrangement between both parties that he should have the share in it,
if it came to our tender.

There was a

definite under- 4'72'7. Was there a definite understanding, or a positive agrecment,
standing that

e iid have that he should have any share, whether the share was designated or not 7
ashareinthe ] think there was,

original tender.
4'728. Do you not know, when you were the party who acted in it ?—
Yes; there was to be a share in the original tender.

4729. Was that the understanding between you and Mr. Close?—
Yes.

4730. Why did you tell me that he spoke to Manning and McDonald,
as if the only understanding arrived at was through that channel, and
not through you ?—1I do not remember making the statement.

4731, Yes; at the beginning you evidently wished me to believe that
this whole affuir was undefined in your mind; you wished it to be
understood that it came through somebody else ?—No; it is you who
are mistaken. What I said was in reference to the security to Morse,
because I had furgotten entirely that he was Mor=e’s security, and not
what you said.

Agreement with 4732, This arrangement about the share in the contract, was it
through witness, made through Manning and McDonald, or through you ?—I think it

was made through me. What share ?

4733. That at scme time or other Mr. Close might get a share
in your contract ?7—Which particular thare do you mean?

4734. There was no particular share defined ?—In what particular
tender ?

4735. The tender of which you are speaking: that is, the tender of
Jones, Manning & McDonald 7—That is the original tender ?

4736. Yes ?—I think it was done through me. 1 do not know what
conversation there was.

4737. Do you not know that you commenced your evidence on that

very subject, saying that you thought he had mentioned it to Manning
and McDonald ?—1 have no recollection of it now,

Nature of agree- 4738, Was the understanding which you have described as existing
between you and Close in relation to any other tender, excent that
which embraced the whole line ?—No.

4739. He was to get a share only in the event of your firm getting
the contract for the whole line ?—Yes.
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4740. When it was known at Ottawa that Morse & Co. bad been
the successful tenderers for one of those sections only, were you not
en aware that it was an object to you that Morse & Co. should not
Put up the security, so that you should get the contract for that section ?
~Before we had any dealings with Mr. Close, Morse & Co.’s tender
Was entirely disposed of by the Government. Andrews, Jones & Co.
ad been called upon to put up securities.

4741, Then, taking Andrews, Jones & Co, did you understand that in
f‘Eeaking of their position you had referred only to one section, not to
the whole line ?-—g'ei ‘

4742, Then why was it that you at that time proposed that Mr. Reason why wit-
Close should have a share in your tender for that section—your contract thas Close should

Or that section—if you obtained it ?—Because Mr. Close had been one haveasharein
of th ies i rigi y as understood to b f th
the parties in the original tender, or was understood to be one of the B.

Parties in the original tender.

4743. He was only interested, if at all, in the possibility of your
getting the whole line ? —Yes ; at that time.

4744, Then why did you offsr him a share in this contract for the
fection ? He never before had any chance of getting that, had he?—
e8; he had.

4745. What chance had he ? —In getting an interest with us.

4746. In that particular section ?—In case the securities were not
{‘“t up, or in case any of the tenderers found that their tender was too
OW or could not find security, in that event it might come to our tender.

th4747. Which tender ?—The original tender we put in; we put in

ree tenders originally ; a terder for each of the sections, and for the
%hole line.

4748. But you were dealing at that time in Ottawa with Mr., Close Fresh arrange-
Ipon g different basis from that which you had previously done, that Iient mude with
'8 to admit him to a chance in the tender for this one section ?—This

a3not done in Ottaws, it was done in Toronto. We all came home
after tendering, and after Morse & Co. were disposed of, Close said he
ould get an interest in Andrews, Jones & Co.’s tender if he did not get
20 interest or had no interest with us.

47?9. Did you negotiate this matter with Mr. Close—I am speaking
of this last arrangement alone—or did either Manning or McDonald
A%e part in it ?—Mr. Manning and 1 were together.

4750. Were you three present at the arrangement ?—Yes.
4751, Where was it ?—In Toronto.

. . . . Manning, Cl
4752, At what place in Toronto ?—1 think they met at my office; I 3hields mane
Am poy certain agreernent in the
. office of witness.

- 4753. But upon that occasion you gave him a letter embodying your
Yderstanding ?—Yes. :

OF".‘754. Did you keep any copy of that letter 7—I have kept no copy
1t; T presume Mr. Manning has a copy.

4755, Are ill i d to th tent that you were originally witnessnolonger
i . you still interested to the exten at y g y ] ger
1 this contract ?—No. interested in con

th4756' Why not 2—1I withdrew from it; my father took my place in JiGarerhenag
€ contract, taken his place.
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Date of his with-
«drawal.

Reasons for with-
«drawal.

Consideration for
transter to kis
father.

Acted for his
father in buying
-out the Nova
Scotia firm,

4757. Do you know at what timo that was accomplished ?—I think
it was some time in June last. :

758. June of 1879 or 1880 ?—June of 187Y.

4759, That was I suppose by mutunl arrangement with the partners
at that time ?—Yes,

4760. Was that arrangement reduced to writing ?— His name is no¥
in the amended contract with the Government and the firm instead ©
mine,

4761. Who has been looking after the interest of your father in the
matter ?—1 have,

4762. Have you spent much of your time in the neighbourhood of the
work ?—I have spent nearly all my time in connection withthe work
and his business sinco we got the contract.

763. Has there been any particular change in your circumstances
between your getting the contract and your father becoming a partne®
instead of you ?—Yes; that was the cause of putting my fathor in my
place. :

4764. What was the change in your circumstances?—The chang®
was that 1 got into business difficulties.

4765. Did that result in any change of your property ?—No—Yes; it
did.

47 6. Could you get into the Insolvent Court without there being 3
change in your property ?—I did not catch the question that you put.

4747, Did all your property or interest pass to somebody else after
you became u contractor and before your father took your place in
partnership ?—No. :

4768. No change took place then before your father went in ?—-NO

4769. Was it soon after your father took your place in the partner
ship that there was a change in your property ?—Yes; not long.

4770, How long ?—1I1 think some months.
4771. More than one month ?—About two months.

4772. Is your father a man of means ?—Yes; he is reasonably well
off.

4773. Was anything given to you for your share that was transferred
to him ?—My father put up the securities for me in the contract—th®
original securities—I think some $38,000.

4774, Was anything given to you for the transferring of your sharé
to him in the contract ?—No.

4775. That was a transfer without value then ?—It was a transfer
without value, owing to his having put up the securities.

4776. Were you in the partnership at the time the arrangement was
made to buy out Nova Scotia members of the firm ?.—I was acting for
my father then.

4771. Did you take part in those negotiations ?—1I did.
4778. Had you authority from your father to do so ?—I had.
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4779, Sothat that transter is properly consummated, as you understand

that the Fraser, Grant & Pitblado firm have no longer any interest in
"?—1 understand it to be so.

4780. You signed the contract yourself originally ?—I did. Noglft, not a cent
. given to any one
4781. Have you reason to believe that any gift, bonus, or advantage, to witness's

v . knowledge on
een promised or given to any one on account of any one of that aecount oF hin

firm being interested in this contract 7—Not a cent to my knowledge. firm being inter-
contract.

004782. s there any o‘her matter which you wish o mention to the
Mmisgion connected with this transaction ?—None.

J " : MOLLOY.
OuN MowLoy, sworn and examined :
K Railway Con-
By the Chairman :— Contract No. 14.
4783. Have you been in any way connected with any of the works Coutructors’
fthe Canadian Pacific Railway ?—Yes. ¢ Iatmae

4784. In what capacity ?—1 was one of the assistant cngineers on Assistant engi-
. i tract
Cntract 14 from J une, 1873, to July, 1877. jo on contrac

4785. On the part of the Government ? —Yes.

4786. There are some claims made by Sifton, Ward & Co. in con- In ghargo of work
Stion with that contract: one for change of the location of the line o1 Jullus Muskes.
Qfd Another for a ditch at the Julius Muskeg ?—Yes; I was in charge

® work on the Julius Muskeg at that time

11],‘_‘787. Do you know about work at this ditch ?—Yes; I know sume-
Ing about it. What the claims are I am not aware of, but I know
Ucerning the work. '

4788, Thoy say the ditch on the Julius Muskeg is at a greater Ditch on Jullus
u':’taﬂce from the line than the specification describod ? ~Yes, that is Muskesata
® cage ; T laid out the ditch myself. Thero is a ditch for about four from line than

*ad g paip milos, ninety feet from the centre of the railway line to the greclncation.
Mtre of the ditch, to the best ot my recollection.

11‘4789- What is the greatest distance which there could be between
S Centre of the line and the centro of the diteh, if the ditch was
s di bin the specification ?—That would depend apon the depth of the
to 11 20d the height of the bank. From the centre of the railway line
© extreme limits would be fifty feet.

w90 How do you make it fifty feot ?-—That is the limit of the rail-
Cloan One hundred and thirty-two foet was the limit of the telegraph
lng.

;e:;(?l- You say the whole width of the railway line would be 100 Jvidthof railway

*~One hundred feet on the section 1 was on. where witness

. worked 100 feet.
100792. Might not the line be laid out at one side of the centre of that
feot 2—t was not.

i, :393- I'am asking if it might not be under the specification?—No;
08l not bo under the specification, unless the specification was
altored. All our plans and cross-scctions show that.

witg?“t- Then the specification made it impossible to have the ditch
M them and mote than fifty feet from the eentre of the line to
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Contract No:1. t}q centre of the ditch ?—Yes; it would be quite impossible from the
Conurnetors’  centre of the line to the outside of the ditch.

¥xtent of extra 795. In this case,where it was ninety feet,was there somewhere about
haal. eighty feet extra haul if the earth from the ditch was putinto the line
—Yes; there would be more than ninety feet. Taking the centre of th®
ditch to the centregf the railway would be ninety feet. Now in one plac®
that ditch was over thirteen feet at one point over the regulation,
should say it was thirteen and three-tenths—that would be a little 07e",
Thinks distance forty-nine feet wide-—then the bottom of the ditch was four feet, h‘“l
e ratety  of that depth would be two feet, and taking two from half of forty-nin®
Teet. it would extend that distance to even beyond ninety feet.

4796. Would it not be the same distance on the inside of the centr®
line as it was outside ?—Certainly.

4797. Then if that much was saved in the distance on the inside of
the centre line, would it not compensate for the same distance outsid®
of the line?—That would make the average ninety fect.

4798, What would have been the distanco frum the centre of th®
ditch to tho railway line, if it was within the specification ?—That
would depend on the height of the bank. It was a three feet bank, a0
the slopes of the bank would be four and a-half feet. Take half th
width of the road-bed, eight and a-half feet, and add it to ten feet
would be eighteen and a-half feet, that would be a slope of ten feet fof
the berm, and that would be the distance of the ordinary line.

(annot ay what  4799. I am asking for the extreme limit that there could be from 1b®
it e ™e centre of the ditch to the line, if it was in the specification 7—Taking
centreof theditch the ordinary ditch it would be about four feet. It would be impossible for
0 the line if it . ) . i
was within the  any man to say what it would be to the centre of the ditch, because
specification.  woyld depend on the depth.

4800. Can you tell me the extreme limit that it could be 2—Nv; !
could not. We have had them from ten feet to thirty feet, .

The berm ten feot 4801, I am talking of the centre line of the ditch, that would pob
of stope. O™ affect the depth of the ditch ?—Certainly it would ; the berm is ten feo

from the bottom of the slope.

4802. If you have only fifteen feet to go and come upon from the out
side of the railway tothe centre of theline, is it possible to get more thas
fifty feet from the centre of the line to the centre of the ditch ?—Noj
hut we have gone outside of that.

From centre ine 4803, I started this part of the subject with asking you the distanc®

of the rallway Lo within the epecitications, that could possibly exist between the cent

the railway ifty line of the railway and the central line of the ditch ?7—From the centr
) line of the railway to the outer limit of the railway was fifty feet.

4804. Do the specifications require that the ditch should be withi?
tt e limit of the railway ? —There is nothing sail of that, that Ia
aware of, in the specifications.

4805. May a ditch be made on the line of that railway outside 100
feet, and be within the specification ?—I think not,.
Thinks the ditch

. celes N . fele . tion?
Tt be, within 4806. Then it must be within fifty feet to t:e within the specifica

oelltll“e lti)?e to bjeﬁ —I think 80. ) 0
within - y i1 el e . . 1
cations. T 4807. If it is within fity feet and within the specification, Whatll]szgd

greatest distance which can exist between the centre of the ditc
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the centre of the line?—It would be fifty feet from the centre of the g:::x:‘::’, 4.
teh to outside of the line. Claims.

4808. Can you answor my question? What is the narrowest width
thatbthat ditch is permitted to be made ?—That would depend upon
® bank.

4809. What is the narrowest width that the ditch can be mado ?—It The ditch could
ould be made six inches. inches wide,
4810. Now assuming that it is six inches wide, can you not tell me
the greatest distance that could exist within the specifications from the
entre of ditch to the centre of the line ?—It would depend upon the
®pth of the ditch.

4811. Can you tell me the greatest distance that could exist under The distance,
t'h? Specifications from the centre line of the ditch to the centre of the GehiVior il diten.
Tilway ? Have you not powers of calcuiation enough to state that, as

Jou sit there ?—1It would depend on the deoth of the ditch.

4812, T am asking you, supposing six inches to bo the narrowest point

of the ditch, what would be tEe distance from the side to the centre?

~~1f you tell me the depth, I can tell you; it must have a certain slope
Come down.

4813. How deep could the ditch be made if it weve six inches wide on In a ditch of six
Yp?_The slope would be nine inches. 1,3‘,';'}%“9‘:}336““\

would be nine

4814. Can you tell me the depth of a ditch that would be six inches inches anda

. . be f five f
Wide on top ?—Nine inches. nine inchos,

4815. Can you tell me what is the width of that ditch ?—There is a
berm ther, of five feet nine inches taken off fifty feet.

. . Five feet nine

4816. Can you take off five feet nine inches from fifty feet?— inches from fifty
0ﬁl‘tainly; it leaves forty-four feet three inches, ?g?,{‘gfe‘;ﬁhmg -
ucnes.

4817. Now then, from that basis, can you tell me the groatest distance
Which could exist between the centre line of the ditch and the centre
e of the railway ?—No, I could not; it all depends on the depth of
tbe ditch.

4318. But, in speaking of tho greatest length which could exist in the
:{:y L am describing, you must take, I suppose, the narrowest ditch
) 8t could be made, in order to maintain the greatest length ?—Then
8ke a ditch fitty feet wide.

I 4819, T am talking of the greatest length and not the shortest length,
lham trying to get you to calculate. Could you have a greater length

B0 forty-tour feet three inches >~—No; I could not possibly have a
&reater length than that if it were & six inch ditch.

4820. You understand now that you could not have a longer line than

for ty-four feet three inches on that basis ?—No,
tegszl' In this case you say the centre line from the ditch, as execu- gg}rg t(‘le!%ﬁe lne
the railway, was ninety feet ?—Yes. ninety feet.
482

thy 22. Can you tell me how much that excceded the greatest length
%uti(;t could have been unier the specitication >—The greatest length it

Copty.12V@ been under the specification would be fifty fect from the
0tre of the line.
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Contract "°;“' 4823. T am talking about the centre linc of the ditch; surely you
O nima®™  must understand what I am saying ? ~That would be forty-five feet nin®
inches. i

o e 4824, Then do you mean that the length over which this earth had
Toet nine Inches o to be hauled from the ditch to the railway was on an average forty five
have been ifthe feet nine inches move than it could possibly have been if the ditch
3,’,‘5,}‘,,’,‘{‘,‘1’;;‘;&%,“_ had been within the specification ?—Yes.

cation.

Instructionsnot  4825. It has boen suggested that it would be impossible, under the
Yo have ditch less gpecification, to make a ditch so narrow as six inches. Do you know
" how that was?—Our instructions were not to have the ditch less than

four feet.

4826. Then why do you take into account a ditch of six inches only
in estimating the possible length ?—That is the smallest ditch that
counld possibly be made.

4827. Could you make it as low as that under the specification ?—
Those were our instructions, but we had to make a ditch afterwards
less than four feet.

48328, Have you ever calculated, in your own way, to ascertain the
average extra haul made by Sifton & Ward on this particular work
from the haul that would have been requirel if it had been made under
the specification ? —No ; 1 never made such a calculation.

Forty-six feet a 4829, Do you think that forty-five feet nine inches is a fair average

xcess ot taurr  for his excess of haul ?—Yes; say forty-six feet in round figures.

4830. Do you think there was that much excess of haul ?—1I do.

4831, 1 suppose the loading and unloading of the barrow would have
to take place, whether the haul was long or short ?—Certainiy.

4332. It would only be then for the time occupied in the excessive
haul ?2—Yes; for going backwards and forwards and making the plank
oa which to wheel the barrow.

4833. Have you any idea how far a man can propel a barrow of earth
in & day’s work ?—No; I never mads any such calculation.

4834. It is only the propulsion of this barrow of earth for which they
make the claim, as I understand 2—Yes, and there is the coming back-

4835, Is that propelling backwards ?—They draw it backwards,
4836. I mean it is the locomotion of the barrow —Yes; and that
would make about ninety feet instead of twenty. :

Costorextrahaul 4837. 1 am directing my questions now to the value of this extra
tocontractors.  hayl or rather the cost of it, to Sifton & Co.: that would depend op
the value of a day’s labor, would it not ?—Certainly.

4838. The length that a man could so propel and haul a barrow in 8
day's labor ?—Yes

4839. You sav that you have never considered that question ?—No;
because some will do a good deal more than others.

Average day's 4840. In several days’ labour you take the average of aman’sstrengtb-
work for a ma ) . H :
ton yardsof cont,. Have you never estimated how much a man can do in a day’s work

—Yen; as a rule about ten yards,

4841. IHave you made the calculation ?—Yes.
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4842. For the same reason you can calculate how far a man would g”“""‘ No. 14.
Propel a barrow ?—I am speaking from experience that & man can Cgjtractors’
®Xcavato about ten yards a day.

4343, Have you in any way formed an opinion of the value of this Sifton’s extra
°xtra haul of Sifton & Co.’s?--It would be at least one-third more. hal: oneubird

eir estimates were one-third less. a yard.
4844, Do you mean that from making up the estimates from time to .
Ime, you have ascertained that any given number of men take out one-
third less, with thislong haul than they would have taken out if they had
Ouly the regulation haul ?—Yes, than they did on other portions of the

with the same quantity of earth.

4%45. Then assuming the value to be 26 cts. per yard, you make
the cost to the contractor of this extra haul about 9 cts. per yard ?
~Yes, about that; one-third or a little under 9 cts. per yard.

4846. Would he be entitled to something besides that for providing Contractor entit-
Plank and trestle work on which those barrows were wheeled ?—Yes ; wou o Something
R took a greatdeal more for the long haul than for the short one. of plank and
.. 4847, Have you estimated what would be a fair price for that ?—No;
1t was done by the men before I had anything to do with that part, and

could not give an estimate. It was a very expensive work, the men

ad to make the plank with broad axes and small axes in the woods.

. 4848, Who was your engineer in charge ?—Mr, Thompson. 2,3::‘,‘3‘3}2&2;“‘
4849. Were you one of his assistants 7—Yes.

4850, At the time that the work was going on was it discussed
between you and Mr. Thompson whether it might be the foundation of
2 claim between the contractor and the Government ?—He said it woald

® 4n open claim, that at present Mr. Rowan coutrolled that ditch as
0 off-take drain.

. 4851, Was it the practice to move the earth from off-take drains Practice as to of-
1nto the line of embankments ?—No. take drains.

4852, But in this case the material was moved from the ditch into
the bank, as a rule ?—The bank was made out of the ditch,

. 4853, So that the practice in this instance was different to the practice Rule broken.
'0 respect to other off-take ditches ?—Yes; according to the specifi-
Cation off-take ditches run at right angles to the line, while this ran

l;al'allel to the line throughout; there was no diversion or angle what-
ver,

.4854. Do you know what proportion of this material taken from this
ltch was put upon the line ?—I could not say that, becauso 1 arrived
there Leforo that portion of the road was disputed.

4855. Upon another item of this claim—this change of location—do Claim relating o
You remember the locality at which the change was made ?—Yes; I giioee of loca-
&ve been over the ground. .

4856. Was it made at more than one locality ?—Not that I am aware
f; it was made from the northern survey to the southern one,

4857, T mean about the locality on the line—for instance, the number Locality of
of the station ?—It was made a short distance east of Brokenhead chanse.

ver —1 should say ubout station 1020. 1 would not be positive in

Al matter, but if 1 had the profile I could tell.
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Conmtract No. l4s 4858, Was it only in the neighbourhood of that locality ?—That is
<ontractors’

Claims, the one I am cognizant of.
Line cggng;dil;or 4859. For what length was it changed ?—It was changed for &
Setween Broken. Dumber of miles, between Brokenhead to near Whitemouth River.

W hitemouth 4860. How far was it changed at the most extreme point ?—In the

River. neighbourhood of twenty miles.

4861. I mean what distance was it changed in the south ?—In some
places it might be a mile. I think a mile would be the extreme distance
at any point.

4862. At the extrome point the new line was only a mile south of
the located line 7—About that.

4863. Was there any considerable difference in the quality of the
material which had to be removed, occasioned by that change of loca-
tion ?—Yes,

Qualityofmateri- 4864, Whal kind of material was it upon the first located line ?—
Peropemoved  The greatest part of the northern line was high and dry, gravel and
new location, sandy ridges,

4865. Did it cover any part of the Julius Muskeg region ?—Yes ; bu!
that portion of it was narrower and the soundings were not so deep.
Change to south

madeit necessary 4866, So that change to the south made it necessary to cross 2
Noross agreater greater length of the Julius Muskeg ?—Yes; a more difficult part.
Muskeg.

4866%. The greater part of the northern line you say was sand and
gravel 7—A great deal of it was high—what we would call dry ridges —
in fact it is from the neighbonthood of the old line they take out the
ballast for the purpose of ballasting the road.

4867. Would that be done by hand labour, or would machinery
be used ?—Horses, scrapers and waggons would be used.

48¢8. Would that be less expensive to the contractors than hand
labour with barrows ?—Certainly.

Work onsouthern 4869, What per cent. cheaper ?—Were I the contractor myself I
Jne 2to per  would say 25 per cent. cheaper—perhaps 30 per cent. cheaper. 1t
would be 50 per cent. cheaper at least.

4870. Then it would cost nearly 50 per cent. more to do the same
amount of work on the southern line ?—Certainly it would. The greater
part of the southern line was covered with water until it was drawn off.

Three-fourthsof 4871, How much of the western line do you think could have been
northern line

could have been worked at this cheaper rate than the southern line ?—Three-fourths of
ed at ;
(‘;vh(ga.per ?ate. 1t

4872, Could you state between what stations?—No; I would rather
state between what pointe. It is three years since I have beea there
and I have forgotten the number of the stations; I would say about
station 1020, a point pear Brokenhead River, to station 2240 near
Whitemouth ; that is as near as I can come to it, I will not swear t0
that.

4873. What is about the mileage of that distance ?—Nearly twenty
miles.

Manner of taking  4874. In laking progress estimates of work esecuted do they number
hates " from station to station in the estimates ?—No; not in returning the

cstimates, we take our estimates on the line from station to station but
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‘We do not return them from stations, but very often in a lump sum, or g::::"‘ o 14.

rom station to station as the engineer in charge would direct. It would “Clatme "
depend on his fancy, but on 14 it was done.

4875. Have you made up any calculation of the amount of extra
"Cost to which the contractors would be put by this change of line ?—
conld not do that, because I am not aware of the quantities that were on
he north line ; unless I knew the quantities that were in the northern
Ine it would be impossible for me to do it, but I have considered the
ifference in expense between the north and south lines.

4876, Not knowing actual quantities on the north line which was Northern line
ot worked, have you any idea what percentage of the south line should 3uid have been
r the additional price yon have named ? —Were I the contractor for yardcheaperthan
these two lines to-morrow, I would take the northern line at 5 cts, 'B° Southern one

Per yard cheaper than the southern one.
4877. You mean for the whole length of line ?—Tes.

4578. Do you mean by that that you thick the extra cost of that
Work to Sifton & Ward was as much as 5 cts. a yard over the whole

ength of the south line ?—I do think so; I am speaking of between
ese two points.

4879. You mean as far as it relates to those twenty miles alteration ? —
Y08; between Brokenhead and Whitemouth,

4880. Do you know what the object was in changing the location ?—
Ldo not, unfess to make & nice profile upon paper; that is the only
Teason I could assign for it. Engineer's/
Contract No. 14,

4881. Have you any other matter connected with the Pacific Railway Claim made by
Upon which you wish to give evidence ?—I have some accounts which Fitnesson Gov-

fent in to the paymaster.

-Nésgs‘i.)Do you wish to produce it?—VYes; I produce it. (Exhibit

43883, How did this account arise ?—1It arose by refusal of payment.
4884, You mean refusal to pay it to you ?—VYes,
4885. Who refused to pay it ?—The paymaster.

4986, Who was the paymaster ?—Mr. Nixon. He gives his reasons Nixon's reason
%or not doing so in that letter. (Pointing to Exhibit.) pay this olaim.
o 4887, 1 gee this is for an amount which you contend was paid to a

00k ?—Yes ; that is one of the letters. I had several of them destroyed.

4888, Did you employ the cook ?—Yes.

4889. In what capacity were you acting when you employed him ?—
Assistant engineer on the road.

4890. Was it on this same contract 14 ? —Yes.

< 4891, Is it the common practice of assistant engineers to employ
8 on the road ? —[t was the common practice.

no4892. Wore there any rules laid down-about it ?—No; there were

Tules until this arose.

th4893' I see that Mr. Nixon states that you have not complied with
e l‘ulgsl of tho servico 7~ Yes.
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Witness accused
of non-compli-
ance with rules.

Payment refused
use he em-

ployed a woman

and not a man.

Claim for pay-
ment to several
COOKS.

Objections to pay-
ment where men
employed.

4894. What rule does he refer to >—That I should employ a persom
on my section and send him in to him, and then have him travel back
to my house.

4895. Was that the usual practice ?—No ; never.

4896. Do you mean that you were not aware at the time of employ-
ing this cook that it was part of the regulations of the service ?—No;.
I was not.

4897. How were you made aware that there was any contention on:
the part of the paymaster that such a regulation existed ?—Payment
was refused.

4898. Did he mention the particulars of that rule to you at the time
payment was refused ?—No; the first payment that was refused was
when I employed a woman instead of a man. Payment was refused on
that account, because I employed & woman.

4-99. Is the employment and payment of this woman part of this
claim of yours now ?—Yes. I was a man with a fam'ly and I considered
[ should have a woman instead of a maun in the house with my wife;
consequently I employed 2 woman, and payment was refused.

4900. Was there any rule at that time that cooks should be men
cooks ?—It was understood that on surveys cooks should be men,

4901. Is it on construction ?—I was not made aware of it.

4902. This letter alludes only to one cook, Paul Boucher ?—IHe is &
Frenchman; there were several others. By referring to their books
we can find the whole thing, and whether these men have been paid or
not.

4903. By referring to what books ?—The paymaster’s hooks.

4904. Is your claim for payment to other cooks as we:l >—Certainly-

4905. Then this letter does not refer to your whole claim ?—No;
because I have no letters in reference to the whole claim.

4906. How much is your claim for payment to Boucher ?—I could
not say just now.

4907. Does your claim consist of the payments to these two individ-
als: the woman cook and Paul Boucher ?—There were others.

4908, But what was the difficulty about those ?—Because they were
employed in the same manner,

4909. You mean you did not send them to Winnipeg to report them-
selves 7—Yes ; by not sending them to Winnipeg to report and having
them come back again. I live thirty-three miles east of Red River.

4910. Is there any other objection to your claim than the two you
have named : that one was & woman and that the other men cooks
did oot travel to Winnipeg to report themselves and come back again 7
—That is the only objection made by Mr. Rowan.

4911, Have you paid these men and these cooks ?-—Yes.

4912. Was it the usual practice to reimburse to engineers the amount
they disbursed to cooks ?— Yer.

4913. Have you paid these men ?—1I have. Mr. Sifton carried oneof
these orders in to get the wages for these men, and he was refus
because I could not come—and the woman left me.
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4914. Have you any other claim hesides these ?—None whatever, ~ ontract No. 14,

4915, There is here a claim for house rent ?—The second claim is for Claim for house
l)Ouse rent, but it is not in connection with section 14; that is on the TeR% $257.50.
ranch.

4916. What is the amount of that claim ?-—$237.50.

4917. How did that arise —When I went on the branch I supposed
was to act as every other engineer on the road did, and that my rent
Would be paid and furniture supplied me.

4918. Was there any arrangement upon that subject at the time you
Went to this house >—No; not at that time. Mr. Rowan afterwards, in
arch, told me that he would see it would be paid.

4919. Is this the amount that you actually disbursed?—No; I did
ot disburse it all, because you see there is an amount for furniture. I
Wed my own furniture.

. 4920. How much of it did you disburse for rent of house ?—For the
51X months and a half in Winnipeg I paid $20 a month, and for the five
Months in Emerson I paid $10 a month.

4921. The rest of the claim is for the use of your own furniture?—

Yes.

4922. At the time you rented this house you say there was no under-
Standing upon the subject >—No; not at the time. -

4923. You took it for granted that they would pay you ?—Certainly ;
cause every other engineer on the road was paid.

4924. What is the objection to paying it >—I do no* know what the
Objection is, but it was refused. Mr. Brophy, when he came up here
38t summer, was willing to pay it. I putin the bill and he signed it.

msem: it to Mr. Rowan and he refused to pay it, so Mr. Brophy told
e. .

be4925. Have you had any connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway Baliway = Con=

A > struction—
Sides these two matters on which you have spoken ?—I was on the Pemb. Branch.
embina Branch line a little over a year., Contract No. 5.

4926. In what capacity ?—In charge from Red River to Emerson—
Lterburn Station it is called now.

4927, That is on the South Pembina Branch ?— Yes.

m_‘ilt928. What is thelength of that partof the branch ?—Abont forty
iles,

4929, Was it on construction ?—Yes.
4930. For what time ?—From 12th July, 1878, to 1st August, 1879,

th4231' When did the road begin to run ?—The first rail was laid on Commenced to
N ® 22nd November, 1878, and then they commenced to run forwa.d fum loth Decem-
entll they connected. They were laying the road from both ends. They ' °
“Mmenced to run on them about the 15th. Decemb r.

4932. You were looking after the Government interests then ?—Yes,

4233. Who was your next superior officer ?—Mr. R wan. e et ser.
4934:) Was the line built according to specification ?—Yes.
213
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Pemb. Branch.

Contract No.5.  4935. Was there any difficulty between the Government and the
Dimenltybetween CONtractor upon that subject about the portion over which you were in
Governwent and charge ?7—There was some difficulty about ties.

<ontractor about

Les. 4936. What was the difficulty ?—The great difficulty was that they
were chopped instead of being sawed, and some of them were a little
short.

4937. Did you accept them as the engineer in charge?—I followed
the instructions of Mr. Rowan.

Instructionsasto 4938, What were his instructions?—His instructions were, in the

accepting tles.  firgt place, not to accept any that wero not cut square on the ends and
of one length; afterwards he gave me instructions to take them two
inches shorter than eight feet, if they were cut with a short scarf instead
of a long one and all the stub ends cut off.

4939. Did you accept them under these instructions ?—Yes,

Contractors 4940. Then cid that end the difficulty ?—It ended the difficulty, but

dissatisfied. it did not end the grumbling of the contractors; they were not very
well satisfied and they suffered a good deal. The ties were principally
American ties ; they came from the American side of the line.

4941. Who was the party furnishing the ties ?—Willis & Co.

4942. Was it a contract for ties alone 7—I believe it was a separate
contract. However, that had nothing to do with me; there were to be
80 many ties at a certain price, and the Americans supplied u certain
namber of a certain length.

4943. Is there any other matter connected with the railway about
which you wish to give evidence?—No.

SIFTON. JouN W. SiFToN’s oXxamination continued :

R ntmtoannce— By the Chairman : —

Contract No, 1,

Expense of keep- 4944, Can you give the estimate which was alluded to in your former

108 line InAePaIr gvidence about the telegraph line ?—I think I can. I can give very

$5,100 & year. nearly an approximate estimate. The expense of keeping the line in
repair, operating, and wages, about $5,100 a year. That includes
renewals of poles.

Beceipts of line, 4945, T suppose it includes repairs of every kind: wire and other
matter necessary to maintain the line in good order ?—Yes; and oper-
ating as well. The receipts of the line vary very mucbh. The first two
years it was very small—perhaps under $400 a year—but it has kept
1ncreasing from that time to this. It runs from $100 to $150 a month.

About $150 & It is about $150 a month at the present time. It is very uncertain.

) Some months we have a very small amouut of business over the line, but
that is about the average.

4946. Have you not made up the aggregate of tlLe expenses for
repairs and maintenance from the beginning until now ?—I have not.

4947, Have you for any particular period ?—No, I have not; but I
can do it very nearly, I think. I think the books are in such a shap®
I could get it.
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4948, In your opinion has the cost of repairs, and maintenance, and Contract Ne. 1.
Operating cxceeded the amount of receipts ? —It has not exceeded the
receipts—that is including what I bave received from the Government
as well as the profits of the line.

4949. T mean irrespective of that item ?—Yes; vory much exceeded. Maintenance has
The maintenance, and operating, and keeping in repair have exceeded by 300 per cent’
the receipts at least 300 per cent.

4950. In round numbers can you say about how much you have $20,000 spenton a
expended up to this time in maintaining, repairing, and operating ?— Searattne 1oGate.

About 820,000,

4951. Can you say about how much you have received for the use $5,00 recelved for
of the line 7—About $5,000. use of line.
4952. T suppose that under your contract with the Government you Bound to main-
Were obliged to maintain and repair the line to the same extent as you tain line under
ave done now, and whether you operate it yourself, or whether the
Government or some one else operates it ?—Yes.

4953. There has been no excessive cost on account of operating it
Yourself ?—No.

. 4954 What has it cost you to operate the line altogether, up to now, #5000 spent on
independent of the maintenance and repairs ?—About $5,000: some- °Pera!iog alone.
thing less than that.

4955. So that setting off the receipts against the operating expenses,
the receipts are only a little higher ?—It is about tiffe same thing.
here is very little difference.

4956. Your receipts are impro:ing each year ?—Yes.

4957. How much longer have you the privilege of retaining the
Teceipts ?—One year.

4958. What do you estimate the probable receipts at ?—I estiraate E,ffgﬁgéﬁgg?égﬁ’

the probable receipts for next year at about $2,500. 32,600,

4959. And what do you estimate the probable expenses of operating $L20estimate for
Only ?— About $1,500. operaling.

4960. So that on the whole transaction you will probably be a gainer Balance in favour
to the extent of $1,300 in the profits over and above the operating ofconiractor ina
8Xpenses ?7—Yes ; 1 think that will cover the whole. It is a very fair tween profits and
estimate. 1 would just like to say that the greatest experse for repairs Mot expensive

a8 originated at or near Lake Manitoba—near Dog Lake. There is Part of contract.
a place there where, although the swamps are not deep, there is con-
Siderable water, and the great difficulty has originated there and at the
Crossing of Lake Manitoba. We had agreed with the Gove'rnment
about g cortain arrangement to cross the lake by driving in piles and
Setting the poles on them, but the poles did not remain there. In con-
8equer ce of that we have had to carry the line around through aswamp
3 good distance. You were asking me the other day if there was not
A 20od deal of complaint about the keeping up of the line. All our

ifficulty arose in that place. There is a section of about eight or ten
Miles where there is a great deal of water, and it is very hard to keep
Up the poles, as the wind blows them down. As to the cost of the line,
th as cost me about $15,000 more than I received from the Government ;

at is, provided I receive the balance of percentage that is retained

SUll in the hands of the Government.
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ContractNo.1. 4961, You credit that to the transaction as if you were sure to get it ?

—Yos; I will be out of pocket about $15,000 upon the construction.
4962. Irrespective of the operating ?—Yes,

4963. The operating will suve you to the extent of $1,300 2—Yes.
By Mr Keefer :—

Worst season of 4964, What is the worst season of the year to maintain it ?—From
theyearfor ~ the beginning of June to the middle of August is the worst season of

June 10 August. the year.
By the Chairman :—

4965. I think you have said that you had acquired the interest of the
whole firm ?—I had.

4966. When you speak of this loss, it is of the loss to the whole firm ?
—Yes.

4967. T think you said you had an arrangement with the Govern-
ment about putting in poles ? —Yes.

4968, With whom was that arrangement ?—With Mr. Fleming.

Arrangement 4969, What was the arrangement ?—In our contract we had so much
with Kleming as

to putting inpiles 8 mile for prairie, and so much a mile for wood land,
where there was

water, 4970. But nothing for carrying it over water ?—Nothing for carry-
ing it over water; but this was a greater extent than it could be car-
ried over with one span, and we made an arrangement with Mr.
Fleming to put in piles there. It was thought that by putting in piles
and connecting the poles with them that they would stand, and we
drove the piles in in the winter.

4971. Was that done on your own account?—No; under an under-
standing with Mr. Fleming as to what was to be done. Then, in the
next spring, they all weat away.

By Mr. Keefer :—

4972, Wag it with the ice 7—Yes; in the spring the water rises there
before the ice goes out.

Poles and piles 4973. Were the piles carried away or only the poles 7—Yes; the
<carri away. poleﬁ tOO.

By the Chairman : —

4974, How was it managed then ?—Afterwards we mado a pier with
piles and filled it with stones.

Clnim onGovern 4975 The Government did not assist you in that ?—No; we were to

pierand nlling  pecejve $2,000 for the first work we did there.

with stones. .
4976. You mean in this watoer stretch at Lake Manitoba ?—Yes ; and
at Dog Lake.

4977, Did you furnish the poles and everything under this arrange-
mont with the Government ?—Yes; but they would not stand.

4978. Has that claim been paid ?—No.

4979, That is still a claim on your part against the Government?—
Yes.

4980. Is there any dispute about the correctness of it ?—No; [ do
not think there is.
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4981. Has it been a subject of discussion or argument between you Comtract Ne. -
and the. Department ?—No.

49€2. Is there any other matter connected with the Canadian Pacific
ilway which you wish to explain ?—No ; nothing else.

e ——— e . —

b r 'S axam; : X : q - CHARLES
CHARLES W HITEHEAD'S examination continued : WHITEMEAD.
By the Chairman :— Railway €on-
struction—

4983. Do you know anything about the arrangement between your Comtract No.14.
father, the contractor for section 15, and Sifton, Ward & Co., contractors Agreement
for 14, respectively, for the finishing of the east end of section 14 ?—I *& itk Siron &
ad some conversation with the contractors, Ward & Farwell, as to ©°:
the completing of it.
Farwell suggested

4984. How was that conversation brought about ?—Between Mr. to witness that

4arwell and myself. He suggested the propriety of my father doing shomg finane"

the work. work at east end
of contract 14.

4985. Did I understand that at this time you were acting for your
father ?—Yes; he sugyested the propriety of doing the work for Sifton,
ard & Co., and completing that particular fill—this heavy fill.
Y so doing, their price, if allowed for extra haul, would be some-

thing over $1 per yard. Nature of negott

4986. Was that understood to be the result at that time ?—Yes, ationsas to doing
that was his agreement, you will understand, with me, that we should ™™
“do it for them, and that would be the result if it was done for them—
that they would get the extra haul, which would bring up the total to
Over $1 per yard. I told them I did not think the Government
Would stand thatkind of deal; that they would not haveit. I told him that
If we did complete it we would complete it under the Government, but I
did not think my futher would complete it for them. I advised with
Iy father to that effect—not to complete it for Sifton, Ward & Co. ; and s nycipated price
Whatever arrangements he might make to make them through the for completing fiil
overnment for the completion. I told him I thought there would be snding the earth
o difficulty in getting 40 cts. per yard for completing it. at their own risk,

4987. Was that to include all the haul rece:sary ?—Yes.
By Mr. Keefer : —
4988, Taking the earth from the same place ?—Wherever we could
get it,
By the Chairman :—-
4989. Finding it at your own risk ? —Finding it at our own risk and
&illing it for 40 cts.
4990. What did that lead to ?2—Mr. Marcus Smith came along just
about this time—just after this conversation had occurred—and [ told
. Smith that I thogfbt my father would fill it for that price—for
40cts, per yard. Mr,Ward was up about that time. He spoke to me about
1t and said that he wanted that we should do it. Henry Sifton—I don’t
00w whether he is one of the contractors or not, but he was doing that

ond of the contract—wanted to fill it himself, so Mr. Ward told me,
ut that he would not listen to anything of the kind, that he had
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Contract No. 14 o1 0ugh’ of 14, and he wanted that wo should do the balance of the
Agreement

With sifton & Work for the Government and that they should be relieved of it.
Co. 4991. Was that what Mr. Ward wanted >—Yes; that they should be
‘Ward desired to

have hisfirm  relieved of the contract, and that we were to complete it.
relieved of the

contract,and that 4992, Do you mean that that portion of the line which you were to-
hitehead o un- finish should no longer be dealt with as between them and the

finished work.  (overnment ?—Yes; and that we should complete it.

4993. That it should be dealt with as if it were never part of the
contract ?—Yes.

4394. Do you know whether his partners agreed to that proposition ¥
—1 talked to Mr. Farwell afterwards and he seemed to think so.

4995, Was it from that talk with Mr. Farwell that you understood
he agreed to it ?~Yes, I think so; they all seemed to be agreeable to
it at the time,

4996. Was it spoken of between you and Mr. Farwell after you had
had the talk with Mr. Ward, as a matter that should be regarded as if it
had never been in any way part of their contract ?—Yes; that was the
understanding with me. Every time I talked with him and every con-
versation I had, I think that they were glad to get rid of it.

4997. Did he lead you to understand that he was willing that the
matter should be arranged as Mr. Ward proposed ?—I did not tell him
anything about what Mr. Ward had said to me.

4998. On a similar basis, then ?—Yes ; he seemed to be quite satisfied
with the arrangemeut.

4999. Were you present at the time the arrangement was concluded
between your father and them ?—No; I generally talked these mat-
ters up, and then told my father what would be best to do, and then he
did that part of the business here. I gave him my ideas what I
thought he ought to get, and what it would be done for.

5000. So that what you knew of the final arrangements was fromr

conversations before that with Ward, Farwell and Henry Sifton ?—Yes;.
and with my father afterwards.

5001. Is there any other matter connected with the finishing of the
line upon which you wish to give evidence ?—No ; there is not.

5002. Do you know whether the agreement between Farwell and
your father was submitted to any legal gentleman ?—I am not certain.
I recollect telling him, however, at the time to be suve that he did not
have anything to do with Sifton, Ward & Co., that we wanted our
transaction to be with the Government entirely.

5003. Did I understand that you managed generally the affaira of
your father in connection with this work ?—On the work entirely, and
when he was away I managed his finances here. When he was away
I would go into town, but my business was chiefly to attend to the work.

5004. Did you at any time attend to work for him at other places;
at Ottawa, for instance >—I did not do much for him at Ottawa.

5005. Did you have any transactions for him at any time with Mr.
Helpiog News- y y y

papers ao. . Mackintosh, on his account ?—I do not know anything about the Mac-
Xnows nothing kintosh affair, only from hearsay. I do not know anything of my own
with Mackintosh. KnOWledge.
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8006. Did you assist in dealing with Mr. Mackintosh as to the return Z0mtract Ne.14.
of any money or paper, or anything of that kind ?—Yes ; I did not go
1o Mackintosh myself, but I had my father's attorney go to him. cent Baln to
en aln

5007. Who was that 7—Mr. Bain. Mackintosh for
acceptances.

5008. Was Mackintosh here?—No. Mr. Bain was in Ottawa.

5009. Wus that Mr, Bain of the firm of Bain & Blanchard ?— Yes.

5010. Did you know Mackintosh personally, at that time?—Yes,
have seen him. I think I saw him when I was down there, but I never
mentioned about the transaction to him.

5011. Was it done entirely through your attorney and Mackintosh ?
~—Yes; it was done with Mr. Bain.

5012. What was the result of the transaction ?—I think he got back Amept%ncesltom
my father’s acceptances for about $11,000. yonhor 11

5013. Did you see those acceptances ?—I think I have, but I would
0ot be certain.

5014. Were they got back by Mr. Bain at the time that you were
there 7—Yes ; they were got back in December last.

5015. Had they matured before that, or were they running ?—I
Would not be sure, but I thick they were running.

5016. Did you say you do not know whether you saw them then or
at any time since >—I think I have seen them here at Mr. Bain's
office, but I would not be sure; I know he got them.

5017. Who was it retained Mr. Bain at that time ?—I think it was
4 great deal through myself.

5018. Did you take any part in the instructions to Mr. Bain ?—
olyin this way: I felt that my father had been— I donot know how
%0 put it exactly. He went and got the acceptances back. I knew that
© acceptances had been given in this way: when my father was
away some of those acceptances would come up here; some of them I
Would pay, but others I would allow to go to protest. I wanted to
Bow from my father if Mackintosh had other acceptances, and he said
he had, but he did not know how much. Mr. Bain and I had talked
€ matter over as we would any of my father’s business transactions,
and Mr. Bain, as well as myself, thought it was only right that we
" 8hould endeavour to get the acceptances back. I do not know that my
father said that we were to get them back. Those were matters I very
fequently said nothing to himn about until I got them made right.

5019, Then you did what you thought was in his interest, sometimes
without his authority >—Yes, when I felt that he had been swindled.
hat is the ides.

5020. Did you say that those acceptances would sometimes come up
paid by you ?—Yes, when my futher was away ; otherwise I would
Bever know of them at all,

5021. Can you say what all the acceptances given by him 10 rotal amount or
Mackintosh would amount to, judging from what you have seen?—I accoptances glven
Would not be quite positive ; I should say over $30,000. .

5022, Have you any means of knowing how much of them has been
Paid from your knowledge of your father's business ?—I could not say
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how much has been paid, but I think something over $20,000 in round
About $20,000 paid

numbers, I may be mistaken; it may be more, it may be less, but I
have that idea from what I kave seen.

5023. Do you know, or have you any reason to believe, that any gift,
or promise, or advantage, was promised or made by your tather to any
one, on account of this transaction: the contract for section 15 ?2—I do
not know of any. Remuneration 4o you mean ?

5024. It may have been a bonus; I am speaking of gifts as well as
remuneration, or any kind of advantage?—I do not know. I cannot
say that I do.

5025. You are aware that he has given something to Sutton &
Thompson and something to Charlton ? =Yes; from what he tells me.

5026. And this amount to Mackintosh ?—Yes; from what he tells me
I know thut he has given to Mackintosh, and from those acceptances
coming forward 10 him when I was acting for him.

5027. Did you ever have any conversation at all upon the subject
with Mackintosh ?—No; I did not wish to have. The oualy conversa-
tion I bad about the matter would be with my father, and that was not
of a very pleasing character, as1 was exasperated at him doing anything
so silly.

5028. Was there anything else about this matter upon which you
wished to give evidence ?—No; I do not know that there is,

D)
SUTHERLAND Winnipea, Monday, 20th September, 1880.

J 3 .
Fort Frances HusH SUTHERLAND, sworn and examined :

By the Chairman :—
Resident in Win- .
vipeg during six  5029. Where do you live ?—In Winnipeg.

years.
5030. How long have you lived here ?—I have been here off and on
for six years, but I did not come here to reside permanently until about
a year ago—that is I did not bring my family here until last winter;
but still I may say I am resident here for six years.

5031. Was this your headquarters for business purpises ?—Yes, this
was my headquarters; in the summer time especially.

5032. Where was your principal residence before a year ago?—In
this country. Of course I was travelling backwards and forwards
through the country and down to Ontario.

5033. Were you engaged on any business connected with the Canadian
Pacific Railway at any time ?—Nothing, unless the Fort Frances Lock
is included in that. That is the only thing.

5034. Assuming that to be a portion of the works of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, then you were ?—Yes.

Took charge of 5035. When were you first engagel in that ?—I think I first took
Frances Lock at Ccharge of that work in 1875. -
the opening of

wavigation, 1875 5036. What time of the year ?— About the opening of navigation.

5037. In what capacity were you engaged ? —I suppose it was in the
capacity of superintendent of the different works —really inspector.
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L5038. Inspector of what ?—Of various public works. Fort Frances

ock was a portion, and the Government Buildings west at Battleford
and Fort Pelly.

5039. Do you mean that you were engaged inspecting works of Character in
Sther persons, and managing works ?—Not being permanently located T iioyea "
10 any one place I look on my capacity as more inspector than local
TManager. There were men appointed under me, and it was my duty to
80 from place to place and report.

5040. Iad you power to direct the operations as well as inspect
em ?—Yes; I had power to direct the operations in anything that
Came within my instructions,

. 5041, Then whatever may have been the name of the office, it was
!N fact manager as well as inspector ?—I presume it was; it would be
More that of general manager, 1 suppose.

5042. Had you any written instructions when you first took charge of Received written
the Locks at Fort Frances ?—Yes ; I always received written instructions [i3tructions from
'om time to time on what to proceed with.

5 5043. From whom did these instructions come generally 2—Generally
.fom the Secretary of the Public Works Department, upon the author-
ity, 1 suppose, of the Minister. It generally comes from the Secretary.

5044. You assume, of course, that they were properly authorized ?
~Yes; I supposo so.

. 5045. Did you report to the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Fleming, at any Always sent his
ime ? _No, I think my reports were all sent to the Secretary of the [ePOTl2 Lo Brere-
~ublic Works Department, because it was from that Department I got Works.

8tructions ; of course I reported to him.

. 5046. Were the operations directed by the Engineer-in-Chief ?—Some- Sometimes con-

1ted Engineer—~
Imes he was consulted. th-Cnief. ©

5047. By you ? —Yes, occasionally I consulted him; but I always
Understood that my directions came from the Department. 1 did not
10w whether there was any difference. My instructions came from
n ez Secretary. 1 do not know whether they came through the engi-
rs,

D 5048. You did not consider yourself a subordinate of the Engincers’
epartment ?—No ; I had nothing to do with the engineers at all, except
Ome person who was appointed specially for my work.

5049. Was any person appointed to take charge of engineering mat-
tr8 on that work ?7—Yes.

. 9050, Who was that ?—I believe the first one appointed was Mr. Mor- Mortimer ap-
er, a civil engineer. pointed ag
) g engineer.

5051, What was his duty ?—He located the works at Fort Frances On his departure
20d surveyed them; then Mr. Hazlewood personally inspected them Nowan acted.
w“ gave instructions. After that Mr. Mortimer was sent away some-

ere, and subsequently Mr. Rowan did anyth ng that was required in

© engineering line.

5052. Do I understand that Mr. Mortimor resided at the Locks when
lz)was employed there ?—No; he was surveying in the vicinity of the
o cks before we commenced to have a local engineer in that part of the
Otlllmtry' This work was assigned to him until he was removed to some

er place, and then Mr. Hazlewood took charge.
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5053. Did Mr. Hazlewood reside there ?—No, he resided at Thunder
Bay; but he was very often over the line.

5054. Over what line 7—The Dawson route to Fort Frances.

5055, Who succeeded Mr. Hazlewood 7—I think Mr. Rowan followed
Mr. Hazlewood.

5056. Did he reside there ?—No ; he vesided here. Mr. Rowan visited
the place too.

5057. Was there any engineer in charge of the works?—No, there
was no other engineer in charge of works; there was a leveller sent
there for a short time, but he was there under Mr. Hazlewooi or Mr-
Mortimer. I think Mr. Mortimer, Mr. Hazlewood, and Mr. Rowan are
the only three engincers that had anything to do with it.

5058. What proportion of the time do you think Mr. Mortimer spent
at these works ?—He had his headquarters there, and his office and hi3
survey parties were out not very far from there, in ditferent directions.
That was bis headquarters, so he spent a considerable portion of his
time there.

5059. When Mr. Mortimer left, how far had the work progressed ?—
Really I cannot say just now. He first surveyed the work, laid out all
the works, put down all the pickets, made sections of it, drew the plans;
then he was sert off for a while and came back again—he was back and
forward. I-could not tell when he left there, but Mr. Mortimer and
Mr. Hazlewood were sometimes theve together. The way I understand
the thing—Mr. Hazlewood was chief man and Mr. Mortimer was carry-
ing out bis instructions.

,5060. You think that Mr. Mortimer left the place before the actual
works of construction were commenced ’—No; he was there a long
time doing works of construction. After laying the work out he went
away for a short time, came back again, and he was there a consider-
able time during the progress of the work that year or next year; bub
it is pretty hard to say from memory : people change about so often
there from one place to another.

5061. Did you get a plan of the Lyck from Mr. Mortimer ?—T did-

5062. Do you know where that is now ?—I might be able to find it-
I do not know whether one of the engineers or my assistant, who was
left in chargo, has it. 1 do not think there would be any difficulty 1
tinding it.

5063. Daring all the time that those works were going on was there '
any person resident at that place who had charge of Goverment
interests, a3 far as engineering was concerned ?—Not always; there
were just the engineers I have mentioned who were travelling about
from place to place. Sometimes they were resident there. Mr. Mor-
timer had his headquarters there; and Mr. Hazlewood frequently came®
over the line, he made his headquarters there in his progress west..
think further this way Mr. Rowan had charge of this end. That wa3
the extent of his route, from Thunder Bay to Fort Frances.

5064. What proportion of time after the works were commenced d®
you think that any vne representing the Government interests was con-
stantly at the works—I mean Government interests in engineerirg ?—
I could not say, but I could say this: that there was no permanen
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€hgineer in charge. It would be very hard for me to sum up the time
that all these men were there.

5065. Do you think that one day in the week was spent there by
Some Government engineer, putting all the days together? ~[t might
® possible.

5066. I mean to ask if you can tell?—No; Idid not keep any record
of their time.

5067. Then at present you are not able o say that any person stayed
2 much as one duy in the week at the works inspecting the engineer-
g ?—No engineer was.

5068, In the absence of any engineer,who looked after the engineering 1n the absence of
Portion of the work ?—That was left to the foreman over the works, g‘g}"‘;’:&ff’,{gnd_
f course, the engineering of that work was not very great anyway. ed engineering

here was nothing very difficult about it, and after the plans were ¥Ork:

Once drawn out and the levels all taken, it was not a very hard matter

to get along, because it was very plain work; and if we at any time I2cases &2‘;};&’
ad any doubt about it being at the proper levels, we always had had recourse to

access to some of the engineers, Mr. Hazlewood at one end and Mr. gither Hazlewood
owan at this end. On one occasion we sent for Mr. Rowan to come

Out there. We thought there was something wrong with the levels,

4nd he went out and settled it. There was not much difficulty after all.

 5069. When you say “we,” who do you mean ?—Myself, if I happened
be there, or the foreman of the works, Mr. Thompson.

5070. How much of the time did you happen to be there ?—I had, of
Courge, 10 travel about 1,200 miles. I suppose I made two or three visits
uring the summer there, and then up to Saskatchewan.

. 5071. How long would each of those visits be ?—I would remain cparacter of
ere sometimes a week, sometimes two weeks; it just depended on supervision of
OW much there was to unravel, and how much T had to do. If I )

thought they were getting along well I did not stay long, and if they

Were not I used to stay until they were all right.

5072. How long used these visits to be >—Sometimes a week—1I have
!’90!1 thero only a day or two—and sometimes two weeks, if not longer;
1t would depend on the distance of my visits. The longer 1 was away
the longer I used to remain at the Lock when I returned.

5073. In the absence of the engineer, you say the foreman would
® charge of the works ? —Yes. :

5074. Who was he 2—Matthew Thompson. son, Toreman P
5075. Where does he live now ?—At West Lynne.

5076. Had you any authority to direct the works in preference to
T ompson—I mean had he higher authority than you, ora lower one ?
I\He referred any matters to me, and generally when I arrived there

Went over the whole thing with him and gave him advice; gave
8Cisions in anything that was not engineering. Of course, in that

Case, he always had access to the engineers at this end of the line or
© other.

5077. Whore had you lived before you got this situation 2—At Orillia.
. 5078, What was your business there ?—I was a contractor.
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Engaged all his 5079. Had you any practical knowledge of works?—Yes; I have
e traaima®t been at works all my life.

5080. What sort of works >—General contracting : both on railroad
works and buildings.

5081. Contractors are sometimes only parties who contract to build,
but take no active part in the work ; bad you any actual knowledge of
the work ?—Yes; 1 sometimes contracted for work. I might be con-
sidered a practical contractor, because I worked at it from the time I
was fifteen years of age in various branches.

5082. Had you any practical work on locks or canals ?7—No.

5083. But you were put in chargo of this work, I understand, in
order to direct others 7—Yes; that was so far as carrying out of plans
was concerned. Of course I had not the drafting of any plans. The
flans were put in my hands and I was asked if | could carry them out.

said, of course. Of course the engineering difficulties were settled by
engineers.

5084. Besides the management of the Liocks, did you look after any
other interests of the Government ?—Yes,

5085. What other interests ?—The Government buildings at Battle-
ford, Fort Peolly and Swan River.

5086. Had you charge of any expenditure atthe Locks ?—There was
a paymaster appointed for paying everything.

i])g‘;'?n &g‘g;?' 5087. Who wae he ?2—Mr. John Logan

5088. Where does he live now ?—He lives in Ontario; I do not know
exactly where. The last place I know of him residing was at Walker-
ton, He was at Walkerton at the time he was appointed by the Govern-
ment. :

Manner in which 5089, Do you mean that money was placed into his hands to be

payments were  expended as he might direct 2—No; I had to countersign his cheques-
He was accountant; he examined all accounts as to their validity,
recommended all payments in connection with the works, and made
out the cheques. Of course we had certain periods for paying: and
when [ went into Fort Frances this was part of my work, to couanter-
sign these cheques and make out a statement and pay the men.
was principally confined to wages. The accounts for supplies were
certified and sent direct to tho Department; the Department issu
cheques directly to the parties from whom supplies were purchased.

Supplies. 5090. Who certified to supplies ?—I certified to them, or Mr. Logan

How supplies  certified to them. A portion of our supplies—I may say, in fact, a very

were procured  Jgpoe portion of them—were purchased by the purveyor of the Canadiab
Pacific Railway.

$5091. Who was that?—He is now a Police Magistrate down below,
Mr. Bethune.

5092, Where does he live now ?—I do not know ; I understand some-
where at Cornwall ; he is Police Magistrate at Corowall, I think.

5093. Where did he live then?—His head office was at Prince
Arthur’s Landing ; he was purveyor of the Canadian Pacific Railway-
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5094. Who informed him as to the quantity of supplies which would Supplics,
required for this work ?—I presume the order would go from me.
presume the list would be made up by somebody else,

5095. Did it happen that supplies were sometimes ordered when you If witness was
Were away ?—Yes ; no doubt that is the case. B ondere for
5096. How did those orders go from you ?—They would be sent to Herhane at
Mr. Bothune at Prince Arthur’s Landing ; if they were short of any- Prince Arthurs

. - ) c - Landing.
thing he had instructions to send anything that they were in need of. nene

5097. Then those orders would not go through you?—No; if I
happened to be away they would not go through me.

5098. But you say there were orders sent for supplies at times when
Yyou were away ?—Yes. They had a Government store at Prince
Arthur’s Landing from which they dealt out supplies.

5099. T am not speaking of dealing them out at the landing, but of
getting them from Mr. Bethure, to be dealt out at the Locks. Who was
responsible for orders going to Mr. Bethune? You say that you
were if you happened to be there ?—I think I gave the greater portion
of the orders.

5100. Supposing there was. only one order given when you were
Away, who was responsible for giving it ?—Mr, Thompson and Mr.
gan generally consulted : the paymaster and foreman. 1f they came
to the conclusion that they werc going to run out of apy particular line
of provisions, then they made out an order and sent it down to Mr.
thune,

5101, If you were iresent, who would give these orders besides your-
8elf 7-—I would give them, I suppose, or I would endorse their order;
Perhaps, in both cases.

5102. Was there not some person there who was responsible for Thompson
3scertaining the supplies required, and who would bring their report to [esbonsible for
you?—Yes. the supplies

required.
5103. Who was that person ?—Mr. Thompson,

5104. In getting supplies from other persons besides the Government
Purveyor at Thunder Bay, what was the system ?—The system was,
Where we had an opportanity, to take prices from different parties and

uy from the cheapest.

5105. When you say “ we,” who do you mean ?—I am speaking of
lyself and the Government party. :

5106. Do you mean, in speaking of supplies ordered from Mr.
Bethune, that you individually decided on the articles required and
rranged for their purchase ?—Yes; I think so. I think that I gave the
Orders. There may have been some small orders, but I did the principal
Part of it myself.  Generally they made arrangements in the winter for

® summer supplies. They went around taking prices for flour, gro-
Ceries of different kinds, &c., and gave the order for about what they

ought we would require.

. 5107, Where would you go to get prices 7—In Toronto and different Witness as a rule
Plaeeg gave orders and
* ot his prices at

'oronto and else-

a 5108. Would you go there to get prices ?—Every winter I had to go where.
OWun to Ottawa, and after I would get my first instruction about how
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many men [ would bave, I cou'd make out all these lists myself. I
knew from practical experience how much we would require, and made
out my orders in that way. Then I would get prices and give somo
person an order, and certify to this account when the goods were
shipped.

5109. When you certified to those accounts for supplies, would yon
have knowledge of your own whether they had been supplied or not ?
—We would have shipping receipts of railway or steamboat, or what-
over way they were shipped.

5110. And were these receipts based on your certificate as to quan-
tities supplied ?—Yes; of course we had a further check. If there was

anything short we had the opportunity of following it up aund seeing
whether it was shipped at all or not, and corrected it in that way.

5111. When those supplies reached the Locks, who had the custody
of them ?—Mr. Logan, at first.

5112. Was he called paymaster ?—Paymaster and store-keeper; but
he could not perform the duties of both offices, they were too much for
him.

5113. Was there a building devoted entirely to the keeping of these
supplies >—There was,
5114. A separate building ?—Yes.

5115. And had Mr. Logan charge of that as store keeper at first ?—
Yes; but he had un assistant. e supervised it.

5116. Who was his assistant ?7—He had different clerks there. 1
could give the names of several, Messrs. Warren Marr, Bentley and
Wilson, that is all I recollect of being in the Store Department,

5117. Where does Marr live now ?—In Ingersoll, I think.
5118. What is Bentley’s first name ?—L. R,
5119. Where does he live ?—I think he is in Chicago.

5120. Did he live at Orillia ?—No ; never. He was a hardware mer-
chant here for years.

5121, What is Wilson’s first name >—G. M. Wilson ; ho lives bere.

5122. Who engaged these men as clerks to the paymaster?—I
engaged them.

5123. Where did Marr come from ?—Icgersoll.

5124. Did you engage them down in Ontario ?—Generally; I had
apFlications in writing from different parties, when I woald go down
below. Then, before the navigation opened, I had always to engage 8
cenain number of men, because I had to discharge the men in the
winter, and I had some point for them to meet me at.

5125. Do you remember where Bentley came from? —He came from
here, I engaged him here.

5126. Do you remember where Wilsen came from ?—From Toronto-
5127. The expenditure, then, was directly on account of labour for

vaork and on account of supplies for persons engaged on the works ?—
es.
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5128. Do you remember any principal branch of expenditure ?— Vg.Ses, snd
Wages was tZe principal branch of expenditure; the principal amount wuges principat

of money that was paid out by the paymuaster was paid for wages. In

Nearly all cases, as far as possible, we sent the accounts to Ottawa ; we d

Were instructed to do so.

5129. Do you mean accounts for labour ?—For supplies. Of course
We could not do that for wages, as men had to be paid the same as other
People, from time to time, and that could not be done any other way.

5130. You think supylies would be paid for at Ottawa: I mean those

"Y‘lpplief, not furnished from the Government stores at Thunder Bay ?—
8.

5131. Did you pay yourself for any suppiies furnished ?—No ; unless
there would be some small quantity for a travelling outfit, or something
of that kind.

5132. Who had charge of the principal office at the Locks, where the
oks and accounts were kept ?—I suppose the principal offico would
the paymaster’s office, that is Mr. Logan’s.

5133. Who was head book-keeper ?—My brother.

5134. What was his name ?—James.

5135. What would his duty be ?—He kept the books—all the accounts;
e men’s time ; in fact, he kept all the accounts.

5136. Was there a separate set of books for Lock works ? ~Certainly.

5137. When was he engaged ?—I think he was engaged with the
first outtit.

5138. Did you engage him ?—Yes.

5139. Had he chargo of the moneys ?—No, the paymaster had charge
the money; he could render whatever assistance the paymaster
Wanted in making out the accounts.

5140. But I understand his duty was onl{ to make entries of trans-
Actions accomplished by other persons ?—Yes.

5141. Had John Logan charge of the money ?—The money was
d?pOsited to my credit in the Ontario Bank; but it could not be drawn
Without, a cheque drawn by Mr. Logan, paymaster, and countersigned

Y myself. We had forms of cheques.

M514‘-’. What bank was that?—Wae first commenced, I think, in the
B:l‘ﬁhant's Bank, and then the account was changed to the Ontario
nk,

th5143. Do I understand that no Government money was taken from
ale bank, except to pay some of those matters to which you have
luded, that is, either wages or supplies 7—That comprised the princi-
Al ex}penditure. .

e 5144. And the mauner of taking it would be by cheques, signed or
Ountersiyned by you and signed by Mr. Logan ?—Yes.

& 5145, Which bank had the first account ?—The Merchant’s Bank at
™t; but I do not think they had anything to do with the Fort Frances

Count, [ think it was the Ontario Bank. The Fort Frances accounts.

Sre kept in the Ontario Bank altogether.
22
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5146. Did it remain at the Ontario Bank until you had finished tho
works at the Locks ?—It did.

5147. Was there any change in the paymaster—did any person suc
ceed him before the work was finished ?—No.

5148. Then he revised all payments made out of Government moneys,
on account of wages ?-~—Yes.

5149. And on account of those small supplies which were not paid at
Ottawa 7—Yes.

5150. During the period that you were employed on behalt of the
Government, during the years that you named, did you carry on aby
private business ?—No; none.

5151. Nor speculations ?— I might have purchased some land or
something of that kind, but I did not carry on any regular business.

5152. Did you purchase pine limits ?—No.

5153. Are you interested in any pine limits purchased during that
period 7—No.

5154. Did you at any time send men to look up pine limits or any
other kind of land ?—Not during that time.

~ 5155. Not while you were in Government employment ?—No ; except
for Government work.

5156. For the timber required for the Locks, do you mean ?—Yes.

5157. Were men employed at the expense of the Government to hunt
up timber ?—Yes.

5158. Did you become interested in uny of the land that these men
found Y—No.

5159. Was the money paid out of the Ontario Bank in sums just
sufficient to meet the cheques of Mr. Logan and yourself, upon the
expenditure you have described ?—Yes.

5160. In what shape would the money go through for these purposes
—1I mean would it be by cheque or by letter ?—Large sums: we woul
pay these by cheques; but in paying the men we had to carry money
out there; sometimes I carried it out and sometimes the paymastel
would. :

5161. In what shape would the money go to the Ontario Bank for
you from Ottawa ?—In the shape of a warrant.

5162. To what account would the amount of the warrant be credited ¥
—Fort Frances, if it was for I'ort Frances.

5163. Was that the name of the account ?—Yes ; Fort Frances Lock:
My name would be attached to it, of course, as superintendent, and
perhaps Mr. Logan’s, I do not know. 1 never saw the bank account
but our cheques were headed Fort Frances Cinal, Department of Publi¢
Works, &c. We would make a requisition f->m time to time for tbi®
money—Mr. Logan and myself—to Ottawa; we would request them by
a certain date to put 80 much money to our credit, and stating what W°
wanted it for as near as we could.

5164. You say that the money you would draw out sometimes iP
large sumy, for the purpose of paying wages, &c., would have to
carried down to the Locks?—Yes.
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61G6. By whom ?—Generally by Mr. Logan or myself. Faymens.
5166. I snppose that would appear in the books of the establishment ?

—Yes; but we made out a cheque in that shape, and we would say, to

pay wages of men, because any man who would take a cheque for his

account we would give it to him, but if they would not take cheques

we would have to have money ; some men would not take cheques.

No public money

5167. Did any of these moneys that came from the Government for ever passed to

these public purposes ever pass to your private credit ?—No. edi e privaie
5168. Was the account always kept in an official shape ?—Yes. Supplies.

5169. Was there any person at the Locks who had a private store of Private stores at
goods, and who sold on their own account ?—Yes. Locks.

5170. Who was that ?—Mr. Fowler, the Hudson Bay Co., Mr. Wilson,
Mr. Phair and Mr. McKinnon had stores; those are all I recollect of
Just now.

5171. Is this the same Wilson who was clerk to the Government
establishment ?—Yes.

5172. He was not carrying on this business at the same time ?—No ; Wilson resigned

he resigned his position with the Government, and opened that store. Bimamen ang

5173. Was the Government store carried on after he resigned ?— opened store.
8.

5174. For how long ?—TUntil the work was closed. He had a store
of h's own. .

51%5. Is he any connection of yours ?—No; none whatever.

5176. Had he any business transactions with you ?—Nothing further
than I knew him for a number of years to be a good business man.

e wags in busiuess in Orillia at one time, and it was on the strength Management of
of that I gave him the position. worlk.

5.77. Who would be answerable for the labourers performing a proper Foreman respon~
amount of labour while they were under pay ?—The foremen over the of work.
different branches of the work. There was a foreman for each branch.

here was a rock foreman and a timber foreman.

2I1‘78. Do you remember who was the rock foreman ?—R. R. B R MclLennan,
ennan.

5179. And the other >—Warren Oliver was the timber foreman. rarren Oltver,

5180. You not being there much of the time, you could not, of course,
®xercise much supervision on that snbject?>—No. Of course they had
the plans and specifications to conform to as well as I had. Everything
Wag supposed to be done under plans and specifications, and these
foremen wero to see that the men performed their duties.

5181. Who made the arrangements for the procuring of meat for the
Men, and necessaries of that kind ?—Anytning outside of the two
departments I have mentioned, these would come under Mr. Thompson,

[}
5182. And the details of the providing of necessaries, such as hay,

¥0tatoes and oats ?—That was managed by Mr. Thompson, the general
Oreman,

5183. Was Bentley under Logan, the paymaster, all the time thathe
Was there 7—No.

223
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5184. T understood you to say that Bentley was a clerk to Logan ?—
He was ; but when he had not anything to do in the store he kept the
time of the men and assisted at the office, or at anything that was to
be done. Of course, there were times when there was a great deal to
be done in the store, and there were times when there was very little
to do in the store.

5185. Do you remember about the time that Wilson became in-
terested in the store of his own ?—1I cannot give the date.

5186. After he became interested on his own account, do you know
of any transactions by which supplies ordered for the Government
were disposed of to him, by sale or exchange, or anything in that
direction 7—No; nothing further than we had ran several accounts
with all those traders, as we called them there. Tf we were short of
tea, sugar, rice or anything of that kind, we would have to buy them
to the best advantage until our own supplies were obtained. We
borrowed them sometimes.

5187. Did you take part in any transaction by which he became
owner of any property first ordered for the Government ?—Yes.

5188. What were those transactions 7—At first we were supplying
our men—the Government I am speaking of now—from the (Ezovern-
ment store, with tobacco, boots, clothes, &c. There was a necessity
for it, in the first place, because there was no store or place there
where you could get those things except from the Hudson Bay Co.,
at very high prices; but after I had worked it that way for a while I
found that it entailed a complication of accounts, and there was a great
deal of dissatisfaction. The men had the idea that because the stuff
belonged to the Government, they should get it for nothing, so I
thougit ¥ would stop the whole thing, as there were traders coming in
there to supply stuff. 1 made a proposition to the paymaster to get rid
of what little stutff we had left, to sellit out to some trader there and
take other stuff for it—take such stuff as we could eat, and to give
them boots, tobacco and othor things in exchange, and have them
valued ata fair price. Wilson was the man who took it. Mr. Thompson
and Mr. Logan took an inventory of what stuff we had, and made the
exchange with Wilson in that way, and got back stuff from him,
After that the men could buy their boots and tobacco and clothes
wherever they liked, as there were other stores there then. I con-
sidered that was the best way for the Government.

|
5189. Who were the two men who valued the stuff >—Thompson
and Logan.

5190. Did they value what was sold to Wilson as well as what was.
got from Wilson in exchange 7—Yes.

5191. Were there entries of these goods exchanged made in the
books ?2—Yes; it is all as clear as a pike staff. There was a very great
deal of misapprehension about that, and I am very glad that you asked
the question.

5192, Have you ever prepared any statement for the Govm'nmen%
from those books, showing this transaction among others ?—I think it
is likely. All our statements of accounts, I think, were sentfrom time
to time to the Department. Of course that would come under Mr.
Logan’s charge particularly.
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5193. But it would probably be certified by you before going to the ®ook-keeping.
Department ?—No; no certificate would be necessary unless payment
Wwas required.

5194, Do you remember at one time you were asked to make up a

statement from the books ?—Yes; 1 was asked on several occasions.
Do you mean of the general business ?

5195. Yes; and the results of the business ?—Yes.

. 5196. When you were arked to make up that statement it is not
likely that Logan would make it up ?—Yes.

519/. Was he the person asked by the Government ?—No.

. 8198, Did you not finally prepare a statement of the books and send
1t to the Government ?—I do not remember.

5199. Do you not remember that when Dr. Bown wanted the Refused togive

oks you said you conld not give them because you had to prepare & Bown, because
statement for the Government ?—Yes. he had to prepare

a statement.
5200. Did you prepare that statement ?—Yes.

5201. Did that statement show the particulars of that transaction ?
—That transaction would be reported long before that. ‘

5202. That statement that you speak of having prepared would no®
be made by Mr. Logan only ?—He would make it up in all probability,
and I would sign it. 1t 1t related to stores, of course it would come
under him.

5203. Will those books show all the transactions that were done po.nis Logac's

1 —_ i . . i the transactions
under him ?—1I think so ; I have never looked at them since. which &,ok o
under him.

5204. Where are they now ?—Mr. Logan has all the books of the
Store.

5205. Had he books of his own as well as the Government books ?— Logan took the
hey were Government books. Of course when he went away from Jovernment —.—.
here he took all his books with him.

5206. Did he remain in the service after you did ?—Yes; he was Logan the last
about the last man on. He was left of course as paymaster, to settle ™anon the work,
up all the little accounts.

5207. Had you any books showing these transactions kept by James Diher books kept
Sutherland ?—Yes. transactions.
8.
5208. When was that ?——We always kept books.

5209. T thought James Sutherland was in the employ of the Govern-
Ment ?—Yes ; we kept such books.

5210. Had you private books of your own ?—No.

5211. Then any books which James Sutherland kept were Govern-
Went, books ?—Yes,
JamesSutherland

. 52i2. W.s he employed at this time in any private capacity as dis- while in Govern~
tinct from the Government cmploy ?—No. Inent seryice

employed in no

. private capacity,
$213. So that if he had any books, or made any entries inthem, it :

Would be on behalf of the Government ?—Yes; his books were a check

£ a certain extent on Logan’s books. Of course Logan kept such books

OF himself ; there wore two sets. We had to keep track of Logan’s
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work as well as our own, in order to show a statement of the whole
thing. .

5214. Then the books that James Sutherland had charge of would be
books in which the transactions of Logan would appear as miuor trans-
actions 7—Yes; the books that my brother kept would contain, in all
probability, not all of Logan’s work, but as far as matters such as time
of men, money paid to them, and all that sort of thing was concerned.

5215. Would they not contain entries about supplies ?—Yes.

5216. Would there be any portion of the business recorded in Logan's
books which ought not to appear in James Sutherland’s books ?—I am
not exactly clear about that just now. You see it is so long ago, and 1
have so much other business on hand, I am not sure; but, of course, it
would be very easily ascertained.

5217. What I mean is this: the transactions of Logan were only a
part of the transactions of the whole concern ?—Yes.

5218. And that proportion of the transactions ought to appear in the
same shape in the general books ?—Yes, I think so; and I think they
did.

5219. So that the books in possession of James Sutherland would

really contain a record of the whole iransaction of Logan as well as
others 7—Yes.

62:0. Logan has possession of none of those books which James
Sutherland had custody of 7—No.

5221. Then as to those general books that James Satherland had
charge of, where are they ?—They are here in Winnipe%; but copies of
all of these accounts have, I presume, been filed in the Department.

5222. Have you the custody of these books now, or has James
Sutherland custody of them ?—I suppose we both have, as we are in
partnership; they are boxed up somewhere and put away in the store.
I suppose they can be found, there has been none of them lost as has
been reported.

5223. Has it been reported that they had been lost ?—Yes; it has
been rumoured to that effect.

5224. Have you heard any other rumours about anything improper
having taken place about the managen.ent, of the Locks ?—Yes; Ihave
heard a great many rumours, but it would only be idle talk to go over
them,

5225. It might help us if you wish to be asked about any of them ?
—I dare say you have heard more of them than I have.

5226. Have you heard that Wilson sometimes got property of the
Government at a low price, or without accounting for it at all ?—
Yes; I have heard a great deal of improper conduct attributed to Mr.
Wilson and to me.

5227. But you were not present at the Locks all the time ?—If he
got any property at a very low price, or without accounting for it, he
would be responsible forit. Of course I depended upon Mr. Thompson,
the local manager, to have everything properly carried out. I believe
he did. I know of nothing improper.
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5228, Do you know, in round numbers, the amount of money that ®xpenditure.

tame through your custody on account of the Locks ?—Really 1 could
Uot say now; it is a long time ago, and I have a large business to look
3fter, and a number of matters that bother me a good deal.

5229. Do you remember, in round numbers, whether the amount of
bour was more the first or second year ?—No; I do not.

5230. Would the books show that correctly, as far as you know ?—

Yes; I am inclined to think, though, without refreshing my memory

§I

have never looked at those books since I closed that work, although
might have done so if I liked), my impression was that the first

Year was larger than the second. I think there was a stoppage of the
Work at one time, and it strikes me it occurred the second year.

5231. As far as can be gathered from the books now at Ottawa, the Comparison be-

Arst year required about $37,000 for supplies, and about $39,000 for },ng';o‘r";};’:;}{gs
Wages—that is, the suppiies cost about as mauch as the labour, so that and wages.
Qe cost of keeping a man appears to be as much as be got for his

'8

.

bour ?— No.

5232, The two sums are very nearly equal ?—But that includes all
e plant and machinery as expenditure.

5233. What sort of plant ?—We had steam engines, boilers, hoisting

Tigs, and implements of all kinds. [ dare say it represented not the

Whole. I do not know how much the first year; but I have no doubt

it

represented altogether as much as you have put down there for

Supplies, $37,000.

5234. In the second year when there was no demand for that kind of

SXpenditure, the payments made, apparently, for supplies would be
‘30,000, and wages less than $20,000 ; so that in the second year a
Sum much more than the amount of wages was expended for supplies.
NOW, on your theory, how do you account for that ?—An additional sup-
Ply of machinery was, no doubt, purchased the second year. Idid ot
%ay it was all purchased the first year.

5235. T understood you to mean that it was all purchased in the first

Year ?—No; the first year’s operations we could not decide upon until
%o came into actual contact with the work, and until we knew what

W8 roquirel. The nature of the rock and all that sort of thing had to

looked into.
5236. When you purchased supplies in Ontario in the way you Supplies.

have described, how did you srrive at a knowledge of the trane- Supplies purchas.

A : . d gone
tion which would be most fuvourable to the Government ? Was it by tender, 1Y PY

®0der or by personal communication with the sellers ?— By tender.

ey often by tender. Generally by tender. Generally, if there was

0 time to tender, I would go round and take prices from merchants
Wygelf,

5237, Were these tenders invited by advertisements ?—Yes; all Transport a
e tenders and advertisements and everything was put on file in the D inn ltem of
Partment. '

tr;fas' 1 suppose a considerable portion of the expenditure was for

of the

Sport ?—Yes ; a very large portion was for transport. It was one
principal items in carrying on work in this country.
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”!}{EE:;;,‘_ 5239. Do you remember how you managed that ?—Well; the trans-
port would be principally performed here. Are you speaking of over-
land transport now, or rail ?

ﬁfl‘,‘fgﬂ;;’}g‘,"}i)dck 5240. Of land transport ?—Mr, Nixon, who was purveyor here for

In his advertise- | the Canadian Pacific Railway, invited tenders for his transport,and my
for transport for Supplies were given nearly to the same people, and he included mine

QCanadian Pacific gpd took the lowest tender.

Railway.
5241. Do you think that the supglies for the Locks were transported
by the same contract which carried the supplies for other portions of
the Pacific Railway ?—In some cascs; yes.

5242. And do you say that Mr. Nixon managed those when they
were united ?—Y es.
Relations with 5243. Do you know, of your own knowledge, by what system he
e oteer  yrrived at the prices P—For instance, I was at Ottawa in the spring of
the year. 1 was receiving my instructions for the summer’s operations;
and in order to get supplies down cheaply the contract for transport
should be let by a certain time in the spring. Where there is a large
quantity of supplies going together, of course it is done more cheaply-
1 would write up to Mr. Nixon to say that 1 had a considerable amount
of supplies. 1f 1 did not know the amount I would guess at it; and
knowing that he would advertise cvery year, 1 would say : *‘advertise 80
much for me.” If the application happened to be too late he would
advertise for me specially. If I happened to be here myself, of course
1 would do it myself; but whoever made the lowest tender for supplies
tor the Canadian Pacific Railway to Mr. Nixon generally got my work.

5244. Have you given the prices actually paid for transportation any
consideration ?—1 do not understand you.

5245. Have you considered whether it was a fair price, or too low, or
too high at any time ?—1I depended more upon Mr. Nixzon's judgment
than my own on that, because he had more experience; I presume be
always took the lowest tender. I do not think the price was higher
than other people paid.

5246. I mean have you considered that question at any time ?—Yes;
I know in one case (I think it was the first time I came here) I would
not accept the tenders at all that were given, I thought they were all
too high, and I wenton to perform the work myself; but by the
time I got half through with it, the same partics who tendered came 10
me and offered to undertake the thing for a little less, and I gave them
the balance of the work.
McKay and B
Alloway gotmost 5247, Who was the person who got most ot the work-of transporting

transporting supplies ?—The Honourable James McKay and Alloway.
supplies.

Alloway got most 5248. Was it pretty evenly divided between them ?—No; Alloway
©oF the work. got the most of it. 1 do not know but they were in partnership.

5249. You know it was said that they did share in equal proportion$
or in some way, either as partnership or by some other arrangement
—1 think they did the first year, and that is why I objected.

5250. Do you mean that they were not really competing tenders 7=
I do not think Alloway putin a tender at all at that time, but I though
McKay was putting up a job on me, as it were. My time was ve
limited, I could get but very few tenders at all, and thoughi McKay
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was influencing other parties to bid high, and then I went in hiring bt ,‘,’,',‘,:;“
men myself. V%hen he saw I was likely to succeed he offered to take it
_ cheaper, and I am satisfied in reference to that, that I got my supplies
out considerably cheaper than supplies were take. out for the Mounted
Police to the same place.

5251. Who managed that ?—Capt. Clarke was in charge that year.

Y5252. Do you mean that he managed the rate for transportation 7—
es.

5253. Do you remember the transaction about nitro-glycerine—I g}‘l'g‘%g%‘g"
think there was some left after the work was completed ?—Yex, head.

525+, What was that transaction 7—The Government sold it to
Whitehead.

5255. Who managed the sale >—I managed this sale, I think.

5256. Do you remember about what proportion of the actual cost
You received for that >—Very nearly the actual cost.

5257. Including transport ?—Including transport to Lake of the
oods,

. 5258. Mr. Mowbray’s name appears in the accounts at Ottawa; was
1t purchased from him ?—Yes. .

5259. Do you know whether that sale to Whitehead was made avail-
able to the Department in anyway ?— Yes.

5260. In what shape?—Department retained it, . think, from his
estimates. I certified to the account and sent it down to the Depart-

l;Ilent, and the Department collected it in some way, I do not know
ow.

5261. Would you be good enough to have that box of books sent here
for investigation by the Commission ?—Yes.

IL. 1, Forgrest, sworn aud examined : FORREST.
By the Chairman :— :;3:‘-3%‘3“
Ar 2
5262. Where do you live 7—At present at Tilford. Mahood’s.

5263. Where is Tilford ?—Four miles and a-half this side of Cross
ake, on contract 14,

5264. Have you been employed in connection with the Canadian
Pacific Railway ?—I have been employed since 1872.

5265. What time in that season ?-~In March; I was on the Inter-

colonial Railway since 1868, but was transferred to the Canadian Pacific
Railway in March, 1872.

5266. In what capacity were you first employed ?— As subordinate.

5267. You do not mean as one of the labourers?—No; as assistant
leveller, but not as one of the assistant engineers of the party.

5268. Was that upon exploration ?—I was assistant engincer on an Exploration from

“exploratory survey running from the North Thompson towards Chili- gt Thompson
Cotin Plains in British Columbia. Plains.
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’

By Mr. Keefer :—
5269. Whose party was it ?—Mr. Mahood’s.
By the Chairman : —

5270. Please describu the termini and course of that survey in such
a way that it can be mentioned in the notes ? —It is so long since—six
years—that I hardly recollect the points. We started from a point on
the North Thompson. above its junction with the Clearwater, and ran
1o the valley of the Blackwater Creek to Lake Mahood and Canim. I
think the western terminal point was about eight miles west of Lake
Canim. In connection with that survey there was a second line run
up the valley of the Clearwater to Lake Cunim.

5271. In which you took part ?—Yes. 1t was merely an alteration®
The first portion of the Blackwater was found impracticable and we
backed out. It seems to me it was known as Blackwater survey.

5272. At what time of the year did you commence operations?—
I think it was the latter part of May, 1872.

5273. Were you in charge ?—No ; Mr. Mahood was in charge ; but he
was absent in the Rocky Mountains, and 1 was temporarily in charge,
acting under instructions from Mr. McLennan.

5274. What was the size of your party ?—1I think about thirty all told.

5273. Can you describe the duties of the different members of the
party—I mean describe them by their different positions 7—Mr. Ireland
was runniong the level ; I was running the transit. We had two chain
men, picket men and a rod man. The remainder of the party was made
up of axe men and camp packers,

5296. How many axe men and camp packers 7—I do not recollect
rightly ; we were about thirty all told, including the staff.

5277. Where was your base of supplies?—At the junction of the
Clearwater and Thompson Rivers.

52'78. Had they been provided there for you, or did you take part in
etting them there ?—A large portion of the supplies were there waiting
g)r us. The Government had a depot at that point, and we drew our
supplies from there ; we also had a certain portion of them at Fort
Kamiloops. .
5279. Had you any animals in the party 7—Yes, we had two
trains: one of sixteen mules and eighteen pack horses.

5280. Where did you first get them ?—They were furnished, I think,
at Fort Kamloops; 1 had nothing to do with the furnishing of them.

5281. Do you know where you got them ?—No; I do not.

5:82. Do you know when you first saw those animals ?—I think we
only got those animals after Mr. Mahood had joined the party; they
were animals that had wintered in the Rocky Mountains,

5283. Where were you when you first saw those animals 7—On Black-
water Creek, about twenty miles from Clearwater.

£.284. Then those animals took no part in bringing up supplies for
you ?—If I recollect rightly, we had some six animals with us part of
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the time that we were on the Blackwater side ; but I really do ot P;}': .
Tecollect the number. I recollect that we had very few previous to

he arrival of Mr. Mahood.

5285. Where did yon get those animals ?—I think they must have
been furnished at Fort Kamloops.

5286. Do you not know where you got them ?—No ; I do not. I went
Up with the boat, and the animals followed the trail.

5287. Did you decide upou the quantity of supplies that your party
thould take from Fort Kamloops ?—No.
R. McLennan

5288, Who did that ?—Mr. McLennan. decided on quan-
tity of supplies

5289. Who was he ?—He was the District Engineer. There was also for party.
obn McLennan, who was in charge of supplies.

5290. Was he one of your party ?—No, he was not; but he furnished
0se supplies, or saw after the getting of supplies for Mr. McLennan.

5291. Had you a commissariat officer attached to the party ?—No;
vro was a depot clerk at Clearwater,

5292, Was he one of your party, or was he attached locally there ?—
He was not one of my party.

5293. I am asking you whether you had a commissariat officer
ttached to your party ?—No; we had not.

5294. Then, do you mean that your first duty connected with that yiness placed in
Party commenced at the junction of those rivers?—I was placed in Sharge at Yalo. ¢
Charge at Yale, by Mr. McLennan, to take charge of the party going cover arrange-

P 10 the junction of the Clearwater. ments regarding

5.95. Did your duty cover any arrangement about supplies >—None
Whatever,

U52'96° How long were you occupied in that examination or survey ?—
util November, it I recollect rightly.
n Mileage of coun-

5297. What would you call the mileage of the country which yo try oramined
®xamined, in round numbers ?—I am unable to say at this long date— about forty miles.
Probably forty miles.

5298. At what time did Mr. Mahood join your party 2—The latter Mahood lolned
Part of June. : and took charge,

5299. Did he then take charge >—Ho then took charge of the party.

5300. And you became a subordinate?—I became first assistant
Babordinate.
5301. What was the nature of that survey 7—An exploratory sur- Nature of survey:

Vey, exploratory with
transit and level.

,53??2. Instrumental 7—Yes; with transit and level. It was merely a
al line,

l{5303. Had there been a bare exploratory survey before that?—Mr. Mahood had pre-
o 8hood had passed through the country, I believe, in the Winter time, jously passed
rdlatl(: in the previous fall, and thought that a line might possibly be
there,

\5304. Had you any difficulty about supplies during that operation ?
No; none worth mentioning.
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5305. What became of the animals at the end of the work ?—I think
the animals were sent to Kamloops; I do not recollect positively.

5306. Were suﬁplies furnished in a satisfactory manner?—Yes; wo
had nothing to complain of.

5307. Were there any supplies over at the end of the season ?—~I
think there were, because there wero other parties operating in the
Rocky Mountains who were also furnished from that depot.

5308. Do you know what became, at the end of that season’s operations,
of the supplies which you took with you?—I do not. If I recollect
rightly we had no surplus supplies, because they were rather short
when we drew towards the western terminus of the survey.

5309. What was the result of the operation? Did you discover &
favourable line ? -~The line was practicable, but not favourable.

5310. Did you make up any reports connected with it ?—I did not.
5311. Would that be the duty of your superior officer ?—Yes, '

5312. Did you remain in the employment of the Government after
November ?—I have been in the employ of the Government since.

5313. What did you do after November ?—I remained in the office at
Victoria until January, when we returned to Ottawa, and were in
Ottawa until the following June, when we went on an exploratory or
trial survey south of Lake Nipigon. :

5314. Did you assist in making out the plans connected with this
first survey while you were in Ottawa ?—I was enga%:d all winter

making out plans of that survey, but they were burned before comple-
tion,

5315. Then you had not completed them before you went to the
Nipissing district ?—No, they were never completed ; the books and
everything appertaining to that survey were burned.

6316. Did you take them down between 1872 and 1873 ?—Yes.

531%7. Did you complete them before you started out on a new trip?

—They were very nearly completed before the building took fire, and
they were destroyed.

5318. After your season’s work, would it be your duty, during the
ensuing winter, to make up your plans in the office ?—Yes. /

5319. I am asking whether you did make up your plans and do that
necessary work before starting out on the operations of 1873?—I did
complete them ; I must have completed them wholly. I was under
the impression that the fire had destroyed them, but it was not the
plans of that year.

5320 Then, in 1873, you started out to make a survey on the Nipigon
River ? —Yes ; from Nipigon River to Sturgeon Ldke.

5321. Was it to meet a survey by any one else ?—There were parties.

working westward. Not to make any immediate connection with the
survey west.

4 5322. Do you remember the distinguishing letter of that party ?—I
0 not,
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5323. Did you give the letter of your party in British Columbia ?—
It was letter R. :

o 5324. In this survey of 1873, who was engineer in charge ?—Henry Carre’s Party.
arre.

5325. Where was your base of supplies 7—I think at Red Rock, at .
the entrance of the Nipigon River—Hudson Bay Post at Red Rock.

5326. What was the system by which you got supplies with you ?—
We had a certain number of canoes and canoe men. '!I)‘he supplies wern system of supply.
brought by water the greater part of the distance and packed the
Temaining portion.

5327. Do you mean that the engineer bought sugplies wherever he
Wanted ?—I do not know how that was arranged ; I had nothing to do
Whatever with the supplies.

5328. Was there any difficulty with you about supplies in that
Operation ?—There was ; occasionally we went short, but nothing to
8top the work.

5329. Nothing to create discontent ?—No; I think not.

5330. At what time did that survey end —I think we left Nipigon Survey ends in
about the beginning of November ; we left on one of the last steamers. November.

5331. Did you do any more surveying that year?—Not that winter, '

. 9332. What did you do after you left the work ?—We were engaged Engaged making
In the office at Ottawa making up the plans of that survey. plans.

3 5333. How long did you remain in Ottawa ?—Until the following
une,

5334. And then where did you go ?—1I then came to this country.

5335. What do you mean by this country?—I was on the survey matiway Loca-
Under Mr. Carre, on trial location from Rat Portage towards Broken- (3o vo. 1s
cad River, contract 15. :

5336. Mr, Carre was your engineer in charge during the season of
18747 —Yes.

5337. Where was your base of supplies for that year ?—I think the
%pplies were brought from Winnipeg to the North-West Angle. North-
est Angle must have been our base.

5338. Did you take any part in the arrangement for supplies that
Seagon ?—None whatever. ‘

5339. How long did you remain on that survey ?—We ‘completed This work over
that survey about the 15th of the following June. on I5th June.

5340. Did you remain there over the winter?—I was engaged on Engaged during

Other trial lines during the winter. riater on other

5341. Did you begin that when you left this in January 1875 ?— Ran a line to
£39; a few days after. I ran a line to Shoal Lake, under instructions SOhoal Lake and
Tom Mr, Carre—from Shoal Lake to Red River. Our initial point to Winnipeg.
{38 Shoal Lake, and we ran towards Red River. It is the Shoal

ake west of Red River.

it 5342. What time of the year did you begin that survey >—We began
m gbol:lt the middle of January, 1875, and completed it in the following
nth,
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5343. Mr. Carre being still your engineer in charge?—He was in
charge, but not present.

53844, Who was in charge of the survey when he was not present ?—
1 was in charge of the survey.

5345. Do you know where Mr. Carre was occupied at that time ?—
Taking soundings of the crossing of Red River.

5346. Then you were at work during the winter months ?—Yes.

5347. How near did you come to the western terminus at Red
River ?—About four or five miles. Another party had to run out to
our party.

5348. What kind of a country did you go through ?—Part of it was
very swampy, the rest was dry poplar ridges.

5349. Was it good agricultural land, any part of it ?—Very little,
if any.

5350. About what was the length of that survey, from Shoal Lake
eastward P—About forty-five miles.

5351. Do you know if this was about where the telegraph line was?
—The telegraph line was run previous to the survey, we ran on the
telegraph line; it was to straighten a line that was previously run.

5352. Do you remember about what proportion of the country was
swamp ? —I do not know ; it was in the winter, and there was consider-
able quantities of snow on the ground; bat I should say it was one-hal
swamp.

5353. Did you not put down pegs to mark your centre line ?—Yes-

5354. Could you not tell from that, what kind of country it was, solid
earth or swamp ?—The pegs were only put down temporarily, only
put in in the wintepand over the bogs.

5355. You say about one-half would be swamp ?—1I think about that
propottion.

5556. Would all the rest be light soil, or could you not tell ?—I could
not tell, on account of the quantity of snow on the ground. The timber
was generally poplar. :

5357. What size ?—Quite small.

5358. Are you able to form any opinion in winter of the nature of the
soil over which you pass, from either the trees or any other indict
tion 2—It is very difficult to do so. Of course we can form an ide
whether the land is dry, to a certain extent, or whether it is gravel
or gtiff clay; but it is very difficult to form anything like a correct
opinion as to the nature of the soil.

5359. Did you think that portion of the country was one likely to be
settled by farmers for agricultural purposes ?—A. portion of it.

5360. About what proportion of it 7—I think about half of the cou®
try might possibly be setticd, but I fancy not for some time to come-

5361. About what time of the year did you end that survey ?—Th®
second week in February, 1875.

5362. And then where did you go ?—1I then received further instrac
tion from Mr. Carre to make a track survey from Whitefish Bay, of th®
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Lake of the Woods, towards Sturgeon Falls, an arm of Rainy Lake, g po PR
working about south-east. of the Woods.

5363. Did you take charge of tbat party ?7—I was in charge of the
party, personally acting under instructions from Mr. Carre.
Size of party

5364. What was the size of your party ?—About thirty-six all told. about thirty-slx
n all.
5365. Where was the base of your supplies ?—North-West Angle.

5366. Did you take any part in the arrangement for supplies for
that work ?—No; the supplies were to be at North-West Angle
waiting for me when I arrived there.

5367. Were they there ?—Some; a iarge proportion had not yot
arrived.

5368. How long were you occupied in that work ?—I completed the Completed work
Xork on the 26th of March, and returned to Winnipeg on the 6th of % %!k March.
pril.
5369. Had you any difficulty about the supplies on that work ?—It Difficulty about
Was necessary to utilize the dog trains, that we had intended to move *UPP!les:
camp with, to move our supplies from North-West Angle to the head of
Whitefish Bay, the contractors having failed to deliver them.

5370. Who were the contractors ?—I think it was Mr. Stayner. Mr.,
Norman McLeod had been left in charge by Mr. Carre 1o see after
those supplies.

5.71. Was the work more expensive on account of having to use the
dog trains in the way you describe ?—But very little more expensive.
e were only one month running seventy miles. '

5372. Then there was no serious delay or loss in consequence of the No serious delay.
supplies not having been forwarded ?—Nothing serious. Of course we
Were on short allowance and might have got through a week sooner,
but there was no serious delay.

5373. Then you reached Winnipeg about April >—The 6th of April.

5374. What did you do then ?—I remained in Winnipeg until the ComtractNo.11.
following June making out the plans of the track survey. Mr. Thompson
was then appointed in charge of contract 14, and instructed me to
locate the first fifty miles of it in the month of June.

5375, The first fifty miles in which direction ?—FEast from Red
iver.

5376. Did you take charge of the party to do that ?—I was in charge
of the party. ’
. 5377. Did you say under Mr. Thompson ?—Acting under instruc.
tions from Mr. Thompson.

- 5378. Who was Mr. Thompson ?—He was the engineer appointed to
take charge of contract 14.

5379. Is that before there was a contract or after ?—There was a line
Tun by Mr. Brunel, and the contractors were working on that line.

5380. That is, the piece of the line which was nearest to Red River? Made final
~Yes ; I merely made a final location of the line already run. location. /

. i381. Who had made the previous survey ?—Mr. Bruuel, if T mistake
ot.
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Line marked by
witness finally
adopted.

Finally located
the line already
run.

Furnished data
by which other
persons could
calculate quan-
titles.

5382. Of which you afterwards made the final location 2—Which I
afterwards made the final location of, with the exception of five miles-
from Red River east. That portion was new line.

5383. Do you mean, that that had not been previously located by Mr.
Brunel ?—1t had not been previously located by Mr. Brunel. My
instructions were to start from a certain lot running parallel with the
parish line until I intersected with Mr. Brunel's line,

53%4. Then did you locate up to Red River 7—We commenced at
Red River, or within half a mile of Red River, an1 located east.

5335. What was the eastern terminus of your work ?—For that season
it was at station 2616.

By Mr. Keefer : —
5386. Is that on section 14 ?—Yes.

By the Chairman :—

5387. How long were you on that work ?7—Until about the middle
of July.

5388. That was July, 1876 ?2—July of 1875.
5389. Was that line, as located by you, finally adopted ?—Yes.

5390. Did you work it out on the ground?—1I staked it out every
100 feet.

5391. The centre line ?— The centre line.

5392. Did you cross-section it ?—Cross-sections were taken every
500 feet through the swamps and level portions, more frequently on
rougher ground ; reference stakes were also put in.

5393. Did I understand that you were engineer in charge of that
work, or were you assistant to Mr. Thompson, who wss engineer in
charge ?—1 was assistant of Mr. Thompson, but was in charge of the
f]i)arty locating. The terminal points were fixed, and I merely located

nally the line already run.

4394, Did you ascertain tho data upon that work from which to take
out the quantities —I did not. Before the completion of the whole ot
the distance the books were sent in to the office in Winnipeg.

5395. Had you not ascertained the data then from which some person
else could make the calculations ?—Certainly; we ran a line of levels
over the works, and also took soundings of the swamps.

5396. Did I understand you to say that your work included ascer-
taining these particulars which would furnish other persons with the
means of ascertaining the quantities 7—Yes.

5397. And were these particulars contained in books ?—Yes; they
were coutained in books, and they were forwarded to Winnipeg—they
were forwarded to Mr. Thompson in Winnipeg.

5398. After that, had you any coanection with the fifty miles ?—I
had, at a later date.

5399. Do you know who took out the quantities of the work you
had done ?—I do not.

5400. You were not responsible for that part of it 2—Not at all.
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5401. What is the practice on that subject? Do the assistants help to C*mtreet No. 14
Calculate the quantities, or does the engineer in charge take the respon-
8ibility >—The cngineer in charge takes the responsibility, but the
Assistants, of course, help under his instructions.

5402. In this case he did not have your assistance in making out the
Calculations ?—Not my assistance.

5403. Are you aware whether the quantities, as made up from your
ata, have turned out to be correct when the work was executed ?—I

Am not aware whether ary quantities were made up from the data
turnished by myself.

%104. Are you aware that the contract has been let upon that line?
~Xes.,

5405. And that the estimated quantities were furnished to the Estimated quan-
tenderers ?—The estimated quantities were not furnished from the data Hiigs not made

from data
farnished by myself; they had been made up the year previously on firnished by

Some projected line, if I understood it correctly. witness.

5406. Did you find that a projected line had been run over the same
ground and staked out upon the ground ?—No.

5407. How could they get the quantities on the projected line, with- Thinks that in
out having it staked out ?—I presume that they used the data acquired [ haPotos™
on the trial line of 1874. 1 was not aware that a projected line had the data acquired
ever been laid down on the plan until I was informed of it the other bt jorg ! e

of 1874.
day. I had never been furnished with the line when I was instructed
to run the final survey.

5408. Is it possible to make up quantities without the line being
staked out?—Not without some line.

5409. Did you find that the line had been staked out before you went
there 2—There was a line run in the winter of 187475 by Mr. Carre.

he line which was run west was a continuation of contract 15, trial
Survey of 1874.

. 5410. Can you tell me from what line, or what data, the quanii-
ties were ascertained and offered to the public when tenders were
invited ?—Partly from the trial line of 1874, I think.

5411. Was the trial line of 1874 marked by stakes ?—Yes. \ gn:éz%;?g by
5412, Who did it ?—I was transit man on that work. '
$9413. Who was engineer ?—Mr. Carre.
By Mr. Keefer :—
5414. As transit man, you put down the pegs ?—Yes.
By the Chairman : —

5415. Did you in your evidence describe the work which you did
Under Mr. Carre as part of 14 ?—TI think so.

5416. Was it not upon part of 15 ?—That was run the same winter at
© same time; there was no distinction then between 14 and 15; and
We ran a line through to near Brokenhead River.

5417. Do you know the name of the station on the railway which is Bon Sejour the
Dearest Brokenhead River 7—Bon Sejour. Brokenhead "

Brokenhead
5418. Then that was the furthest point west at which any previously

River.
Projected line had been run with sufficient data to take out quantities ?
23
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@emtractNo. 14. _T think not. Mr. Brunel had run a line to the same point that inter-

seoted with me,
5119. From Selkirk eastward ?—I think he ran from Selkirk, east.

5420. At all events you took no part in making up the quantities:
from this last survey which you have described ?—None whatever.,

5421. And you do not know that any one made up the quantities
from that ?—I do not.

5422. Do you say that, previously, the projected line had been made:
with sufficient accuracy to furnish the data for quantities 7—The trial
line had been made with sufficient accuracy to furnish approximate
quantities. .

‘Work ended

aboatthemiddle  5423. What time of the year did you end the work ?—About the
, middle of January, 1875.

Trial Sarveys— . ..

Pemb. Branch. 5424. Did you remain in the employ of the Government ?—Yes.

Comtract §5 A.

Instructed to ran  5425. What did you do after this final location of section 14 ?7—In
line from Selkirk

1o Winnipeg. August, 1876, I received instructions from Mr. Rowsan Lo run a trial

Bee 5146, line from Selkirk to Winnipeg, for the Pembina Branch, on both sides of
Red River.

X“f;'ﬁs; bminarge 5426, Were you the engineer in charge of that?—I was in charge of

acting under in- g party on the ground, but acting under instructions from Mr. Rowan.
structions from

Rowan. 5427. What was the size of your party 7—The party was a very small

one. I do not recollect the number employed.

5428, Could you tell nearly the number ?—Probably some fifteen
persons. I hardly think as many as that. I think ten would be nearer
the number,

5429. How long were you at that work ?—~We finished either that
month or September.

5430. Did you take out the quantities of that work ?—I did not.

5431, How were they ascertained ?—I do not know that they were
ever ascertained from personal knowledge.

5432. That work was not let by public competition ?—I think not.
These were merely trial surveys. The present located line is not on
these surveys. ~

5433. They were only trial surveys ?—That was all. *

5434. Did you farnish any data from which quantities might be
taken out ?—We ran levels over the centre line so that approximate

quantities might have been taken out.
Brunel ran line =

Yhich was 5435. Who ran the line which was finally located ?—I think it was-
ot Mr. Brunel.
way Con-
struction—

ContractNo.14: 5436 What was your next work >—I think my next work was on
Next work on

fourth section of COnBtruction on section 4, contract 14.
contract 14,

Work divided 5437. Was the whole work divided into more ghan four sections 7—
into six sections. It was divided into six sections.

5438. Was there an assistant engineer in charge for each section ?—
There was an assistant for each section.
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5439, Can you describe the locality of your section ?—It was close

% the Whitemouth River.
" 5440. East or west ?—Three miles west and about two miles east.

5441. What was your duty as to that section ?—To lay out work for ¢ ae duiy to
or

he contractors, and superintend the work on the part of the Govern- 1ay out work
lnent,, . contractors.

82442. What time did you commence that work ?—In November, November, 1875
5. '

5443. Do you not think it was in 1876 2--No; I think not. It was
Ouly a short while until I had to leave again.

5444. Was it after the contract had been let ?—Yes; it was after the
Contract had been let.

185445. You think that was in 1875 ?—1 think it was in November,
5.

5446. You said you ran the Pembina Branch in August, 1876 ?—
In August, 1875.

5447. Who was the engineer in charge of that whole contract 14 ?—
Mr. Thompson Thompson, engi-
P . neer in charge of

. . . . that whole con-
£448, Where does he live now ?—I think he resides at present in tract. eon

Ingston. ’
5449. Have you been,occupied on that ever since >—No.

5450. How long were you occupied as assistant enginecr on that con-
Struction ?—If I recollect, it was cither in the following January or
ebruary, 1876, that I received instructions from Mr. Thompson to stop
® work. The contractors were then engaged piling, and I was to
8op the work and return to Winnipey. Kallway Locae
tion—~

. . .. ) Contraet No, 154
. 8451, What time did you get to Winnipeg?—1 am not certain ; but February, 1876,

N January or February I ran a line from station 1660, south of the ran line from &

Co S . : southern point,
tract, to about station 2075 on Mr. Carre’s south line, contract 15.  outper m;’s‘f({‘pntj)

5452. About what was the length of that line ?—Forty-six or forty- '™ 1>
ven miles.
5453, Would that strike the present located line east of Red River ?

It would strike it east of Shelley.

5454. How far east of Shelley ?>—Probably two miles.

& 5455. Was that a trial location, or merely an exploration ?—It was a
rect line, and I think they ran in a curve so that it might answer for
trial location. :
Character of

5456, What sort of country did you pass through ?—The swamps country swampy

. d
thfe very bad, and were very unfavourable as compared with those on 2% eo‘}x’,‘,‘;;‘ii’é“&éﬁ
r . that of present
Present located line. located line,
. . . . Contracts Nos.
in%lfﬂ. How long were you occupied in that work ?—Until some time 12 and1s.
to ebruary, On completing that line I received further instructions Instructed to run

t ™un a {ine from five and a-half miles west of our intersection with 2ppe from five
s couth line, | o of patemmec-
. W 8
'ni?“’s' How far west from the west end of Falcon Lake ?—About five 1'2¢:.

e'!“eras; of station 2070 on the south line, contract 15.
3
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Contracts Nos. 5459 | ynderstand you have described your eastern terminus on the

new work ?—Yes:

5460. Where did it go ?—The western terminus was at station 960,
some three miles west of Brokenhead River, on the present located
line of section 14.

Charactor of 5461. What sort of a country did you pass over to do that work ?—
country. The eastern half was rather favourable—certainly as favourable as con-

tract 14. The western half was run by Mr. Armstrong; I was not
over it.

5462. Had Mr. Armstrong been employed before that upon the con-
styuction work of 14 ?— Yes.

5463. You say the eastern portion of that line would bo as easily
made, at all events, as the same distance on 14 7—Yes; such was my
impression.

5464. In looking after the works done on 14, would it be your duty
to take any part in differences between the contractor and the Govern-
ment engineer as to the method of doing the work, or the quantities,
or would that be left to your superior officer 2—That would be left t0
my superior officer.

5465. Did the section over which you had charge include the Julius
Muskeg ?—Not section 4; but I was in June, 1877, given charge 0
section 3, which included the Julius Muskeg.
On last line run 5466. Was there more of the Julius Muskeg apon the line which waé
Ly witnessnone  gotually adopted than on the last line that you ran ?—The last line
Muskeg. I ran there was none of the Julius Muskeg on it. We escaped the
muskeg wholly.

546%. What length of the Julius Muskeg wason the adopted line 7~
The open muskeg was about 3,000 feet in length, I think.

5468. Do you know anything of the ditch which was run through
that muskeg locality ? They say that it was some four or five mile?
long and outside the railway limit ?—It would be between four and
five miles long. ’

5469. What length of the muskeg do you say was on the line? —
The open muskeg, I think, was about thirty chains, or 3,000 feet.

Causes leading to 5170, What was it that occasioned the four or five miles of a ditch ?
greatr length of

itches. —1I presume it was to carry off the water of the muskeg.
5471. Did you consider that it was necessary to make it so long?
Was there no escape for the water by a shorter way than that?—
think not. I know of no escape myself. There was a creck at statio?
2068, and the ditch was run to that station,

5472. Is the absence of this muskeg upon your last trial line one 0;
the reasons why you think it was quite as favourable as the one adopt
—Yes.
Qm last trint loca- 5473, Did you ascertain sufficient data upon this last trial locatio?
cient . . P .
data obtained to from which to ascertain the quantities ?—Yes ; we ran levels over it 8P

galculate quan-  ¢o0k goundings.
5474. But not cross-sections ?—Not cross-soctions.
Nearly level, 5475. Was it tolerably level 2—~Very nearly so. The greater portio®

of it was quite so.
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5476. Quite a different character from the country east of the Carre Cqgirasts Nos.
location on the south line of section 15 2—Yes, quite different.

5477. When did you end that work ?—I ended that survey in March.
54'78. Of what year ?—March, 1876.
Comtract No. 14

5479. What was your next work after that ?--I was instructed by Instructed in

Mr. Thompson to finally locate contract 14, from station 2616 to Cross w>soaiiy
ake, . locate portion

of section 14.
5480. Is that to the easteru terminus of 14 ?—Yes.

.. 9481. How long were you occupied on that ?—I think we completed
1t about the beginning of August?

5482. Then that part of the line on section 14 had not been finally
‘ll(écated until August, 1816 ?~No ; therc wus merely a trial line run in
74, '

5483. When you made the final location in August, 1876, did you
Crogs-section it ?~—No; the cross-sectioning was done by the assistant
engineer after the line was run.

5484, After the previous location of the line?—No; after the final
location,

. 5485. That was after your work was done that you are now describ-
Ing ?—Yes.

5486. Wore the qpantities taken out from this work that you are now Quantitles not

describing ?--No. the work on this
final location.

5487. When were they taken out ?--They were taken out in 1875, I

lieve, from some projected line ; but I merely speak from hearsay.

5488. Did this line, as finally located in 1876 by you, differ from the Final Mine differed
trial line previously located ?—I know nothing of tho projected line. It oy jieae from
differed very little from the trial line of 1874. I followed the general
Course of the trial line, with one or two exceptions.

5489. Your final location was the one actually adopted ?—Yes.
5490. What was your next work atter that?—I think I took charge Bailway Con=

. . L
of sub.section 4 on construction. Contract No. 14,

5491. That was returning to the position which you had formerly Returned tonts

s previous work on
O¢cupied ?7—Yes. suv-section 4.

9492. How long did you remain in that capacity >-~Until October, October, 1877,
7.

transferred to
18y sub-section 6.

5493, And then what did you do?—I was then transferred to sub- m‘gﬁd lxﬁ‘ﬁ?md
8ection 6, with instructions to revise the last mile and a-half of the ,ﬂm,zmmm

Contract—that is, the most easterly mile and a-half of contract 14.
5494. Did you revise it?—1 did.

5495. Did you revise the grade as well as the location of the line ?—
If T recollect rightly no grade had been decided upon on that end,
Pending the final adoption of a grade on contract 15 at Cross Luke.

5496. That would govern the eastern end of 14 ?—Yes.

5497. Had the western end of 15 been finally revised, as to location,
8t the time that you finally revised the eastern end of 14 ?—Yes.
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Contract No. 14.

Contractors’
Claims.

At one station es-
timate of quanti-
ties for shrinkage
and subsidence
28,000 yards allow-
ing 10 per cent. for
shrinkage.

Actual quantity
put in fill 51,000
Yyards.

This particular
fill between two
rock cuttings.

~ 5498. So that you could ascertain with precision the locality of the

line ?—VYes.
5499. And you did that?—And I did so.

5500. Have you had the probable quantities to finish the eastern end of
14 under your consideration at all ?—I have, as far as Cross Lake—my
section. Section 6 extended to Cross Lake, but did not embrace Cross
Lake. :

5501. Did not section 6 come {o the end of contract 14?—Yes.

5502. I am speaking of that portion of 14 which was at the eastern
end. Yon are aware that there has been a great deal of discussion
about the filling of Cross Lake and the large quantities required to
make the embankments; I am asking whether you have given the
quantity of filling in that embankment any consideration ?—I have the
approximate quantities of the material in the several fillings.

5503. Did you make these approximate quantities on the data thab
vau obtained at the final revision of the line ?—Yes.

5504. Could you produce particulars of that estimate of the quan-
tities 2—Certainly ; I have a memorandum of them.

5505. Do you know the particular fills upon which Mr. Sifton now
claims an amount from the Government, because Whitehead did it at @
lower rate than Mr. Sifton had contracted for ?2—Yes.

5306. As to these particular fills, let me see your estimate of the'
quantities ?—One would be at station 3980. The calculated quantity,
adding 10 per cent., was, in round figures, 29,000 yards.

5507. Is that 10 per cent. for shrinkage?—Ten per cent. for

shrinkage and sub:zidence. The whole quantity put in the fill was
51,600 yards.

5508, Do you mean that 20,000 yards was what you estimated, at the
time of your final revision, to be the probable quantity required ?—
Yes; 51,000 yards was the actual quantity put info the fill.

5509. How do you sccount for the difference between 29,000 and
51,000 yards ?—From the sliding of the material in the bank. It

seemed to sink down and raise up a swampy bottom towards the lake
to the distance of over 400 feet.

5510. Do you mean that the excess in the quantity has disappeared
below the surface 7—Yes, disappeared completely below the surface,

raising up the swamp in some places to the height of twelve feet above
its level.

5511, Is this particular fill in the lake ?—No; it is not far from
it. It is between two rock cattings. The lake is about half a mile
from the north side.

5512, Is any part of this filling over water ?—No.
5513 Is it in muskeg or swamp ?—It is in sideling ground, the be-
ginning of the point of swamp that enters between two cuttings.

5514. The embankment was made through this portion of the
swamp ?—Yes.

5515. Is your explanation of it that the earth as put in hass read
out and raised the surface of the surrounding swamp ?—Has displa
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ﬂf{e lighter material and raised the surface of the swamp in consequence Fomtract No. 14
of it.

8516. Were rock protection walls put in this filling ?—No. et e
5617. The earth was just duroped into the swamp ?—Yes. thisfilitng.

5518, Could you distinguish, in your original estimate, between the
‘tlantity which you estimated above the original surface and below
the original surface ?—It would be rather difficult to do so, if I unders-
tand your question. The whole estimate was above the surface, because
1t was thought that it was solid ground.

5519. You thought it would be solid enough to support the embank-
Tent ?—Yes. -

_ 5520. But instead of that you found that it was not solid ?—The
South side was sufficiently solid.

5621. Do you know now how much of the work executed—I mean
e quantity put in tho work executed—is-above the surface ?—I could
*asily find out, but I could not tell you off-hand.

5522, Is the height of the embankment as executed the same height
ich you used as the basis of your calculation ?—The height is the
8ame, hut the width is somewhat greater as the top and bottom moved
"hghﬂy, 80 that this 29,000 yards would have to be increased by a few
Ousand yards to cover the amount above the surface.

5523. And all over that slightly increased amount is due to the in-

$ufficiency of the foundation that has disappeared there ?—Yes.

9 5524. Then the nature of the foundation would account for nearly Nature of founda~
2,000 yards?—Yes; 21,600 is what 1 make the excess over the o O 21,600

%timated quantities to be.

yards excess over
. estimate.
11\5525' Do you mean that it is due to the weakness of the foundation :
8t it disappeared as it went in ?—Precisely.

5526, What is the next fill —The next fill is at station 4010.

5527. What was your estimate?>—The estimate, with 10 per centr
ded, was 114,400 yards.

atr5528° What was the character of the locality there?—A water Water stretch

; crossing a bay of
etch, crossing a bay of Cross Lake. Cross Lake,

Fill at station 4010

5529. Were rock protection walls put in ?—No.

5530. Were there not rock protection walls to all earth embankments I‘{o rocklprotec-

Ver water stretches ?—Not on contract 14. tlon walls.
st 1.55;31. What was the foundation actually executed over that water Character o
e

ch?—At first there was no foundation; the earth was simply foundation
“mped jn. The bottom seemed to be gravel and blue clay, as far as

tge Could test it with the sounding rod. As the bank progressed it began

. Pread. The earth was then levelled by the contractors, and a
Altrass or platform of timber built under it to hold it together.

1‘"25?32-YT0 act as a stay as well as a support for the future superstruc-
—Yes. '

805533‘ Was it something like a corduroy preparation for a road ?—
€what similar, except that the timber was crossed.





