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About 175,800
ards Fut into
his 4il.

61,000 yards excess
of estimate.

Loss of earth
explained.

5534. More than one layer ?—There were four layers of timber, first
longitudinally, and then cross ways for four or five tiers.

5535. At what level were they put over the surface of the water ?—
Very little above the level of the surface. A portion of it, in fact, waé
at the level of the surface.

5536. Then has the embankment been completed over that?—The
embankment has been completed, but not dressed.

5537. What do you make the actual quantity now as executed ?—
The approximate quantity, as near as I can arrive at it, would be 175,800
yards. It is impossible to ascertain exactly the quantity put into thi#
particular fill, but that is as near as 1 can ascertain it,

5538. That appears to be somewhere about 61,000 yards more tha?
you estimated it originally ?—Yes.

5539. How do you account for that excess of quantities ?—From the
weakness of the foundstion ; the earth has moved away. The on'gim‘l
earth has apparently moved away into the lake. On both sides of th?
bank there is quite a large quantity of earth that has risen to a cons!”
derable level above the water. The disturbance, I dare say, cxtend?
400 or 500 feet on the lake side.

5540. So that the earth that was put in there has really made the
lake more shallow on both sidos ot the embankment than it waé

formerly—has helped to fill it up to a certain extent ?—Yes ; to a cot-
siderable extent.

5541. Was that the cause of the loss of a considerable quantity of

 earth that was intended for the embankment ?—Yes.

Earth spread out
into the lake.

Final soundings
insufficient.

5542. So that the whole base of the embankment is considerably
wider than it was originally intended ?—Yes ; three times more.

5543. Does that spread of the bottom account for the whole excess of
the earth over what was your previous estimate ?—Fully.

5544, Do you know whether any borings or soundings were mad®
before you began to estimate the quantities at the first 7 You say yo8
took it for granted that in both these fills the foundation was soun
enough to support the embankment ?—Simply with an ivron rod. W@
used a three-quarter inch rod with three men on it, and in evory c88?
we struck a comparatively solid bottom. I might also add that test
piles were driven on the north side of the embankment at presen
under discussion.

5545. That was on the lake portion, or bay of the lake ?—Yes.

5546. What was the result of these borings, I mean as to depth 7~
In no case was it more than a couple of feet below the water. ~There
might be six feet of water on an average, and about one foot below that
we would be able to find a solid bottom with the rod.

5647. And if you found a comparatively solid foundation, how do yo¥
account for its giving way ? What is your theory ?—That, although the
foundation may have been apparently solid, the great weight of t
earth bank of course forced out the lighter material.

- 5548. Then, do you think that the trial was not sufficient in force w
ascertain what the effect of the large embankment would be ?—It W
certainly not.
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5549. Ought there to have been more than three men on the rod to Contract No. 14,
ascertain how such a heavy embankment would operate ?—Yes; the
boring tools ought to have been used.

5550. Do you know why proper boring tools were not used ?—1I do No boring tools.
not ; one reason is, I believe, they were not in our possession.

5551. Whose duty would it be to find out whether they were in your
possession ?—I should say the engineer in charge of the contract.

5552. Who was that ?—Mv. Thompson.

5553. He directed you to locate this particular portion of the line
finally ?—Yes.

5554. Do you yet think he expected you to do that?—No; we wero
sup%l;ed with these testing-rods merely, and had no idea at the time that
the bottom was as weak as it proved to be.

5555. That is not exactly the point I am asking about. I understand
that the bottom turned out to be different from what you expected it to
be. I am asking now as to the sufficiency of your testing implements;
whether they were strong enough, or whether sufficient force was ap-
plied to g}:ve you the probable effect of an embankment of that height wo is respon-
g

i — i sible for falluret ©
and weight ?—1I think they were not. $ible for fallure

5556. Who is io blame for that?—The engineer in charge of the con- 8eter of bottom.
tract is the party responsible for the due performance of the work on
the contract by his assistants.

5557. Did you tell him your opinion upon that subject at all; or had
you considered the matter and arrived at any opinion on the subjoct?
—All the soundings were marked, underlined, or dotted in on the pro-
file under what we call the original surface, and then the engineers
could judge for themselves respecting the bottom.

5558. You are the person who superintended the use of those instru-
ments in making the soundings?—Yes.

5559. Did it occur to you at the time that they were not sufficient to
prove whether the foundation was strong enough to bear the weight

that would be put upon it ?—Not at the time. Witness who
5560. Then you did not ask for larger tools 2—No. Work did ot ask

for larger tools.

5561. You used the ones that had been provided, and said nothing
more about it 7—Yes.

' 5562. What was the height of that embankment ?—Fifty feet of an
average.
By Mr. Keefer :~-
5563. Above the water?—Not above tho water, but above the
bottom.
By the Chairman :— Contract No. 15.
5564. What is the next fill >--The next fill is at Cross Lake. Rext fill : Cross

5565. What is your estimated quantity ?—I have been only in charge Work el ad-
of that portion of the work within the last three months. The work was witness was

well advanced when I was placed in charge of it, and I believe the Placedincharge;

Quantity estimated at the time was, in round figures, 180,000 yards. 3&“3’?&’5??%%?“

000 yard
5566. This was a part of the line which you finally revised ?—No; S yardn
this is a portion of contract 15.
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One of the water
stretches over
which original
intention was to
put trestle work.

Reasons why
original estimate
not sufficient.

Protection walls
moved into lake,

Earthdropped
between protec-
tion walls had
effect of raising
oricinal surface
-outside of the
protection walls.

Boring tools were
used, but only
after contract
was let and em-
bankment began
to sink.

5567. I have been speaking of the fills on 14; did you only estimate
two fills in your revised location of 14 ?—I estimated other fills, but the
quantity put in has not called for any special remarks.

5568. Now that you have gone to section 15, I will ask you about
this: you say the quantity was estimated to be 180,000 yards ?— Yes,

5569, That was over the water stretch ?—Yes.
55%0. Had it regular protection walls ?—Yes.

5571. What amount of work has been executed ?—They are still
dumping material from the borrow-pit into the lake; but I should esti-
mate that at present we have put in 215,000 yards.

5572. Have you any estimate as to the quantity which will yet have
to be put in to complete it —~No ; but this is very nearly sufficient. They
are now dressing off the bank so that a small quantity more or less, will
be sufficient.

5573. This is one of the water stretches over which it was originally
intended to put trestle work ?—I think so.

5574. But you had no responsibility connected with the estimate of
the original quantity ?—Nothing whatever. I had nothing to do with
the contract until the last two or three months.

5575. So that you are not able to explain why the original estimate
is not sufficient; if it is not 7—Except that the foundation has acted in
a precisely similar manner to that of the bay, having spread out to
probably 300 or 400 feet on either side of the embankment.

- 5576. But the bay had not any protection walls ?—No.

5577. That has spread from the inside of the protection walls?—Yes ;
it spread moving the protection walls with it.

5578. The movement of the carth carried the walls further away into
the water 7—Yes.

5579. Has the bottom of the lake been disturbed also outside the pro-
tection walls ?—Yes; to a distance of 300 or 400 feet ; possibly more,

5580. Has the depth been diminished ?—~The earth has been raised
above the water probably ten feet for the greater part of the distance.

5581. That would be outside the protection walls ?—Yes.

5582. So that the earth which was dropped in between the protection
walls has had the effect of raising the original surface outside the pro-
tection walls?—Yes.

5583. Then it must have sunk below the original surface, between
the protection walls, and moved side ways ?— Yes; in one or two places
it has also broken the protection walls, and in one place raised a portion
of one of the walls and worked its way underneath the stone.

5584. You had oot charge of that work, so as to say whether proper
soundings were made or not ?—No; I bad not charge at the time, but I
know that borings were made.

5585. Similar to those you have described ?-—No; boring tools were
used.

5586. When the contract was let?—No; after the work in the
embankment in the bay began to sink. These tools had been obtained
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after the character of the foundation had been ascertained to be insuffi- ©ggtracts Mos.
cient.

5587. As to this portion of it, you say you do not know whether any
Preliminary examination was made ? You are not responsible for any
examination having taken place ?——No; I am not responsible for any
‘examination.

5588. You took no part in it ?—=No.

5589. What did you do next after this ?—I am still on this work on Witness still on

. work of section 6,
Section 6. contract 14, and

5590. Part of contract 14 ?—Yes; and I have also charge of Ingolf fagoiake afes-
sub-division of contract 15. sion on contraot

5591. That is the first section of the west end of 15 ?—Yes.
5592, Adjoining your work on 14 ?—Yes.
8593. That is being now done by the Government ?—So I understand.

5594. Who is your superior officer ?—I report to Mr. Rowan. R e

5595. Have you ever travelled over the country further south than
that line which you say you located as a sort of trial line ?-—I have not.

. 5596. Then you are not able to offer any opinion whether a better

line than the one adopted could have been obtained in that part of the
Country ?—I could not. I merely travelled across to the North-West sallway Loca=
Angle by the Dawson road. )

5597. I mean from Winnipeg to Falcon Lake, for instance ?—No ; I
have not,

5598. Do you know anything about the arrangement by which the
€ast end of 14 was taken over by Mr. Whitehead from Messrs. Sifton,
Ward & Co. ?—I may say I do not. That is, I have received no official
Intimation whatever.

55699. Were you present at any part of the arrangement yourself
otween the parties ?—No; I was not. I merely heard the thing
Casually,

5600. Did you ever talk over the matter with Mr. Sifton, Mr. Ward,
or Mr, Farwell ?—No; not to my recollestion. I have not. I am
Certain I have not. ‘

5601. Have you ever examined the country in the immediate neigh-
Ourhood of this deep filling, with a view of ascertaining whether a
esirable change in the line had escaped them, and of obtaining one

ich was feasible and better, without destroying the general direction

Of the line?—I ran a trial line immediately after revising the last mile
and a-half of contract 14. I ran a trial line south for a short distance,
Ut the terminal point was the same.

5602. Which was that ?—The crossing of Cross Lake. It was a
8hort line, about three and a-half miles long. /

5603. That would be on the east end of 14 ?—Yes.

1 560# And ending at the same point as the western end of section
~Yes.
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Found a porlion  5605. What did you find >—There was a portion of the line more

lne more favour- fayourable, but the length was increased between 300 and 400 feet.
able, but the dis-
tance increased.

Does not think it 5606. Would it have saved much of that expense 7—I hardly think

K‘{,‘;‘{,‘é’,?;':ni?ed it, as it was impossible to escape the bay.

5607. It would still have included the bay ?—Yes.
5608. And Cross Lake ?--Yes.

5609. Do you know anything of any other line south of that which
would have been more favourable than the one. adopted ?—I have not
" given that matter any consideration.

5610. When you say it was impossible to escape Cross Lake, you

mean it was impossible to escape it by retaining the terminus which
you had ?—Yes.

5611. You do vot mean it would have been impossible by another
line to have escaped it ? ~No; not at all,

InNovemberof  5A12. Is there anything further about this matter which you would

vey in connection Jike to explain ?—No; there is nothing. I omitted to state that in the

Jith Carre’s trial fall of 1875—November, 1375—1 was instructed to make a survey

Agnesto touch  from Liake Agnes, about three miles east of the north ond of Cross

the trial Tine of . Lake, westward, to connect with the trial line ot 1874, on contract 14,
about seventeen miles from Cross Lake. This line was run in con-
nection with the trial line then being run by Mr. Carre from the Dalles
on the Winnipeg River.

5613. That was under the instruction of Mr. Carre ?—I was instructed
by Mr. Rowan.

#614. Was it while you were serving as assistant to Mr. Carre?—
Noj; I was really then under Mr. Thompson, but Mr. Rowan required

my services. I had been appointed on contract 14, and was taken
from that contract to do the work.

5615. Was that to connect with the line which had been previously
1un by Mr. Carre?—He was then running a line from the Dalles to

Lake Agnes.
The country R .
throngh which he 5616. What was the general character of the country through whick
sed not 8o

onrame sy you pussed 71t was not so favourable as the preseit located line of

‘resent located  contract 14.
ne.

5617. That would correspond with a part of the present section 147
That is, it would be within the same degrees of longitude ?—Yes ; about-

5618. Your eastern terminus of that survey would be somewhere
directly north of the eastern terminus of section 14 ?—It was intend
10 be as nearly so as possible.

5619. Is there anything further which you wish to say ?—I cannob
recollcet anything particular,



365 FELLOWES

Railway Loca=
tion—-

' Winsipee, Tuesday, 21st September, 1880,  ©3g'racts Nos.
. . Line west of
G. R. L. FELLowEs, sworn and examined : Red River.

By the Chairman : —

5620. Have you been employed in any work connected with the In spring of 1874,
Cunadian Pacific Railway ?7—Yes, since the spring of 1874. 1 was asslstan leveller
then employed as assistant leveller, and sent up to this country by Mr. firatwary trial

arre. Portoseto

5621. Where was your first work?—From Rat Portage to Broken- Brokenhead

. River.
head River, near the line that is at present under construction.

5622. What was the nature of the work done that season ?—It was
a preliminary trial line, with the location following, made by the same
party.

5623. How long did you remain on that work ?—Until February, I
think. I think the survey ended in February.

5624. Of what year ?—1875.
5625 Do you mean field work or office work ?—Simply field work.

5626. Then you were carrying on the work on that line during the
Winter of 187475 2—Yes.

. . . In 1875, with
5627. What did you do in February ?—I was with Mr. Forrest run- Forrest, running

ning the line from Shoal Lake to Red River. line from Shoal
River.

5628, Is that the Shoal Lake west of Red River ?—Yes; from the

"i)lr)le west of Red River to Red River, a distance of some fifty miies, I
ink,

5629. Did you take any part in the office work connected with the Made plans for

llorcation of section 15 ?—1I did. I made the plans for sections 14 and S°tion® Mand 1.
5.

5630. Was that after this work from Shoal Lake to Red River ?—1It
‘Wwas finished, and I was ordered to Ottawa with Mr. Carre.

5631. About what time did you go to Ottawa ?—I think it was in

arch. I am not very clear as to the time, but it was in the spring
of 1875.

5622, Was it at Ottawa that you took part in the office work con- ofice work.
hected with those sections 7--Yes.

5633. Did you do the office work only connected with your particular
field worl, or did you cover other persons’ field work ?~-It was Mr.
Forrest’s work I had to complete. H. F. Forrest was transit man. T
Was assistant leveller from Rat Portage to Brokenhead, and leveller
from Shoal Lake to Red River.

5634. Was any plotting or planning done connected with that lire
bgtween Shoal Lake and Red River, as far as you know ?—I think Mr.
irkpatrick was laying down the line.

5635. You took no part ia it ?—No.
5636. How much of this section 15 did you plot ?—The whole of it.

5637. Did you take out the quantities for the whole ?2—No; I merely
Made the plan.
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Contracts Nos. 5638, You mean the location plan ?—The location plan.

5639. Did you not do any work on the profiles ?—No ; none.

5610. Then the location plan would not enable you to take out quan-
tities ?—No; it would not.

5641, Did you take any part in estimating the quantities for that
work ?—1 think not.

Office work. 5642. Describe what work you did in connection with that location
in the office >—Merely laking the field notes, laying down the line of
latitude and departure, plotting the topography, plotting the beginning-
a}\d end of curve, and titling the plan. I think that was the amount
of it.

5643. Do you know where that plan is now ?—I think it is in the
Ottawa office.

5644. Have you searched for it in the office here ?—VYes, alittle; but
Mr. Rowan told me that he is prepared to say that the majority of the
plans, particularly of the south line, were in Ottawa—at least he leftit
there at the time he was before the Senate Committee.

5645. This is not the south line that you are speaking of ?—No; it is
the middle line.

5646. Did you say that Mr. Rowan informs you that the majority
of the plans are at Ottawa ?—Yes.

5647. Might not this be among the minority ?—It might be. That I
cannot swear to.

5648. Have you asked at the office here for this particular plan that
you describe 2—No; I have not. The south line plan and profile were
the ones I asked about yesterday.

5649. Are they here ?—They are not here. 1 produce a plan shown
to me, which 1 think is a tracing of the plan I made in 1875, in the
office, of the centre line—the 1874 line. (Exhibit No. 100.)

Appolntedtransit  5650. Afler the office work in the spring of 1875, what did you do
make a survey DXt in connection with the Pacific Railway *—I was appointed transit
{:‘e”sﬂ'“ﬁf‘rfipm‘mg“ man with Mr. Carre, to make a survey from Rat Portage, and improve,
if possible, the work of the previous year. I think we commenced opera-
tions at Rat Portage in June. It was then intended to try the present

south line laid down near the Lake of the Woods.
5651. Is that the line going south of Falcon Lake ?—Yes.

5652. When you speak of the present south line, you do not mean
the line at present located 7—No.

5653. You mean the line which appears on the maps as the south
survey ?—Yes.

5654. How long were you upon that work in 1875 ?—Until November-
or December. I think it was about the 10th of November.

5655. Then your field work for that season ceased ?—Yes.

5656. About how far west did you run that survey ?—The line
measured, I think, about sixty-four miles, tieing-in with contract 14
near Bog River.

5657. Did it strike section 14, east or west of Bog River ?—East of
Bog River.
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5658. About how far east ?—I would not be prepavel to state thai. I O3giwasts Nos.
think the station we tied-in with on contract 14, was 2600. ‘

5659. What sized party made that survey of 1875 ?—Mr. Carre’s party
was divided up into two. I was transit man on one, with Mr. Waters
ag leveller, a rod man, picket man, about six axe men, and I think a
topographer.
5660 Had you charge of that party under Mr. Carre ?>—Under Mr. Under Mr. Carre,.

fal : had supervision
Carre, I had supervision of it. of party n 1855,

5661. Who had charge of the other party under Mr. Carre ?—Mur.
Robinson.

5662. How much of this line did you yourself locate ?—I located
from Rat Portage to this point near Bog River.

5663. How much of it did Mr. Robinson locate ?—He made triallines
headed in different dirvections, under instructions from Mr. Carre.

5664, Then you went over the whole line with your party ?—Yes.

5665. Are you able to form any comparison between the feasibility Part of the
of that line and of the one which was afterwards adopted >—Not very jouthern country
well; I could merely compare between certain distances to the present seciion 15, as at
line. I might say, from Rat Portage twenty-eight miles of the country Pre*"*

18 very similar to section 15 as at present under contract.

5666. About what point would that be ?—~That would be the west
end of Crow Lake. ~

_5667. And from there westward, are you able to compare the feasi- And part like the
bility of the two lines ?—I'rom about twenty-eight miles to fourty-five 3 Saviig out the
miles to Rat Portage, the country is similar, I think, to the cast end heavy fill

of section 14.

5668. Do you mean the extreme end of 14 at Cross Lake >—Yes ;
leaving out the heavy fill.

5669. Ts that a more favourable line?—That I never formed any
Opinion about ; I left that entirely to my superiors.

5670. Have you not formed any opinion from your own knowledge
of the two localities 7—No ; I have not.

5671. In what respect did that latter portion of the line—I mean
be_tWeen the end of the twenty-eight and the end of the fourty-five
Miles—djffer from the first twenty-eight miles ?—The fills were light.

¢ could get an easy grade, and the cuttings were not so heavy, with

€ exception, perhaps, of one or two points. Oue point that [ think

Temember of, was about fourty-four miles on the west side of Falcon

ver ; it was a summit. The work there, I tancy, would be heavy.

18672, Taking that balance of seventeen miles, did you think it was
kely to be less expensive, or more expensive, than the first twenty-

®1ght miles of the south line?—It would be less expensive than the
st portion,

5673. Much less expensive ?—I could not say.

" 5674. Are you not able to say, in passing over the country and loca-
QL“B a line, something about the difference in expenditure of a railway
it Tough jt ?—At that time I did not give a great deal of attention to

» Iy principal thought was to lay down as cheap a line as I could
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Contracts Nos. through the country by exploring. The result of that I did not make
up or give any serious consideration to, because I left that entirely to

my superiors to judge.

5675. But if it was left to you to lay down as cheap a line as you
could by exploration, would not the probable expenditure be one of the
materials for your consideration ?—Yes.

#rom twenty- 5676. Well, I am asking upon that question : whother it wouldbe only
‘elght to frty-five slightly cheaper, the first portion of the line which you located, or con-

southern linewest siderably cheaper ?—It would be considerably cheaper. The trouble is,
3,%’{’;{’ .‘,’:;g“ggén I do not remember the grades across the muskeg, on the east and west
2}’,’;:’,‘,’:,'%},’;’,’, me Of Falcon River. That is a large marsh. Of course if there was a heavy
first twenty-elght bank there, we might have a repetition or it would be similar to Cross
railes. Lake. There i3 a probability of that; but I am at a loss, as T do not

remomber the position of the grades in that section,

Quantities taken  5677. Do you know whether quantities were taken out on this
outon south line. projocted line, south, oron any portion of it ?—Yes; Ithink quantities
were taken out on the south line.

5678, Upon what portion of it 2—I think through the whole of it.

5679. Did you fake any part in estimating those quantities 7—A very
littie, I think I began to take out quantities at the beginning of the
calculation.

5680. You mean at the east end ? —On the east end. A trouble occured
in my family and [ had to leave the office. Then I had to leave the
party, and I think the balance of Mr. Carre's party assisted in taking
out quantities.

5681. Would the taking out of these quantities be subject to the
revision of Mr. Carre, or would each person who took quantities in the
first instance, return that as a final report on the subject ?—I think it
was subject to his revision, and they were under instructions from him,
I think, at the time.

5682. Speaking about the practice in such matters, was it usual for
a person who had cherge of such work as you did, and took out such
quantities as you did, to make a final report to the Department ?—
think, if they have confidence in a man, they accept his tigures 88

correct.
Practice asto 5683. Then the engineer in charge, if his subordinate is considered
fisurcs made ot competent, takes no responsibility connected with that figuring ?—
by engineers. think he has to assume the responsibility as a matter of practice.
Engineer in 5684. Does he, as a rule, actually revise them and go over the calct”
charge does not

revise igures of l1ations 7—No; I do not think he can ; he has not the time.

Testawork inome 5685, What is the gereral practice? Is it the general practice that
Winnoduracy ¢ the engincer in charge goes over the calculations, or does he permi
found the work  his subordinates to make the final report on the subject?—I think
over. ¥ that they give it a test at different points to prove the accuracy of the

WOX‘IS. If they find it incorrect the work has to be gone over again.

Yetcalenlations 5686, But notwithstanding that test at different points, the calculé-
¥ be Incorrect: tions may be incorrect, and it may not be discerned ?—Yes ; they may

5687. And was tbat the practice generally followed by Mr. Carre 7’;.
1 could not say what he revised; but I think he had a good deal ©
confilence in his assistants.
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5688. Did you know at any time of the calculation of his assistants C3ptracts Nos,
eing assumed to be correct without revision, and returned as such to
e superior officer —I cannot call to memory now ; it does not strike
e at this moment.

5689. Would not his subordinates have some general understanding
on this subjoct, whether it was the practice to adopt them without re-
Vision or not ? Would it not be talked about among them ?—I think
hot. They carried out his instructions as closely as they could.

. 5690. If any revision did take place of those calculations of quanti-
lies, was it the practice that the engineer in charge should ask his
Subordinates to be present, or would he do it alone in his own office ?—

have never been present at any revision that I can remember of.

r quanti-
not aware whether they were revised or not ?—No. jios taken ont b
or not.

s . . N
5691. Then as to those quantities which you did take out, you are 7%231’2“‘

5692. Do you say that you think the quantities which you were not
able to revise on this southerly line were revised by Mr. Kirkpatrick
and some others of the party 7—Only the plan was prepared : that is,

Just the ground line ; just merely the plan was what Mr. Kirkpatrick
Was at.

5693, Do you say that after you were obliged to leave off taking out
Quantities on the south line, some other one of the party proceeded
With the calculations of those quantities ?—I am under that impression.

5694. Who did you say had charge of that calculation ?—I think
ere were John Macara, Alex. McNab, Louis Waters, who is now
dead, and David Rodger, working at the calculations.

5695. Why do you think so ?—I am under the impression that when
Tleft the o ce, they were all engaged at it—all of Mr. Carre’s party—
32d I am under the impression that they were taking out quantities.

5696. Do you know whether Mr, Carre ever revised the calculations
of those other persons ?—1I do not know.

5697. Do you know whether Mr. Carre returned any report upon the

Subject of quantities on the southerly line to his superior officer ?—1I do
Not know.

5698, Do you know whother Mr. Carre had formed any opinion carre thought
Officially of the expenses of this southerly line, for the whole or any e A &
Part of the distance ?—I think he was rather glad of the way the line.
Southerly line turned out. He thought it was a much cheaper line,

8t is as regards the work to be done per mile, than the central line

5699, Thon he had formed the opinion that the quantities would

‘;_l @ it less expensive ?—Yes ; less expensive for the same number of
tles,

%57‘00. Do you know whether he made any return of that information
18 superior efficer 7—I do not know.

§701. Had you been able to form any opinion on the subject yourself ?
Eth going over the country I imagined that our southerly line was
ter for the same number of miles than the central line.
a 5702, I mean had you formed any further opinion than you described
few_ m oments ago ?—No ; I did not give it any consideration. I was
l’nﬂhmg at the plan.
4
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Cenmtracts Nos.
14 and 18.

Ran a short
branch from
Cross Lake to
Clearwater Bay.

Employed always
as a transit man.

Employed in
office at Ottawa. *

Oomtract No. 15,

Ordered to im-
rove portion of
ine from Zero

to station 29,

5703. Had you gone into that subject carefully enough to say
whether you concurred in Mr. Carre’s opinion or not ?—No.

5704. Did you take any part in the office work connected with that
survey—of the southerly line—such as making out location plan 0
profile?—Yes ; I think I made a plan to the scale of 400 feet to an inch-

5705. Was that for location ?7—Yes; for location.
5706. Not a profile ?—Not a profile—just a location plan.

5707. Was there any other work that you did in connection with
that southerly line there, in the field, or in the office >-——We ran a short
branch at Cross Lake to Clearwater Bay.

5708. Was that a deviation from the first plan you have spoken of r
—No; it was just a little branch—a spur running down to the water-
It was more for the contractors than anything else.

5709. What was the length of that spur or branch ?—About a mile
and a-half, as near as I can remember.

5710. Was there anything further connected with that southerly
line ?—Nothing that I can think of.

5711. Do you remember the size of the other party which preceded
you upon the survey of the southerly line ?—I think it was similar if
strength ; the same number of individnals and the same positions.

5712. I suppose the cost of both of those parties was incurred upoP
the survey of this line, and it would not be, in any way, connected wit
the construction ?—No; I think it was chargeable to survey--the eX’
pense of the two parties.

5713. Do you know, as a matter of practice in engineering for rail
ways, at what time in the progress of the work construction is under;
stood to begin as distinguished from surveys ?—I do not know; but
imagine from the time that the contract is let over a piece of wor
construction takes place.

5714. Do you know whether the deviations made after a contract
is let would be charged against construction ?—I think so.

5715. You have not had any experience in managing the engineeriog
of any line, the general engineering ?—I think not, further than su§"
gesting snything that struck me to my superior.

5716. Then it was always as subordinate to some superior officer 7=
Yes; always subordinate —transit man.

5717. After this completion of the survey of the southerly line, whst
was your next work, either in the field or in the office 7—I was absent
from the office for a time; then, on returning to the office, I think I.
made tracings of either the centre line or the southerly line to tak®
with us in the improved location survey of contract 15, the field wor
of which began in June of 1876.

5718. Where did you do this office work ?—In the Canadian Pacifi”
Railway Office at Ottawa. There is where I was in the winter month®
making out these plans that I have reference to.

5719. Then what was your work after the commencement, in Jun® of
1876 7—I was ordered to improve the line, under instructions, fro
Zero to station 290.
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5720. Under whom ?—Under Mr. Carre. Oontract Ne. 15.
By Mr, Keefer :— .

5721. Where is Zero ?—Zero is at the eastern outlet of the Lake of
the Woods, at Rat Portage ?

By the Chairman :—

5722, In what capacity were you cmployed on that occasicn ?—As Employed in
trangit man. capacity of tran-

sit man.
_ 5723. What was the size of your party in round numbers ?—1t was
Just similar to the survey of the previous year in strength.

. 5724. And what did you do in that work with that party ?—Under
Instructions, I changed the line and improved it so as to lessen the
qQuantities. The object was to lessen the quantities in the cuttings,
and increase the fills as little as possible. The fills were then heavy,
and the grades were high.

5725. Would your lessening the quantities in the cuttings have the
effect of diminishing the quantities in the fills?—No; it would have
the contrary effect.

5726. Then how do you mean that you could accomplish these two mow neimprove;

things at the same time ?—In the placing of the line and using sharper theline.
Curves,

5727. Do you mean in lengthening the fills?>—No; in lessening the
Quantities required to make these fills.

5728. Do you mean that you would select ground in which there
Would be shallower fills ?—If possible.

5729. So that at the same time that you reduced the quantity of the
Cuttings you could make a line without having as much embankment
28 would be required in the first located line ?—Yes;. the first object
Was to diminish the quantity of rock.

5730. Was that done in any instance where it might affect the per-

Manent value of the road ?—I do not understand that question as you
are putting it.

5731. For instance, you might do it by making such sharp curves as Four degrees the
0 make extra wear on your engines? —No; we were to stick to the maximum curve.
Curves given to us, four degrees being the maximum.

8732, Then, was your improved location an advantage both as to E}’:,’,";‘:,":‘Jv‘;’,‘;?’m

@ construction of the road and as to the working of it afterwards ?— bothastothe
think it was.

the road and the

. . working of it.
5733. How long were you employed upon making that improved

location ?—Until about the month of August.

i 5734. That was upon the line as now adopted ?—Yes; on the centre
Ine—on the line of 1874.

5735. How far did you make that improved survey ?—From Zero to Employed
Mtation 290. Then Mr. Kirkpatrick commenced there and ran to station Daking location

720
9 0. I was removed up to 720 and made the location from that to station Topgrton
%8, 1 think it was,

t°5736. Was the work which you did on that portion of the line similar

© that which you had done from Zero to 290 ?—Very much
mrm]ar'

24}
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5737. How long were you upon that portion of it ? ~That and the

previous survey occupied the time I have mentioned—I think t0
September. : .
Runsatrialline  5733. What did you do after that?—Then I was ordered to rupn 8
Irom statlon 4410 1] line from station 44 to station 179, closer to the Lake of the Woods,
of the then and south of the then located line, to exhaust the subject and see if wo
located line. could better the line that we then had.

5739. Was that gbing back over the ground that you had gone over
earlier in the season, to see if you could not still further improve the
line ?—Yes.

5740. How long were you upon that ?—It was a short time. I do not
remember exactly the time—perhaps a week or a fortnight.

Taking cross- an-  5741. What did you do after that ?—After that we commenced taking
titles from Zero cross-sections for quantifies from Zero up to station 480.

to station 480.
_ 5742. About what time did you commence taking those cross-
gections ?—From September, I think, up to the middle of November-

5743. Did you return the quantities that you were taking out, after
cross-sectioning, to any one?—No; we did the field work—that 'was
taking cross-sections with a level, and then we plotted the cross-sections
fiom the field notes on the crosssection paper or plan.

Plotted cross. 744. Do you say you putthem down in that way between September

Novemberand  and November, 1876 ?—Between November and the end of December,
end of December, :
1876. I think.
5745. Then you did not plot down your cross-sectioning beforeé
November, 1876 ?—I do not think so. I think that our time was fally
occupied in the field. .

5746. After you had plotted them, would it not be necessary to make
calculations to ascertain the quantities >—That was the object in making
cross-sections, to obtain quantities.

5741. The object was to give some person data from which to calcu-
]ate quantities 7—Yes.

5748. The work which you are describing would not show the quan-
tities ?—No ; it would not.

5749. It would only be data for other persons to ascertain the quan-
tities from ?— Yes.
Not until after

Nov. 1516, was ~ 5750. But you did not establish those data until after November;

on which others 1816 ?—No; I think not.
could calculate

<quantities. 5751. For what portion of the line did you establish those data ?—
from Zero to station 480.

5752. Do you know who, if any one, was doing similar work on the
rest of the line 7—I am not positive, but I think Mr. Kirkpatrick wa#
doing similar work.

5753. Under Mr. Carre ?—Yes ; under Mr. Carre.

5754. In all this work they were subject to Mr. Carre ?—Yes.

5755. Do you think Mr. Kirkpatrick was doing all this on 14 fro®
480 ?—No ; the second nine miles in the contract.

_ 5756. Who had the next sub-division?—They wero continuing tb®
improvement of the line—that is, Mr. Waters and Mr. McNab—from
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the point I left it at station 928 or thercabonts, and they had to be down ComtractNe.13.
3t Cross Lake before the cross-sect.ovs could be ascertained. I think
at took up their time until the snow fell.

. 975%7. Did you do any cross-scctioning except on this first sub-divi-
Sion ?—No.

5758. Do you know who did the cross-sectioning upon either of the
W0 last, sub-divisions ?—I do not. '

Y 5759. It was done, under instruction from Mr. Carre, by some one?—
€8, .

P 5760. Then at what time that season did you end the field work ?—

he field work, I think, ceased in November, when the plotting of the
Work began.

9761, What did you do after that >—I think I was brought into Win- Assimilates
Bipeg here to assimilate lovels. Vel

.5762. What do you mean by assimilating levels >—There was a

difference between the levels brought through from Thunder Bay and
@ levels we were working on, of some 21'37; this we had to add on,
think, to all our levels.

5763. Do you mean to raise the grade to that extent ?—No; we
tablished datum up here independently of it, and when this was tied-
%8 to our work we had to raise our datum to 21337;.

57.64. You mean that you were doing that work on the plans and
Profiles 7—In the bovk work we were adding it to our datum figures.

l)02765. So as 1o give the persons who pyrepared the profiles from your
ks that improvement in the data ?— Yes.

By Mr. Keefer :—

W5766. Could you tell us what you assumed the surface of Lake of the
00ds to be—1 suppose you started from that ?—I do not remember.

By the Chairman :—

18%67' Did you know, during the work in the field of this season of ynderstood that

the that it was generally understood among the peisons employed on devintion of iine
the surveys that this deviation in the location of the line would lessen quantities.
® quantitics to be submitted to the contractors ?2—Yes.

begzes' Could you say about what time in tho year that impression

thi ne a general one among the persons employed 7—No; I do not
Wk I could give dates ; it was while we were going under canvas.

5769‘} Do you remember Mr. Marcus Smith going over the line that
0 /~—Yes. ‘

th‘i'?'zo. Had you any communication with him during that visit on

w‘t 8ubject ?—No ; I think I mentioned that some changes in the line

varl &OIng to reduce the quantities by large figures, just from obser-
'on with my eye, without making any calculations.

5771-_ Do yeu say large figures ?—Yes; I thought so.

th§772‘ You mean that it would lessen the quantities? —Yes; lessen

Quantities very much at some points.
5

- itness’s work
of t;‘173' When did your work end in connection with this improvement Xfxd't‘g?;:o‘v'ﬁfg
@ survey ?—In November, I think, was the date I gave. Survey ended in
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tions that I spoke of.

5775. Where did you go to do it ?—I plotted them under canvas; but
I think T made fuller notes in the office in Winnipeg, with Mr. Carre.

5776. Were you and Mr. Carre here together, in Winnipeg, at that

time ?—Yes; we met in Winnipeg. I think Mr. Carre was in before 1
was.

57717. Do you know when the quantities were taken out for this
located line, after your survey made with that object ? Were they taken

out that winter ?-—I do not know; I had nothing to do with taking out
quantities.

5778. Are you aware whether they were taken out at Winnipeg or
at Ottawa ?—No.

Thinksapproxt-  5779. At what time had you to furnish sufficient data for the section
Tor tenders conld Or sub-section which was under your charge to enable any one to take
begotat by out quantities 7—When the section was made they could have got at

section. the approximate quantities,

5780. You mean cross-sectioning ?—No, not the cross-soctioning;
just the section when it was made. I think the probable quantities
could have been got at close enough to allow of tenders being called for.

Exgplains. 5781. What do you mean by the section ?—Just the levels taken abt
the stations every 100 feet, and at different points between the 100
feet, wherever a break of the ground would occur.

5782. Would they be taken down in your field-notes >—They would
be taken down by the leveller.

5783. Would they appear in the level books ?—Yes.

5784. Do you mean that those books could then have been handed to
someo person, and that quantities, sufficiently approxzimate for tenders,
could have been obtained ?—1I think, by an experienced engineer, the
quantities could have been taken out from those books close enough t0
allow of venders being based on them.

5785. When did you say those data, which you describe as being
sufficient for skilled ergineers, were actually furnished to any person
for that purpose ? - I do not remember; but I think it was the duty of
the leveller to furnish the Division Engineer, Mr. Carre, with the
information when he required it; it did not pass through my hands.
Perhaps the only thing I would like to add, would be the section of our
day’s work, but my duty properly was to follow out the line laid down
by the officer in charge, who was Mr. Carre. I did not take a special
interest in the leveller’s work.

5786. Would the leveller be called upon to hand in his level book8
direct to Mr. Carre, instead of through you ?—Certainly.
‘When Carre was
Socidod themove-  5787. Then in that respect he was not subordinate to you ?-—Noj
Tmemts ol the or ©XCEPt in matters of moving camp. When Mr. Carre was away I wa8

riy.

Toatiers the engl- the party to say when we should move and where to.
neer in charge

directed,

5788. So that some of the parties had duties to fulfil towards the
engiteer in charge irrespective of you ?—I should judge so.

5789. Was it so practiced ?7—Yes ; in some cases.
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5790. Then you are not able to say at what time, or whether such ContractNa. 10,
books were furnished to any person to enable them to take out quanti-

tieg ?—No; I cannot. I do not remember it at this moment.

5791. Did you put down on cross-sectioning paper, from time to time,
the result, of your work, or did you wait until towards the end of the
Survey for that season before you marked it on the cross-sectioning
Paper?—I think that the levegler took rough cross-sections as the
Work progressed, and that assisted Mr. Carre in laying down the im-
p“OVeX lines that he required to run.

By Mr. Keefer :—

5792, But did you not keep yourself, on section paper furnished in Progress of work
the office, a trach;g to show the position of the work from day to day Sey trdes et
38 it progressed—I mean the longitudinal section of the line that you 83‘:?3&%%‘;‘,;3% ed
Were ranning with the transit ?—No ; nothing further than Mr. Carre to plan whew sur-
Pencilled it in, and we did not apply it to the plan until the survey V¥ as finished.

%88 finished.
5793. It was not done from day io day ?—No.

By the Chairman :—

505794' I understood you to say that that was done under canvas
fore you went to Winnipeg to plot the plans ?—The cross-sections of
28 surveyed line were done after the survey was made, so as to allow
of quantities being taken out more closely than you could get from the
ion,
5795. When you speak of sections as distinct from cross-sections,
YOu mean the longitudinal sections, the cross-sections being at right
gles ?—Yes; at right angles to a point on the line.

5796. Do you say you went to Ottawa in the spring of 1877, or
Went to Winnipeg ?—1I had leave of absence, and I was not on duty.

8797. For what time ?—For two months. I got married then.
.‘th5798. What two months ?—I had only onejmonth—part of April and
® beginning of May.

\ 5799, Then were you not in Ottawa that month on duty ?T—No; on
%ave of absence. I had nothing to do with the work at that time.

' “5800. What was your next work for the Government in connection ¥allway —Con
th the railway ?—I was preparing for the contractor’s men.

w(;"%l, Preparing what ?—Staking out the ground and laying out the Laying out work
Tk on the ground. men, June, 1877.

,m.5802- What time did you commence that ?—That was about the
'ddle of June, I think.

. 5803, Were you still under Mr. Carre?—Yes; he was the engineer Still under Crros
charge of the contract.

4. Were you next to him ?—1I was supposed to be the first assistant.
mffof)- What party had you for that work ?—A rod man and an axe

ni,5806, Was that for the whole of the section on contract 15 ?—About
Re mileg,

3807, Which nine miles ?—The easterly nine miles from Zero to 480,
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Lays out work 5808. Did you do that work? Did you lay out the work on the
between Zero and ground for the contractor from Zero to station 480 ?—TI did.

5809. About how long did that take you ?7—As the contractor

required the work set out, then it would be done, or instructions given
to him.

5810. Had he his men upon the ground at the same time ?—Yes ; he
had a walking boss then, I think, named Pettit, and he was the first
officer that was sent on to the works to superintend the construction.

5811, Was the construction commenced at that end of 15 ?—-Yes; at

that time.
Lald out work 5812. Then you did not lay out the work on the ground as soon as it
g;&?;g‘f{‘” could be done, but only from time to time as the contractor required it,
Msworkaia | 0 2 to keep ahead of him and not impede him by delay ?—Yes.
Dot require 1;;%“_ 5813. Did that require you to be continuously engaged ?—No.

cation. 5814. When you were not engaged in that particular work what

were you doing ?—It there was any office work I would attend to
that.

5815. Where was the office >—At Keewatin.
5816. Was there any office work ?—Very little at that time.

5817. Then you were not continuously engaged either in office work
or laying out work for the contractor >—No; there would be a rush for -
work. e would have a lot of field work to do, and then the same with -
the office work. We were not steadily engaged.

5818. About what time did you finish laying out the work for the
contractor in this sub-section 7—It is not completed yet.

5819. Then if you are not continuously engaged at that or at office
work, what are you doing ?—I suppose amusing myself. '

Cannotsay what 5820, About what proportion of the time would you be able to amuse
Imewas given to yourself 7—That I could not say ; I do not remember. Perhaps we

amusement. would have a day—and perhaps a quarter of a day—or half a day at
various times.

5821. You bhave no idea of the proportion of the time: would you
be oceupied more than half of the time ?—I think so.

5822. More than two-thirds ?—I would pot be positive.

5823. Was it not practicable to proceed with the laying out of thi®
work on the ground without any of these delays or amusements that
you speak of ?—It could have been done with assistance.

5824. I mean with the assistance which you could obtain ?—The
majority of it could have been done, I think.

Yitnesssreason 5825, Would it not have been more advantageous to the Government
betler to proceed if you had proceeded immediately and without delays of any kind t0
withthe laying |5y out the work as fast as you could, and end that job, and then get
without dslays. some other job instead of having recesses continuously between the
beginninﬁ and the end of it ?—I do not know that it would. I think :
part of the time might better be given to more office work and work-
ing up quantities, testing the line laid down to see whether it could be
improved or not, and making improvements where work was going 0%
if possible. .
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'5826. Do you mean, while you were laying out the work for the ;"‘":el”““ 15.
contractor it was necessary that you should remain there, 50 that any nofessary.”
Work which he did would be subjected to your supervision; that you
Could not have gone away from that sub-section whether you had your
Work comgleted or not ?—I think it was necessary to have a super-

Vision of the work, and direct the men as to what was required to be
one,

-5827. Then, besides laying out this work for the contractor, you were
harged with the supervision of his work ?—I exercised a certain
8mount of supervision subject to my superior officers.

5828. I understand you to say that at the beginning of this garticu:
ar work you were instructed merely to lay out the work for the con
tractor. Now, if that were all that you were required to do, you could
ave done it without any stoppages and proceeded to other work ?—
e8; I could have done that if no changes were made, or if no changes

Woro anticipated. I could have gone on with it and laid it out from
end to end.

5329. And then your services would have been available for other
localities 7—Yes they would have been.

5830. Let us understand why that was not done, why you did not But for the pro-
nish that work and make your services available for other localities ? gaptitietel, o
~~Because there was the probability of a number of changes taking place. grade, &c., work
The grades being changed points would come up that would necessitate a Aabhed up and
lot of outside surveys, besides the line work, the work of staking out. bis services made
he cuts and fills could have been done on the located line, and my other places.
8ervices made available for other work, v
5831. Were you directed to do anything more than lay down that
Work upon the ground when you first went there ?—There was nothing
Uefinite 10ld me, further than that I had supervision, as I understand
14, of that first nine miles—that is, to do all I possibly could towards

Setting out the work for the contractors, and assisting them in getting
Ten into the points.

5832, Is it the usual practice, when assistant engineers lay out work
on the ground for the contractors who are ready to work, that they
Should rema’n there and exorcise supervision over the work which the
Contractor actually does ?—I do not think it is necessary for that par-

cular man who sets out the work to remain there.

Necessary to have
5833. Is it necessary to have some one ?—1I should think so. supervise tho
contractor’s
5834. Is it the usual practice ?—1It is the usual practice. work.
th5835' Were you instructed to affor facilities to the contractor as to

© locality and quantities of work required of him ?—What way would
that be ?

th5836' In any way. Are you aware that Mr. Whitehead complained

18t neither he nor his engineers could get from the persons in charge,

half of the Government, sufficient information to enable him to
Mmence work with convenience ?—I heard rumours of complaints.

N 5837. Now can you understand my question : whether you were in-
» tl?eu?ted to give them all facilities or not ?—I do not remember exactly
> Instructions ; I think that at the outset the contractor's engineer

Me to me asking for certain information.
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CoutractMo.18.  5g3g. That is Mr. Ruttan ?—Yes ; I told him that, as Mr. Ruttan—as
oK. 1. an engineering friend of mino—I could give him a certain amount of
Deer Information information to assist him in watching the work, but that the informa-
& tion should or ought to come from the Division Engineer as the
officer in charge; but that I did not think it weuld be objectionable to
Eive bim this information beforehand so as to assist him, if possible, I

ave reference to bench marks now.

Character of in- 5839. Was that information which was necessary for the contrac-

ormation acetred tor to obtain before he could go on working comfortably ?—I do not
think so; I think he could establish his own benches, do his own cross-
sections, and then when I was proving certain of the levels to my
benches he could tie iv.

5840. How were those bench marks made evident to any person ?
Do you mean by pegs on the ground or strokes on the trees, or how ?
—The roots of trees sometimes, sometimes on the top of a stump,
sometimes with a nail, sometimes without a nail.

By Mr. Keefer :—

5841. Did you not mark the levels of those benches?—I think it
was all levelled, but was so often burnt over that the figures were
obliterated.

By the Chairman :—

5842. Do you mean that at the time the contractors came there
your bench marks were not to be seen ?—That they were charred—
the majority of them.

5843. If the contractor's engineer could not see your bench marks -
how could he tie-in with them ?—I could tell him,

5844. But I understand that was one of the things you would not
tell him ?—I would not tell him until I had an opportunity of testi
the thing myself. The leveller had gone over this work, but I want
to test his work as through work from bench to bench.

5845. Could you not have occupied yourself at those times of
amusement in testing as you describe, so that you could give the con-
tractor’s engineer the information that was necessary 7—I think at
that time my time was fully occupied in working up other information,
and in taking extra cross-sections; the first cross-sections that were
taken were rather to establish the grades in the Chief Engineer’s
office, as I understood that they had to be approved of there.

Witnessnot san 0546, Do you mean that at the time that the contractor's engineer
contractor’s engt- asked for the information which he did not get from you, that it was
e ioath infor  because you were not able to furnish it, or because you were not willing

fnstruction from to furnish it ?—I was not willing to furnish it without instructions.
e Division from the Division Engineer.

5847. But you were able to do so if you thought proper ?—I could
have given him the information, and he could have made a note of the
difference in these bench marks. I could have given him the informé-
tion that was given to me by the leveller as recorded in his books,

5848. And which he asked for ?—And which Le asked for.

Ynderimpression 5849, And which you thought not proper to give him ?—Not as the
handed overto __ contractor’s engineer. 1 was under the impression that all work

e

Sorevissd, "°™% handed over to the contractor should be revised, if posible.
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5850. How would that make a better check ?—I could verify the Contract No.15.
develler’s work by running over his benches.

5851. Whose benches ?—The leveller’s benches.

. 5852. Then do you mean that you were uot able to give him definite
information, because you had not run over those benches ?—I could
accept the leveller's work as correct ; as it turned out it was very nearly
correct.

. 5853. Do you mean that you were not inclined to give him this
lnformation, because you had not satisfied yourself that the leveller's
work was correct ?—I wanted to satisfy myself that any work that
went out of my office was correct, by checking it.

.5854. Then was it because you were not able, or were not willing, to Thinks all infor-
give the information that induced you to decline?—I think that all mavcpouehtto
Information ought to come through the Division Engineer to the con- Division Engi-
tractor., He ought to be cognizant of the information we were giving, "
as engineer in oharge.

. 5855. Did you communicate with the Division Engineer on that sub-
Ject ?—I think I did.

5856. Who was the Division Engineer 7—Mr. Carre.

5857. What was his answer ?~—1I think he refused to furnish him with But Carre refused
part of the information he asked for ; but about the vouchors I would ffane 2orma
Dot be positive. Ithink that Mr. Ruttan also asked me for cross-sections,

and that I refused it.
5858, Did Mr. Carre instruct you torefuse cross-sections ?—I think so.

5859. Would it be any disadvantage to the Government to let the
Contractors get the cross-sections ?—Not if there were sufficient cross-
8ections taken over the ground.

5860. Did you say the grade pegs were in ?—No.

5861. How could the contractor ascertain the grade pegs, so asto
know where to begin, if he was not shown the bench marks ?—He has to
&et the grade pegs from the assistant engineer to start his cuttings.

5862. Were the grade pegs put down as fast as they were required
by him, or at the time they were required by him ?—Yes ; the cuts and
i‘“:d were given to the workmen, and they would work with cross-

eads,

5863, But would it not be necessary for them to commence the cuts
and fills by knowing where the grade pegs were ?—If they had the
Cuts marked and cross-heads put up, the contractor could strike his
OwWn grade.
Usual to furnish

586 i 'ietor's -engi furnis t , -
64. Is it not usual for the proprietor's -engineer to furnish the contractor's engl-

ontractor with grade pegs, or the locality of the grade pegs ?7—Yes. pegs or the locali-
. L. .. Uyofgrade pegs.

d 5865. Was it done in this case ?—I would not be positive that it is

One in all cases. -

" 5866. Was it asked for by the contractor ?—I think so. I might
Ve pointed out on the ground where the grade was; but not to put a
in in every instance.

&586'7. What time do you say you remained at that work ?—From
&t time up to the present.
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CoutrnetNo.15. 5338 On that particular sub-section ?—Yes.

5%69. So that your work from then until now has been on that nine
miles ?—Yes.

5870. Is it finished 7—No; it is not completed yet.

Gradevariedafier 5871 After the contract was let was there any material change in
contract was et the grade ?—1I think so.

5872. To what extent ?—It varied.

5873. Could you say upon an average about the oxtent ?—I would
not like to say an average.

In consequence 5874. What was tho general effect of that upon the quantities, either
banks decreased . . .
and rock Increas- upon rock or embankment ?—I think it decreased the banks and in-

ed, creased the rock.

5815. Have you ever compaied the quantities of the work as origin-
ally laid out and as now executed ?—I think I have, but I do not
rememler the figures.

5876. Havo you made returns of the different sections —I mean the
changed quantities in the different sections?—Yes; that has been
returned to the engineer.

5877. Would it be possible, if similar returns had been made from
each sub-section of the change in the quantities, to show the whole
change over the whole line ?—Yes.

5878. I mean the change in the quantities caused by this change in
the grade ?—Yes ; it would show it over the whole contract.

5879. As far as your sub-section goes, you had taken out and reported
the quantitics as changed by these alterations in the grade?—Yes.

5880. Have you made up any estimates of the work which will
probably be required to finish the contract on your sub-section ?—Yes.

5881. Up to what time, or since what time ?—From about a month
ago.

5882. The 1st of August do youn think ?—1 think so.

5583. Have you returned that ?—Yes.

5884, To whom 7—To Mr. Rowan.

5885. When ?—About three months ago.

5886. Is that to be revised by any one ?—1I could not say.

5887. Have there been slight deviations in that line, or any devia-
tions, since the contractors came on to the work which have affected
their quantities ?—Very many ot them.

Chengesofloca- 5888. In what direction have they affected the quantities; have they
rock and dorcoae. increased or decreased them ?—I think the rock has becn increased

ed fillings, and the fillings decreased.

5889. T mean the change of location, I do not mean the change of
grade ? —Yes; changes of location,

5890. So that the quantities, if they were correctly estimated at the
beginning, would be less now than then; that is, the quantities affected
by the change of location ?—Yes. "

5891. Has Mr. Schreiber been over that line'lately ?—Yes,
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5892. Have any changes been madein consequence of his directions? Change made in
—Yes, location in

: . . . consequence of
5893. Have those changes been in grade or location ? —In location. Schrefber’s

irections.
5894, Do they still further diminish the quantities, in your opinion ?
—They diminish the quantities in the fills and slightly increase the
quantities in the rock, at points.

5895. Has the effect of the changes been to diminish the expenditure ? Effect to dimin-
~I think so. ish expenditure,

589G. Is any part of your sub-section finished ?—There are points,
Cuttings; very tew points are finished ; that is, there are some catch-
water ditches and things of that description required to be done to
‘complete.

5897. Is the track laid over any portion of it ?—No ; except for
Service cars where steam shovels are working, and out of cuttings.

. 5398. Of course, you have travelled over the line, over that us far as
it ig finished ?—Yes ; once this summer.
5899. What is the most easterly point to which cars run now ?— Sixteen miles

. . from Rat Portage,
About sixteen miles from Rat Portage. the most easterly

. R . point to which
5900. Who is the assistant in charge of the sub-scction next to you ? gars run. (Sept.

—W. W. Kirkpatrick. lat, 1880°)

5901. The unfinished portion then covers your sub-section and most
of his ?—Yes; part of his. Railway Loca=

on—

5902. Have you been over any portion of the line south of section ContractKo.14.
14, except that which you surveyed in 1875, so as to ascertain the
Leneral character of the country, or the feasibility of a railroad over
1t?—No; I have not. Chakisse, an Indian Chief, when I was out at
Falcon Take, said that he thought a better line could be got b
Tunning direct towards Winnipeg, than the present location on 14. :

5903. But from your own knowledge you have formed no opinion?

~—No.

\

5904, Did you take any part in the soundings of Red River at the
time Mr, Carre was employed upon that work ? —No.

5905. Were you employed on the line betwcen Red River and Shoal
* Lake ?—Yes.

5906. 1s there any other matler connected with this subject which
~You think ought to be explained, or which you wish to speak of ?—I
0 not think so, at present.

H. F. Formgst's examination continued : FORREST.

5907. Do you wish to correctany of the evidence you gave yesterday ? Corrects previous
~Yes, I do ; on two points. In giving my evidence yosterday I stated “* " %
that my jmpression was that there was no commissariat officer attached
1o division ; I desire to correct that statement. There was a person
Specially in charge of supplies, but I do not recollect his name.” Also
In reference to the bottom of the fill at station 4010, I intended to say
8t in no case was it more than a foot or so below the water bottom
dat we found solid bottom —gravel and blue clay—and mnot roek, if I
~4id state it was rock.
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Nixom’s Par-
B:;ylzgil‘g;es .
?n-g ight= W. F. ALLowAY, sworn and examined :
By the Chairman :—
Nt 5908. Where do you live ?—At Winunipeg.
5909. How long have you lived here 7—About ten years.
5910. Before that where did you live ?—At Montreal.

5911. In what business were you in Montreal ? —None; I was at
school.

5912. Had you not done any business oo your own account at that
time ?—No.

5913. What business did you enter into when you came here?—I
came here with the volunteers.

5914. How long were you engaged in that service 7—A year.

5915. After that service was over did you enter into any business ¥
—1I did not go into any regular business. I did so many things.

5916. What did you do ?—I was buying and selling lands and serip >
and I was in the tobacco business for some time. That was the first
regular business I was in.

Employed tobuy  5917. [ believe you were at one time employed to buy horses for the
horses for Gov-

ernment on Governinent on commission ?—I was. .
Fion, Son by 5918. Who employed you ?—Mr. Nixon.
5919. Do you remember how many you bought in this way ?—I do
not.

5920. In round numbers ?—I could not say. 1 bought them one at
a time. I remember one lot of sixteen I bought. I may have bought
less than 100 altogether.

ﬁ%ﬁ"z‘;‘ commis- 5921, Do you remember what was the rate of commission which yo®
percent  and Mr. Nixon arranged >—Two and a-half per cent., I believe; I am
not positive

5922. Did this rate vary—sometimes a larger and sometimes a smaller
amount—or was it generally on the same basis ?—I do not think it
varied. Itisa long time ago.

5923. Were you engaged on any other transaction connected with
- the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—I was freighting supplies.

5924. Were these horses bought principally for the Pacific Railway,
or for some other service >—At the time my business was in that line
I bought many for the late Mr. McKay and for the police.

Horses bought for  5925. I am asking if those you bought for Mr. Nixon were prin-
Nixon principally cipally for the Pacific Railway ?—Yes ; I think so.
Pacific Rallway.

5926. Besides buying the horses and freighting, had you any other
transaction on account of the Pacific Railway ?—I do not think so.

5927. Did you know that Mr. Nixon was employed by the Goverd-
ment to act as purveyor ?—I did.
5928. Were you well acquainted with him ?—Not at that time.

Relations with 3 i : . . s on
N ammence 5929, At what time did your transactions commence with him

inspring of 1675 _ behalf of the Government ?—In the year he came here. I think be
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came here in the fall ; the next spring after he came: I think it was
In the spring of 1875.

5930. Had you had much experience in transactions with horses
fore you entered into the arrangement with him ?— Yes.

5931. Your knowledge of horses was pretty good ?—1I think so.
5932. Would it be valuable to the Governmont ?—I think so.

*56933. Would you probably be able to know if there were defects in
the horses ?—Certainly.

5934. Had you or some of your family been engaged in business
Connected with horses ?—Yes. :

.. 5935. So that in this arrangement made between Mr. Nixon and you,
It was expected, I suppose, that it would be of advantage 1o the
overnment that youshould exercise your judgment in purchasing the
orses ?—That was what it was for. I never purchased a horse without
the sanction of the engineer or Mr. Nixon.

"5936. Do you mean that you would ask them to exercise their judg-
Inent in each case ?—In every case.

5957. On every horse ?—Yes; sometimes there would be four or
five together. If I met a man with a band we would go irto the band
and pick them out, and I would see whether they were sound or not, or
Whether I thought they were fit for the work or not.

5938. And was this commission intended to cover your service in this
Way ?—Yes; the engineer or Mr. Nixon were cognizant of the price all
the time, and sometimes they would say it was too high and would not
take them. When they were here they always inspected the horses.

hen a requisition came in for horses—the engineer would requisition

Or 50 many horses—he would always look at them before they were
81ven to him.

5939. If not would Mr. Nixon exercise his judgment?—Yes, that
Was in the case of one ; but if there were four or five to be bought for a
rty going west, the engineer would always say whether they were

t for his work or not.

5940. Besides the freighting, in its ordinary sense, were you not
®bgaged in carrying mails 7—1 got a contract for a mail : that was for
the Pacific Railway.

9941. It was connected with the Pacific Railway works ?—Yes ; it
Was for their mail.

5942, Had you any place of business established, such as an office
Or shop in the city ?—Latterly I had.

5943. About what time ?—1I always had an office; I always had a
lace to do my business, where I was to be found, and where my
Teighters coming in could find me.

591:4. Separate from your residence ?—1I had no residence; I wasnot
Married. I lived in an hotel.

%5945. But had you an office separate that was not connected with
sl Place where you lodged ?—It was where I lodged, because I always
®pt in the office.

Nixon’s ‘Pnr-
veyorship-—
Buying Horses.

‘Witness a good

judge of horses.

Never purchased
a horse without
sanction of engi-
neer or Nixon.

Character of
witness’s service,

Carrying Mails,

Got contract to
carry mails.
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Office.

Witness may
have written out
wages bills in

Nixon’soffice, but

never had any
real conneotion
with his office.

Carrying Malls.

Contract for
carrying mails
let by tender.

May have spoken
to Nixon about
that contract.

5946. Do you remember at what time you first had an arrangement
with Mr, Nixon ?—I could not teli you the year; if you know what
year Mr. Nixon was sent up here, it was in the next spring.

5947. Do you remember what your first transaction with Mr. Nixon
was ? ~1 do not.

5948. Do you remember where he lived at that time ? What part of
the city ?—1 do not know where he boarded. He had no family with
him at that time and was boarding somewhere.

5949. Had he any place of business ?—He had an office.

5950. Where was that ?—It was past Donaldson’s big store. (L was
near the old land office, next door to the Receiver-General’s old otfice—
Mr. McMicken’s office.

5951. And where was your place of business then ?—Up near the
Pacific Hotel.

5952. Did it happeun that you and he had an office together at any
time ?—Never.

5953. Had he any desk or any right to occupy any portion of your
office, or had you any right to Occhy any portion of his office >—Never;
I may have written out wages bills in his office, but I never had any
connection with Mr. Nixon's office, or he with mine.

5054. If you used his office it was only temporarily ?—If we were
sending out supplies we would check them over in his office, and that
is all.

5955. Were you ever interested in any office which he ovcupied 2—
Never.

5956. Nor any person of your name ?—Not that I know of; it i8
some time ago, but I am pretty positive that there was not.

5957. Do you remember this contract for the carrying of mails;
was it let by tender >—By advertisement and tenders called for.

5958. Can you produce any account connected with that?—I produce
an account for carrying mails to contracts 14 and 15, (Exhibit No. 101.)
I did not got that contract from Mr. Nixon, [ got it from Mr. Rowan,
I think. I thiok it was Mr. Rowan who advertised for the tenders.

5959. Were you told that you could get any information from any of
the officers connected with this work before you put in your tender ?—
What kind of information ?

5960. Any kind of information ?—I went to the office and asked them
what kind of service they wanted performed.

5961. Whom did you see ?—It was Mr. Rowan’s office that gave that
information, I think.

5962. Had you any communication with Mr, Nixon about that con-
tract ?—I may have spoken (o him about that, :

5763. Do you remember anything that passed between you and
him ?—No.
5964. Is C. V. Alloway any relative of yours?—He is a brothe: of
mine. :

5965. Where does he live ?—Here.
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_5966. Were you interested in his business >—No; any business he B
did for himself'I was not interested in it.

- 5967, No; probably not ?—He and I were never in partnership.
N5968. Were you interested in any house occupied by the engineer ? —
o.

5969. Do you remember that an engineer did occupy a house be- An englneer

A h
]Ongmg to your brother ?—Yes. 23?5‘3}?35 o

. witness's brother.
5970. Where was the house?—The house was on First street, in itness's bro

innipeg. I might say that the house now belongs to the Alloway
®slate, and my brother was attorney for it.

5971. Were you interested in that?—Not at all. You asked me Nixonlivedina
about the house of Mr. Nixon. Mr. Nixon resided in a house of mine Nouseof witness's.
With his family. He lived in a privato house of mine.

5972. Where was that ?—Next door to that one.
§9,3. Where was this one ?—On First street or Fourth street.

5974. Can you tell when Mr. Nixon first became your tenant?—I
<annot; it was when his family came here.

59756, Was your charge for that rent against the Government or
against Mr. Nixon ?—Against Mr. Nixon. Frelghting

5976. Do you remember whether your bargains for freighting were Bargains for
arrived at after the tenders being asked for, or by private arrange- frelghting, how
Ment ?—I never did any work by private arrangement. I may have
done little bits of things, but never anything of any amouat.

5977. Upon what basis would the contract be made, by the mile or
by the pound ?—Tenders were advertised for for taking supplies to

attleford, Edmonton —naming the different places—and how much
for each place.

5978. Do you know whether there was much competition on those
Occasions when tonders were invited ?—Yes.

5979. Were there many different tenders put in ?—I think so.

5980. Was there some arrangement between you und any one else
before tendering ?—Never,

. 5981. Do you know whether there was any understanding at any
time that the freight should be divided between you or any other
Pergon in any way ?—Never; they nover were divided in any way, H1s tondors
5982. Were your tenders always made independently ?—Always. plways made
5983. Do you remember at what rate you carried provisions to Rate for carrying
North-West Angle ?—It depended upon what season of the year it was. fortn-west

. Angle.
5984, In November, 1877 ?—In 1877, the year round it was about
$2 & hundred. If it wasa special occasion they would have to pay
JUst what it was worth. In the full or spring, if I did not have a con-
act, I generally charged them more.

5985. What was the value of the use of a team of horses a day,
ut November, 1877 ?7—$6 or $7 a day; that is cheap.

5986- What would that include ?—Team and man and harness, with
4 spring-seated waggon.

5987.25'1‘hat would be for carrying passengers ?—Yes.
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carry from 1,000
to 2,009 1bs, a day.

115 miles from

Average of round
trip from eight

5988. But for carrying freight ?—The same; sometimes $1 less.
If it was a light spring waggon it was more; but these waggons
that we have here have nice spring seats on them, are just as comfort-
able, sometimes more so, than a carriage.

5989. About what weight would a team and vehicle for freight
carry ?—-If the roads were at all good they would carry 2,000 lbs., but
if they were not they would sometimes carry 1,000 lbs.; the roads
were sometimes very bad,

5990. About how far would a team carry that weight for a day ?—
Twenty miles.

5991. On good roads ?—We never have any good roads here in the
spring of the year, or any season, to the North-West Angle.

5992. About what rate did you carry freight for to the North-West
Angle ?—From Pointe du Chéne it is the same as from here. Then
there are two roads. Some seasons when one is cut up we take the
other.

5993. From here to the North-West Angle what is the road called ?—
It is called the Dawson road; but it is impassable; you cannot get
through it.

5994. What is the distance from here to North-West Angle ?— About
115 miles ; 110 it is called, but it is ahout 115 the way they go.

5995. Upon an average how many days would it take for a team to
go from here to there, with a fair load ?—Five days; sometimes I have
had them ten days on the road.

5996, I am speaking of the average ?—About five or six days on an
average. .

5997. And for the return home empty ?—Three days, empty. Ifthe
flies are very bad they will not go that fast.

5998. So that the round trip could be made, as a rule, upon an aver-
age of eight days?—That is a very small average, they could not
average that all summer. They would not average it all summer,
because they would kill their horses. In the summer time, when the
roads are middling good, the flies are bad, and thon when the roads are
bad the flies are gone.

5999, How many days did you say it would take to make the round
trip from here to North-West Angle, going with a team loaded and
returning empty ?—Eight to ten days.

6000. What would that be worth per day?—From $6 to $7. I
speak of it in the past, I do not speak of it now, as it is higher
now than it was then; you could not get them to go now for that
money.

6001. 1t is not so much the travelled route now >—No.

6002. Taking the state of the roads upon the average, where, betweent
half a ton and a ton, would you say would be the ordinary weight of &
load 7—It is very seldom that we load up with balf a ton, that is for &
team,

6003. What would be the average weight of a load ?—From 1,700 to

waggon from 1,700 1,800 1bs,
1,800 1bs,
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6004. For each 100 lbs. you got $2?—I did not freight that way ; Freighting,
that was not my freighting at all. ,

6005. Did you not freight to North-West Angle in that way 7—No
that way ; ['always freightod with carts.

6006, Did you not charge for one team to North-West Angle, for
8ection 14 7—I have charged for lots of teams.

600%7. That was not for carrying freight ?—It may have been freight.

6008. Did you never freight by contract from here to North-West
Angle 7—1I did ; but never with waggons though, always with carts.

6009. What would be a fair load for a cart ?—"700 to 800 lbs.; 700 700Ibs. a fair load
on the North-West Angle road. for & cart.

6010, How would a cart be drawn ?—With one ox or a horse, ox
8enerally,

6011. There would not be a driver for each ox cart 7—No.
6012. How many ox carts would one driver manage ?—Four to five

6013. What is it worth per day for an ox and cart?—81.50 a day. 1
do not suppose I ever hired any by the day though. Yes, I did
though.

6014. Was there any general understanding what it was worth ?—

'0; I got the contract and { either sent my own cattle and carts, or I
tred some man to take it out at so much by the 100 lbs.

6015. Between man and man, what do you consider a fair return for $1.25 a fair return

€ use of un ox and cart for aday ?—$1.25. aor fiso of an ox
6016. And you say that would draw about 700 l1bs. >—Yes. day-

a§017. What is a fair average for a man who boards himself ?—$2
ay.

6018. So that a fair return for a man and five ox carts and oxen would
® about $8.25 ?—1 suppose so.

W6019. How long would it take a train of that kind to go to North- Fifteen days good

travel
est Apgle and return empty ? —Fifteen to twenty days. ﬁ?g:{a%r{%m
. . g to
" 6020. Would that be a fair average ?— Fifteen days would be good otk Wt oK.
'me—gplendid time. &

6021. Then, upon an average, what would it be >—Eighteen days.
W6022. Did you take any freight with ox trains from here to North-
st Angle ?—I did not.

&6023. You did not do any work of that kind for the Canadian Pacific
]

Iway sorvice >—I took contracts. I did not take freight myself.
6024, At what rate ?—Generally speaking, $2 per 100 lbs. $2 per 100 1bs.

" 6025. Were they profitable ?—Not on the North-West Angle. Some-
™es they were, and sometimes they were very unprofitable.

1.2026. Upon the whole do you think you made money or lost money
ny the North-West Angle contracts ?—1I suppose | made money, bat T
ever figured it out.

Rfo?"?- Had you any transactions on account of the Capadian Pacific

da “Wﬂ)} service, in which you hired the use of oxen and carts by the
- 1eR,

253
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Freighting. 6028. Between what points?—On the Pembina Branch. I remem-

taris on Borabina, ber one instance.

per ey L 81 % 6029. Do you remember at what rate ?7—$1.50 per day, I think.

per aay.
6030, That would probably include the service of the man ? —No; it
might not. Never to any extent. Perhaps a couple at one time,

6031, Had you any transactions in which you hired teams, per day ?
—Yes.

leeddOeams at 6032. Do you remember at what rate ?—Yes, $6 a day for heavy
$oandg6aday.  teamg; I think I have let them have them for $5.

6033. Would it be at that rate if they were going back empty ?—
Yes; every day they were away.

6034. Do you remember taking Mr. Blanchard to contract 14 ?—I do
not. On looking at the account handed me,I do remember. I took him

there.
C
four 2‘;‘:33‘.’.““ 6035. What did you charge for four days? - $30.

contract 14,
6036. That would be higher than the rate you say would be a fair
rate ?—Yes ; I remember there were some others there, the same.

6037. Was there not some others there for moving out some furniture ?
Why did you charge 87.50 a day for that ?—The roads were very bad
and Mr. Blanchard had to move his furniture. There was no road, and
they had to go in the ditches and in the dumps—that was when the
grade was half finished, and it was worth $10. I quite frequently
charged $7.50 a day for light teams for a buggy like that, with seats
in it
4 team to North- 6038, I see a charge on November 30th, 1877 : ¢ one team to North-
daysat 364 day. West Angle, with provisions for A. Stewart, and man, nine days, at $6 ?”
~—Yes.
6039. Do you remember whether that was a passenger waggon ?—
$6 would be a heavy team, frcm the price; I think it was a heavy
team.

6040. Do you remember the transaction ?—I do not.

6041. Will you look at the entry of December 6th, 1877, in the account,
and read the charge ?—* To two teams to camp 4, contract 14, with
Briggs, eight days, at $6, $96.”

6042. Do you make eight days at $6, $96 ?— Eight times six would
be $48, and two teams at $48 would be $96.

oo in which «a 6043. I want you to explain the deduction in the bottom of the
g y P
aod helscut account ?—I charged four days, and he has cut me down two days.

down totwodays.

6044. Did you agree to that —I suppose I agroed to it if it is in the
account and took the money.

6045. Then on the 6th of the same month you make a similar
charge ; did you agree to a similar reducticn on that?—I suppose thi¥
first reduction of December 2nd is on the same account. He woul
not allow my full charge.

6046. Would the next charge of December 6th be subject to the
same reduction ?—It would appear so from this account. These were
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my charges, and when [ came in Mr. Nixon said it was an overcharge, v::&ft'm:
and he would not pay me what I asked.

6047. Did you agree to it ?—I did,

6048. Did you agree that the second charge should be subject to the Anotbcr reduc-
Same reduction ?—I did. No; it is a reduction of $48 in one instance =
and $12 in the other. i

6049, But that $12 comes off another item ?—If it is there I must
have agreed to it.

. 6050. It is omitted from the deduction ?—If there is only one deduc+
tion he only charged me with one. I remember quite frequently that
r. Nixon and I had disputes about my charges.

6051. Can you say now, on looking at this account, whether there is
8 farther reduction from the one at the end of the account 7—No ; there
should not be apy reduction, according to my idea; but he thought fit
to do it, and 1 had to agree to it.

6052. Was there any person else interested in this work with you ?

~No.

6053. How far would camp 4, on contract 14, be from Winnipeg ?—
I do not know.

6051, You charge for taking these people: have you never been
:Ware of the distance ?—I was at the time, but they used to shift their
amps,

6055. Were you aware, at the time named in this account, where

he camp was?—I[f I saw the number of days I could tell by the
Mumber of miles per day where they were at the time.

6056. Was the distance one of the items discussed between you and
Mr. Nixon at the time of the reduction >—That must have been the
Wiy he came to make the reduction—he thought it was not so far—
Without any regard to the roads.

the('fﬂ. Do you remember the rate at which you carried the mail t0 carrying Mas,
© camps on section 14 ?—I do not, '
Carried the mail

06058. Do you remember how often you carricd the mails there ?— to the camps on
fce a week, I think; I am not sure. Section 14, once a

. 6059. Do you remember whether these camps were numbered, with
eference to the distance upon the line on which they were situated ;
¢ Y were they called by numbers 1, 2 and 3 ?—7To designate the
tp, I suppose.

f 6060. Would the camp be numbered with reference to the distance
om0 the end of the contract ?—1 suppose they were numbered by the

'Stance. One would be No. 1 camp; further on would be No. 2.

teleoel' Would camp No. 1 be always at the same distance ?—I cannot
!} I do not remember.
6062, Read the item of December Tth aloud ?—* Mail to camps I, 2 Item $97.5 for

3d 3, contract 14, one and half monthe, $65 per month, $97.50.” mail for one and

6063, Wore : : . .
. you carrying mzils at so much per month?—Yes; I
*Uppose from this charge. d

8064. Do you remember that 7—No.
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o 6065. About what would be a fair rate for a man and horse, For in-
horace® 1P strey stance, if they were employed hunting up stray horses, would it be
$3.50 to $4 per day ?—For one man and one horse ? - .
i 6066. Yes ?—8$1.50 for a horse and $2 for a man.

Carts. 6067. That would be $3.50 per day ?—That would be about right.

3&2"5&‘332;#.‘; * 6068. Did you provide any carts for any surveying party 2—Yes.

arties.

i 6069. Was that under contract ?—1I could not say. If it was a couple
or three, it was not under contract; but if it was many I suppose it
was.

6070. Do you remember ?—I do not.

Bushed and - 607L. On the 27th June, 1877, you charge for sixteen bushed and

banded carts. banded carts : was that a different kind of cart from the one ordinarily

in use ?—What we called “ bushed *’ is a boxing with iron around the
axle, and “ banded " is that the hubs are banded, so that they will not
crack with the sun,

From $2 to $3 the 642 [s there much difference in the value between bushed and

value of bushing

and banding. ~ banded carts and ordinary carts ?—8$2 or $3.
15 brice of 6073. Was there that difference at that time ?—Yes.
2rdi';1rz:.$;(::art. 6074. What was the price of the ordinacy cart in those days ?—
$15.

6075. Did that include the extra axles 7—No.

. 6076. Did you say that the ordinary cart cost $15 in those days ?—
(o3,

Wltnefss c];]uge a 6077. And bushed and banded would be how much extra ?—About $3-

uehed anavanda-  6078. That would be $18 in all: your charge is $19.50 ?—You cap
ed carts. now buy carts for $10.

6079. Did you know at the time whether there was any reason for
charging this $1.50 more than ordinary prices 7— Perhaps carts were
scarce at that time. This spring I have sold them at $20 a piece for
carts bushed and banded.

Price of bushed

and banded carts 6080. What is the price for bushed and banded carts now ? —From

now. about the same ; sometimes we put on ordinary hoop iron, which makes
a difference in the price.

6081. What would be the difference in a cart without bushing or

banding, and a cart bushed and banded, of the best kind ?—About
$4.50.

6082, How do you make that up ?—There is $1.25 for the bushing-

6083. Do you mean that is what you paid for getting it done ?—The
bushings are iron.

6084, Can you buy them ?—You can buy them at the foundry; yot
can buy them separate to insert them in the hub to prevent the axles
from wearing out. They cost $1.25, and it cost at that time $1 t0
put them in.

_ 6085. What do they cost now ?—$1.25, and 75c. for putting the®
in,

6086. What would be th} cost of the banding ?—The bands would be-
worth §1. There are four bands.
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6087. How much would they weigh, the four bands?—About six carie "™P—
Pounds.

6088. Is that what you consider the present value for bands to be,
for one cart ?7—Yes.

6089. And what would they be worth put in ?—50 cts.

6090, Where is the rest of the $4—that is about $3.50 ?—There is
$1.25 and $1 and $1.50; thatis $4. No; it is worth $3.50.

€091. Why did you say $4 ?—Because I made a miscalculation. Miscaloulation.

6092. What is the price of a bushel and banded cart now ?—I do
Dot know, I have not sold any. I sold some this spring at $20.

6093. What was a cart not bushed and banded worth this spring ?—
From 15 to 816.

6094, Have they changel in price from spring until now very
Waterially ?—Yes; very materially.

6095. What is a cart not bushed and banded worth now ?—You can
buy them at $10 but they are no gnod.

. 6096. When you tell me the value of a cart not bushed and banded
18 810, you say it is no good ? —It is no good for freighting.

6097. Do you mean that you could buy one at $10 that is o good ? Carts not bushed
—Yes; an ordivary cart that will take an emigrant fifty miles or so 329 band: $10-a

. ood one atl from
You can get for that. $12t0 §i5.

6098. What can you buy a good one for ?—I am selling some from

$12 t0 815. I have not sold one for less than $12. They cost me that
last year.

6099. Do you remember what the price of an extra axle was in Price of extra
1877 ?—Generally speaking it was $1.

.6100. Do you know why you charged a $1.50 ?—I suppose they were
higher at that time. If they are finished axles they are worth $1.50,

Ut if they are ordinary axles hewed out with an axe they are worth

L, not fitied to the wheels. Thoso I supplied’ to the survey were all
- Btted to the wheels before they were sent up.

6101. Do you remember whether those were so fitted ?—They were
all fiteq.

I 6102. Do you remember the value of cart covers at that time ?—No;
dorot T gonerally bought the cart covers, and put thém in at the
e price that I paid for them. Sometimes cart covers are made long

Sometimes short. ‘

1 6103. Besidos the horses which you bought in the way you previous- Horaes.
Y described—that is when you were paid for your knowledge by a
Mmigsion —did you sell any horses to the Government ?—I have.
6104, Who fixed upon the value of them ?—The value was agreed Provided horses
gl’on_ mautually. asked him a cortain price, and if he did not like it [o¢ e Govera-
id not agree to it, and if he did, he did agree to it. ment with Nixon.

6105. Who was the person ?—Mr. Nixon.

%6106. Do you remember selling him four horses in June, 1877 ?—I Sold him borsen
20t remember. a1
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on the subject of horses —any written contract ?—Not that I know of ;
T may have had, but I do not remember.

6108. Do you remember about what the price of a fair cart horse was:
in 1877 ?—I do not.

6109. Do you remember arranging with Mr. Nizon about the sale of
four cart horses to him ?—I do not.

Remembers 6110. An account of June 27th, 1877, contains an item of four horses-

buying horses for g4 8460 : does this bring to your mind any part of the arrangement ?
—Who was the party ?

Rought more 6111, Mr. Lucas ?—Yes; I can remember I bought more than four

than four horses  for him at that time. Since you read that out I can remember supply-

ing Mr. Lucas with horses.

© 6112, Who fized the price ?—Speaking from memory, I think there
were some of those horses supplied on commission, and others were
horses that ] owned myaelf. K‘here were some of thom higher than
others—they were saddle horses, I think.

6113. Look at the account and say what you remember about that
transaction (handing an account to the witness) 7—(After looking at
the account) : I remember something about this now.

6114, Tell me how the price was arrived at ?—1I sold these horses:
one to Mr. Lucas and one to Mr. Smith. They were not cart horses.

6115. Did you describe thom as saddle horses ?—There were two'
saddle horses and one saddle horse—three altogether.

Boid to Nixon but  6116. Do you remember who fixed the price of them ?—1 sold them
pees greedon ¢4 Mp, Nixon—it was Mr. Lucas agreed upon the price. I sold them
to Mr, Lucas, and Mr. Lucas fixed upon the price. "I said how much [

wanted for the horses and he agreed to it.

6117. Besides these saddle horses, look at the other items ? —Four cart
horses.

6118. Do you remember about the cart horses ?—I do not remember
about the cart horses.

6119. Who fixed the prices for the saddle horses? Do you say Mr.
Smith fixed the price of one?-- If you say fixed the price

tixed the price. I asked him $200 for it, and he had to agree to it of
do without the horse.

6120. Who made the bargain on tho other side ?—1It was he.

faddle horse for 6121, Do you mean Mr. Smith ?—I am not sure; but I think it was
Mareus Smith.  po hecause I remember there was some dissatisfaction about it. He
said he wanted a good horse—a first-class saddle horse—and he got it.

6122, Is that Mr. Marcus Smith ?—-Yes.

Fwoselected by 6123. Do you say the other two saddle horses were selected by Mr.
oas. Lucas ?—Yes.

%124. Had you any arrangement with Mr. Nixon about these horses ¥
—No.

6125. No arrangement of any kind ?—XNo.
Nixon never
derived a0y om  ©126. Did he derive any advantage from this transaction ?—He

transactlons with never derived any advantage or benefit from any transaction with mé-
€88,
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6127. I am asking about this one ?~~No ; never, n.:,ﬁ:?hﬁ:nk

6128. Did he derive no advantage from your dealing in these horses
With the Government ?—No; except that he got a good article.

6129. Mr. Nixon ?—The Government.
6130. I am speaking of Mr. Nixon individually ?—No.

. 6131, Had you any conversation with him at any time about supply-
ng these horses to the Government, besides bargaining for the price ?
~No; I suppose he told me that they wanted the horses, and to look
them up for them.
6132. Had you any private transaction with Mr. Nixon on his own No private trans-

. action with Nixomn
account ?>—Nothing ; except house rent. except house

6133. Was that house rent which the Government ought to pay or rent
Which he had to pay ?—He paid me.

6134. Did you make out an account for the (Government?—Never.

6135. What is that item (pointing to the account) ?—“ Two harness 1y narness
orses for buck-boards.” horses for buck-

boards.
6136. What does that mean ?—1It means a better class of horses.
6137. Is a buck-board a better kind of vehicle ? —Yes.
6138. What is it for ?— For carrying passengers.

. 6134, Do you remember anything about these buck-boards—who, for |, at
Nstance, arranged the price for you?—No; Mr. Lucas agreed to the ﬁ%‘é“&‘iﬁ’é *
Price of all these horses, 10rses.

6140. Do you know where Mr. Lucas lives now ?—I do not.

6141. Do you remember purchasing a lot of eighteen horses for the
Government ?—No.

6142. Do you remember purchasing a lot about that number ?—I
Purchased several lots.

6143. There is an account of yours dated in May, 1875 ?—Does it say
*ho they were for and what pat ty ?

6144, No ?.—Who is the account to?

6145, Look at it yourself (handing it to witness) ?—(After looking
2t the account) : I do not remember.

. 6146, There is an account of yours, May 6th, 1875, for the purchase of Eighteen horses
v&hteon horses, do you remember purchasing that lot ?—No, I do not; Purchased.
Bt I may have purchased them. I think 1 do remember something
ut it.

t'hs]’l'l. Whbat do you remember?—I remember that I purchased
em,

8148, How did you come to purchase them ?—I was arked by Mr Nixonand

1X0n to purchase that lot of horses, I think, and he and I purchased Q'&?ﬁ,‘ﬁ‘,gﬁ'ﬁﬂg;
°m together. I rendered the account, he agreed to the price,and I got )
much commission. If I could find out what survey they were for, I

0uld tell you more explicitly. -

8149, Do you remember the first time you bought a large lot of horscg
r. Nixon’s direction ?—I do not.
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nvn‘}"",""ﬁ‘;;,,. 6150. Do you remember the circumstance of having such a trans-
action with him among your early dealings ?—No; I cannot bring
anything to my memory clearly. I purchased so many different horses
in so many difterent lots that I cannot remember which ore it is.

Got $5 per cent. 6151. You said you thought your commission was 2} per cent. ?—
commission, -

though t:sual Yos.
Fiper cent, 6152, In this account it is charged at 5 per cent. ?—I dare say it is.
Explanation of 6153. Then do you say you wore wrong in saying your commission

thislotof pouies. yag 24 per cent. 7—No; in some of my accounts they are charged at

2% per cont.; but in this case, they were ponies, and I had to pick them
up all over the country, and my commission was 5 per cent.

Nixon either with 6154. Did Mr. Nixzon go with you when you were picking up those
ing up horses or horses ?—Yes. If he did not I always had them brought to towa in
he Inspected s, 10ts of three or four for his inspection, and he could pick them out or
" reject them as he wanted to. He would look at them, and I would

tell him what I thought of them, and he would buy them or reject

them.

6155. Did he sometimes go with you when you were looking up
these horses ?—Yes.

6156. Would he take part in the bargaining with the individuals from
whom you purchased ?—Yes.

6157. And would he assist in fixing the price to be paid ?—Yes.

6158. Do you think this was a transaction of that kind ?—I think 50
from that account.

6159. Look at the account and say if you think it was a transaction
of that kind ?—Yes; I am sure it was.

6160. Then he would know the names of the individuals from whom
you purchased each horse himself ?—I could not say that.

6161. 1If he was with you, taking part in the bargain, he would ?—
But I would not know the names myself, perbaps.
No means of 6162. Have you no way of indicating the person or place from which
indicating per-  you would buy each horse ?—No; I knew a man and he would come
horses were to me and say: “I have a horse to sell.” I would not ask the name or
purchased. anything about him, and if the horse suited I would ask his price.
Mr. Nixon did not like him, we would not bother with him, or if he
was too high iu price.
6163. Do you think that this transaction was one in which the
horses were purchased from people coming to you, or from pevple t0
whom you went to buy ?—Sometimes in one way, sometimes another-

6164. 1 am speaking of this transaction. You say this was a trans-
action in which Mr. Nixon accompanied you to buy ?—Not altogether-

6165. I ask you whether Mr. Nixon was helping you to go in the
couﬁtry to buy ?—I never meant to say that Mr. Nixon always went
with me.

6166. I am asking if he went with you on this occasion ¥—Perhaps;
buying all these extended over a month, and he did not go with me
all the time. - ’

6167. You say now that Mr. Nixon may not have been present 0%
the occasion when these were bought?—He was when some of them
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Were bought. He was there when they were all bought, but not with n..,’;.‘ “:,,,,,_

e, When [ got round the country 1 brought them in here.
6168. Was he present when each bargain was made with each seller Nixon - cogni-

. . . nt’ of each
of a horse 7—He was cognizant of each bargain before a horse wWas bargain before

ug ht. horse bought.

6169. How was he cognizant of it ?—He would say: “I will give
t man so much for that horse,” and he would be present whea the

bargain was made.

_61'70. Do you mean o say that he had an opportunity of exercising
hig Jjudgment upon the price for which each of these horses was
bought 7—Yes.

. Explanation why
" 6171. Can you tell me why, instead of putting down the price that 500 oF hOtses, at
88 paid for each horse, you put them all together, averaging the an average price
Price ?—Because some horses were more valuable than others, horses were more

valuable than
others.”

6172. That would not affect the question ; I suppose you could put
Own the separate price for each horse?—Yes.

6173. There was no vecessity to average them to show that they
Cost different prices ?—No. '

6174. Can you tell me, if Mr. Nixon knew and exercised his judg-
Ment upon each horse and each price, why you lumped them: calling
1em eighteen horses at $90 ?—Because that was the price paid for the
Sighteen, and he said to make the account in that way and he would
ee to it.

6175. T suppose the length of the account would not be a disadvan- Nizon and wit-
k e?—It might be at that time. At that time I had not a book- jest Artanged
%ﬁer, and 1 did not keep books; I only kept a pocket memorandum be put down at
Ot them, and he knew the prices of them, that they were so much, and 3* * >*°*

© averaged them at $90 a piece.

& 6176. But was not Mr. Nixon accustomed to keeping books ?—Ile
d not keep my books.

6177. Bat he kept the books of the Government, and was there any
heaﬂon why he should not have a record ot the price paid for each
Orse 2—1 do not know as there is any reason why.

h06173. But you say that he took part in the purchase of each of these

T8es ?—He was cognizant of it; he agreed that each horse should be
Worth 8o much,

8179, I notice that this account is not certified by him; he does not Account not cer-
Ttify that he knows it to have been correct in any way ?—1I think tfied by Nixon.
® certification business was an institution of a later date.

6180. Do you mean at that time that he paid accounts without any
f:“%n certifying to them ? —When he purchased a purchase like that,

at he was thoroughly cognizant of himself, he did not certify be-
‘ause he paid for them himself.

%6181. Then at that time the practice was not to certify to the ac-
unt ?—J suppose so.

h 6182. Do you know whether that was the practice ?—I do not know;
€ made out the cheque himself for them. suppose he did. He was
8izant of it, and what was the good of certifying to it ?

Ce
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Extent of wit-
ness’s dealing
with Nixon on
behalf of Govern-
ment,

$40,000 or 1ffore.

Another account
not in detail.

At this time kept
only a memoran-
dum account of
horse transac-
tions.

Commenced to
keep books the
fall after Nixon
came here for
freighting.

6183, You have had very large dealings with him on behalf of the
Government ?—Yes.

6184. Have you any idea to what extent 2—I have not.
6185. Has it been more or less than $10,000 ?—More.
6186. $20,000 ?—More.

6187, 830,000 ?—I think move.

6188, $40,000 ?—I think so.

6189, You are not certain whether it was over $40,000?—I could
not say.

6199. In dealing to that extent with you it is probable that you reaped
considerable advantage ?— Yes; I did.

6191. Tt was an object to you to have a person dealing with yo®
on behalf of the Government to that extent ?—Yes; I suppose it was.

6192, Have you any doubt about it?—No; I have no doubt; bat I )
muy have made more out of somebody else. '

6193. Did you ever explain to Mr. Nizon that it was an ohject 10
you ?—No.

6194. Did ho gain any advantage from your dealing with him o»
behalt of the Government ?—None. Never.

6195. Did he get nothing at all for these transactions in any shape?
~ Never.

6196. Can you explain why it is that that account (showing witnes®
an account) is not in detail and not certitied, but xtill paid ?—I cannot
This account was rendered and paid, and I got all the money —every
cent of it—and kept it Loo.

6197. Do you remember the transaction now after looking at thi$
account ? Has it brought any part of it to your mind ?—No; I cannob
say that it has. I do not remember it distinctly at all as a separat®
transaction.

6198. Do you remember buying any large lot about that time ?—No-

6199. Do you keep books ?—At that time I did not. I kept a sor®
of memorandum. 1 did not have a book-keeper at that time. I bad 8
book-keeper before that.

6200. Have you a book-keeper now ?—No; I am not in that busine##
now.

6201. Was there any time in which you had a set of books sinc®
you have been in business in Winnipeg; while you were dealing with
Mr, Nixon ?—Yes.

6202. What sort of business were you in then?—Freighting alto®
gether,

6203. Can you say when you began to keep those books ?—I cannot i
it was the fall after Mr. Nixon came here.

6204. You commenced to keep books ?—Yes.

6205. You say that the only memorandum of this sort of transactio®
would be in a private book of your own; what would you make ap
entry in your private book for ?—A pocket memorandum : ¢ horse, 8uC
a price "—that is all.



- Orth

397 ALLOWAY

B ——

Nixon’s Pur-

d’6206' Do you mean in a pocket book or a pocket diary ?—A pocket Buy'mg Hbreos.
lary,

it 6207. What would be your object in keeping it there ?—To remember

6208. Was there any objoct in remembering it >—None; except to
Charge for it. :
Does not know

62 ; — it i where his memor-
09. Where are those books now ?—I do not know where it is now. ¥hore his memor.

now.

6210. That pocket book in which you put an entry of your prices ?
~I do not know ; P used them up—oue every six months or so.

6211. Did you destroy them after you filled them ?—I do not know ;
U'might ind them.

6212, At that time you were doing business each year to a consider-
8ble amount ?—I do not think in that year I was,

¢ 6213. This single transaction is $1,700?—There was not much of Fxtent of his
bat mine; there was not much business in that. business transac-

ons.
6214, In the same month there is another transaction of a larger
amount, over $2,000 ?—There was not much profit in that for me.

6215, I am not speaking of profit, but about transactions. There Not worth while
Tust have been a good deal more than what appears on paper ; it is !o keep evidence
OF you to say on oath. If you did business to that amount, was it
Rot worth while to preserve evidence of your transactions ?—No.

6216. Was there any object in destroying them ?—No.
6217. Wore they destroyed ?—I do not know.

b 6218. Do you remember any other transaction of the same month—
ying another lot of eighteen horses ?—I do not.

6219. Can you say for whom the first purchase of May, 1575, was
Made 71 cannot.

N6220. Would your books show you, which you have to refer to ?—
9; I think not.

6221. You were buying horses perbaps at that timo for other E:xytlling horses at
Pel‘SOns ?7—1 was. . pegsogn& or othet!;
%6222. Would not. your little memorandum book show for whom you

Ught each horse ?—For other people ?
6228, Yos?—Yes; I think so.

b 62:4 " Would you look at your book and see ?—I will if I can find it;
U I tell you it is a long time ago, and the book may be torn up
rown away, or leaves out of it, but I will try and find it.

a 6225. T have another account ; is that your signature (handing witness
U account) 7—VYes.
Another account

,96223. Having looked at this account of 17th of May, 1875, can you May i7th, 1¥75,
Member anything about that transaction ?—1I cannot. abont which he

cannot remember
25 ; . . anything,
for 7. Do you think that was accomplished in the same way that the

er one was ? —I think so.

th322§. Do you think that Mr. Nixon exercised his discretion as to
® Price paid for each horse ?—I think so.
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. 6229. Do you know whether any record was kept by him or w
Heying Hores the price ofyeach horse ?—1I do not know anything abont-hxrllll i o kopt ®
kept a record of it for the lime being. Of course I must h&
record.

i
, 1o obb
Caomotexplaln  §330, Can you give any reason now why this account is mafivin g B¢
pride of sach -aging the price of each horse, instead of 8!

rice of each a lump sum, averaging p )

orse is not given

instead of 8 price of each horse in detail ?—1 cannot. o0 peve’
average price. 6231. Do you know whether Mr. Nixon has ever stated thal;« y overy’
bought hor:es on commission ; that they were bought for dt ‘:) ot koo
ment out and out, without reference to what you paid ?—I do ;
In fact witness £ the Govetﬂ‘:
DoREI IS On 6230 The fact Was you bought them for the benefit o ade 8 goo"
g&"&’;’&‘;ﬁ,&'&% ment, and they were to get the benefit of the price if you

wl;ensgooddbar- bargain ?—Yes. 0 f,rgﬂs';
fHn was made. 6233. Have you and Mr. Nixon conversed about these hl(l)(l:d abos
actions much 2—Never; except at the time when we ta

them ; but since, never.

;tranger® ®
6234, Would you buy those horses from farmers or from st i
a rule, or do you know ?—From both. ood8

14
6235. What kind of dealing would it be: would they take &
from stores, or how would they be paid ?—In cash.

6236, Invariably ?—Always ; I never paid any other way.

.8
8751
Another account. 6237, Look at the account now handed to you, gated 1!;{ayY’els-
that your hand writing (handing un account to witness) ?— h yo°

6238. Do you remember anything of this transaction in whic
charge $530 for two horses 2—I do not remember.

the’
as
623). Do you suppose it was accomplished in the same Way = ‘
others ?—Yes.

bargh®
6240. That the price was agreced to by Mr, Nixon before the
was completed ?—Yes.
Nixon took part

in purchase. 6241. And he took part in the purchase in that way ?—Yos-

6242. And wouid it sometimes happen that you would Sﬁ‘:I tht
of the horses first and arrange about the price, asl then take ‘
Mr. Nixon to have the price approved ?—No. o

dtb

6243. Before the price of the horse was named between };““ a(l;l‘. sy

Seller, Mr. Nixon would take part in the purchase?—I wou e mued

that always. I would meet a man on the street, and say : long” .
will you take for your horse ? ” and I would say : *“ Come 8

imes
6244. T ask you if you and the sellers would not somﬁ“mﬁixonf

about the price, and if you would not then take them to Mr-
Never happened —We would tali about it, aud then go to Mr. Nixon. ing 10 99“
be Wil he, il 6245, Did it cometimes happen that a man would be willi 5.—No#

Paid in cash.

$330 for two
horses.

e B““"”,
het ,w

. -
prieodorless. ~ the horse for a less price than you would name to Mr. NixoD ,
Dess would name DXOVer, v.
to Nixon,

c
6246. 1 notice in an account of May 7th, 1875, in favour 9‘ nator®

Alloway, veterinary surgeon, you sign & receipt. Is thatyour 818
(banding account to witness) ¥—Yes,

6247. Were you authorized to act for him in such matters 7=
sometimes,

Yosi
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824
9 rem you interested at all in it ?—No. Buying Hopmes.
mf?\'yest this time, in 1875, had you command of much funds your-

£ thig’ ng they funds that were provided for the purpose of carrying
g fblx)-ulsmess of buying and seﬁing horses ?— h;zpt(;ver I wanted
623 DogOt all T wanted.
% Paig g YO8 know wh : indivi 8 Were Explains wh
iq ; why those purchases of individual horse P
;:1 tl{’: ﬁz::l; direct to the soller by er. Nixon, instead of by yourself Liorsee not pald
{28 0 gy, 206 and afterwards by Mr. Nixon to you ?—I suppose Nixon.
rg% 1v © the making out of cheques and accounts, as nine-tenths of
™, Ple cannot read. They were half breeds, and they cannot

5252, |
Y1 o, = that all the reason you have?—I think it isa very good one.

ht ® principal reasons,
the lnaki::t they cennot read ?—T think that is the principal reason

.

“‘%‘ § out of accounts—and Mr. Nizon asked me to pay for
1 .
Ny ma 0 20other account of May 27th, 1875, you have charged for a

. )y .
?tlon? e forksecuon 14: do you remember anything about that trans-
%embw‘ at the account (banding it to witness).—I do not

Thinks the reason
Nixon Jdid not

625
Yag - Yo think (e ixon di by cheque as b
ca reason why Mr, Nixon did not pay by cheq PR a0 wes bo-

Us;
8256 ® the sellers could not write ?—I suppose 80. ugwg could
y i . no
y fay yglhe Dever pay accounts to anybody who could not write—

th6257. b tnderstand ?—] suppose ho did.
® Othe ?y could he not have done it in this instance as well as in

6255 ~He coulq have done it,
Mion ocf[:heeh?} £ .br.eeds of this coun try, you say, formed the larger E‘Aﬁ%‘;’%ﬁ%ﬁm
625 ndividuals who sold those horses ?—Yeos. sitive Rore

b1 .
. they own many horses, as a rule—the half-breeds 7—Not

0. n;
3261 %d they then —Yes.
Mnes. hat kind of horses ?—-Good horses. Indian horses. Large

w
“her Partsh:fp thyou say large horses, do you mean imported frcm
© Dominion, or native breeds —Native.

3, _
La"ge nimals of the native breeds ?—Large and small.

> Ag
& rule are they large horses—the native breed ?—No.
Average native

l"tb * What w . :
" 6265 2y ?\:sl:(’;.avemge-sxzed animal of the native breed worth fverage nauive,

62‘::3"168 “:7;1131; about the ordinary price >—Sometimes $250, and
A0t I .
"M, hoar!:; ;Peakmg about the ordinary price ?—For a cart horse or
8ong,,: For — '
oral by ::8 Ogdr‘:ea!‘.ﬂi)éofair horse for general purpcses?—Lor 8 Srpone horee
i . :
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Buying ’3;,,, 6269. What would cart horses of the native breed be worth at that

date ?—About $90.

6270. Do you remember anything about this bay mare for wkich you
have charged $125 for section 14 ?—1I do not.
Account, horses 6271. In an account of June 10th, 1875, you have charged for ono
310 and,commis horse, §150, and for your commission, $7.50; do you remember any-
- thing about that ?—No.

6272. Do you think that was purchased in the same way, through
Mr. Nixzon and yourself exercising a joint judgment upon the price ?—
Yes, his judgment upon the price ; and my judgment as to whether he
was worth it or not if he was sound.

6273. That would be as to the price if you were exercising judgment
as to whether he was worth it ?—Yes.

6274. Then you both discussed that question ? - Yes.

‘ 20 )
MOBERLY. Winxipeg, Wednesday, 22nd September, 1830.
Lxploratory WALTER MoBEBLY, sworn and examined :
Surveys— .
Partics 8 & T. By the Chairman : —
f&ﬁ’,‘;ﬁ,ﬁ:“d 6275. What is your occupation ?7—Engineer and contractor.

6276. Where do you live ?—In Winnipeg at present.

EnteredCanadian  6x77. Have you been employed on any of the works of the Canadia®
Pacific Rallway  Pacific Railway ?—Yes; I entered the service in 1871, and went o’
with the first survey. I came over from the western side from Utab
at the time the road was first started, and took part in the survey?

through the Howse Pass.

6278. From whom did you get your appointment?—From the
Dominion Government.

6279. How was it communicated to you ?—By Mr. Fleming.

6280. In writing ?—Yes; I came to Ottawa and he gave me tbe
appointment there.
Employed as Dis- 6281, In what capacity were you employed ?—As District Engineer
ey throuer” for those surveys through the mountains from Shuswap Lake 10
g;lolg;vt:;nﬁaﬂto Edmonton. It was not particularly mentioned to Edmonton, but it
‘Edmonton. was understood to be in the direction of Edmonton to where we could
get through the mountains.

6282. Had you charge of other parties that year ?—I took t#w’

parties up, S and T. These were the survey parties,
An Engineer in

<harge of both 6283, Was there an engineer in charge of both these parties ?—Yo*
parties and both
Subordinate to 6284. And both of these parties were subordinate to you ?—Yes.

6285. Had you the principal charge of all the surveys in Britis?
Columbia at that time ?—No; Mr. Roderick McLennan went up *
North Thompson,

6286. Was he your superior officer ?—No ; he was entirely indepe®
dent of me. .
Pleming wit-

) . .
Doss's superior 6287. Who was your superior officer ?—Mr. Floming.
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6288. Then there was no officer in charge of all the surveys in No officer in

ritish Columbia ?—No; we were entirely independent then. oneral charge in

ritish Columbtee
6Y289' Had you charge of the organizing of both parties S and T ?
~Yes,

6290. What was the size of the party S?—I think, exclusive of the size of party S
Packers, there were twenty-two or twenty-four men, and others were
®ugaged occasionally. We had a great deal of trail-making to do.

6291. How many subordinate officers would there be to that party?
~The engineer in charge, transit man, leveller, assistant leveller, rod
an, two chain men, and a commissariat officer.

6292, Would the last be labourers, and men of that class ?—Yes ; there
Was a commissariat officer and a clerk. Sometimes some of the other
officers acted in place of clerk; the assistant leveller or rod man.

6293. Except those persons whom you have described, the parties
Would be composed of persons who had no experience in the business ?
~No; except good choppers.

6294, But peculiar to explorations ?—Yes.

6295, Were your axe men paid higher wages than pack men ?—No; Axe mengsa
Pack men were paid higher wages than the others. The axe men Were feom 35 oo $00 o>
the least aid ; they were paid $40 a month, and the pack men were month.
Tanging fgom $50 to $90.

6296. That would be besides board, of course ?7—Yes; we boarded
the men besides, and all expenses.

6297. Were there any animals attached to that party S?—Yes; we Party § had a
haQ- I forget how many now, but I think I bought the first year & srninetyanioros
bem from the Hudson Bay Co., and I think there must have —more bought.

en eighty or ninety animals, or something like that; after which I
bmlght more.

6298, What kind of animals ?—Mules and horses.

6209, At present I am speaking of party 8?—VYes; I think the other
Party had no animals.

6300. Do you say you bought more than eighty animals that A numberor
Seagon ?7—1 b}(’mght ayggod man;g more animals. Igbo}:lght & number for Melenamnt
of animals that season to help Mr. McLennan, and Mr. Selwyn, ?g‘lrsfs‘,w s

® manager of the geological survey. I bought them at Kamloops to ,
3asist them to get off, but I forget how many animals I bought. These
Wero for the North Thompson altogether ; they did not belong to my

%ﬁr I think they were all paid for by me by drafts from me on DPaid for by drafts

" Watt; Mr. Watt was the paymaster in Victoria. I think every g
?:'af was accompanied by a description of the animal and the price of
6

be 301. You had, as I understand, the responsibility of completing the
T8ain for these animals with the Hudson Bay Co., or other
Tsons, for Mr. McLennan's party and your own ?—Yes; and in 1871
- McLennan bought other animals that I had nothing to do with—
8ter 1 had left.

ln‘6302‘ Were you not connected with the survoy between New West-

minster and Great Shuswap Lake, that season ?—No; Mr. John
Otx"‘éﬁch had charge of that. I surveyed it all, when I was in the employ
o .

I2mperia1 overnment, before that.
6
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1871,

Beﬁorted Feb.
24th, 1872, to
Fleming.

Arrangements
for supplics.

Bill for supplies
{0 be ready for
party, $5,000.

Made arrangee
ments to have
other m&) 1ies at
Yale and Kam-
loops,

6303. But in 1871, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railway ?
—1I had nothing to do with it. I went over it in the winter after I got
back.

6304. 1 believe a report from you to Mr. Fleming, dated February,
1872, appears in the special report of 1872, describing your operations
of 1871 7?—Yes.

6305. Who had charge of the furnishing of supplies to party S, over
the season of 1871 ?—Before I left Ottawa, I asked Mr. Fleming to
telegraph—I think I drew the telegram myself—to have supplies
forwarded from Victoria to Wild Horse Creek, a mining camp. ﬂ was
what was generally known as the Kootenay mining camp. Those sup-
plies were delivered to me at Wild Horse Creek. They were furnished
through a house in Victoria that used to be Honderson & Barnaby ;
they made arrangements and had a contract drawn out with a man
named Chisholm.

6306. Do I understand that you merely decided upon the quantitiés,
and that some one else ordered them from these parties ?— I generally
gave the quantities and ordered them that year.

6307. Did you select a person from whom the supplies were ordered ?
—No; I did not know who supplied them.

6308. Then your responsibility was merely to give the quantities?
—Yes.

6309. And your superior officer decided from whom to order ?—No;
I think he took my advice who to order them from. I forget now who
he telegraphed to, but I think it was Mr. Trutch. It was only for &
small quantity of supplies to be ready for my party when we got up
there.

6310, For what number did you order supplies at that time, and suffi-
cient for what period ?—1I think the bill came to $5,000, or something
about that,

6311. Do you remember the distinguishing number or letter of the
party ?—Party S.

6312. And for what period ?—It was simply to have supplies going
on there until I got other supplies on.

6313, Did you decide then what time it would be necessary to have
them there, 80 as to enable you to get other supplies ? For instance, if
you furnished supplies for no more than three days, it would probabl,
not be sufficient to enable you to get other supplies afterwards ?—.
knew the country very well, and knew where I could draw my supplies
from, and I made all my calculations so that I could have other supplies
at Yale and Kamloops, which I bought myself to carry my party
through that year—throngh the winter and into the spring, until [
could get further supplies up.

6314. Did you order supplies to be placed at this initial point for 8
period long enough to enable you to get future supplies ?—Yes.

6315. Do you remember how long that period was estimated to be?
—Until I could get a pack train from Colville in, and I think it might
probably have been for two or three months,
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6316. Then, according to your recollection,do you think that supplies sappiiessurnish-
Were furnished at Wild Horse Creck sufficient for this party for two or ¢d at Wild Horse

h . Creek sufficient
rée months ?—I1 think so. for party tor

» three months.
6317. Did you go to Wild Horse Creek ?—Yes. :
6318. Where did you get the men to make up your party ?—Most of et Ay

arty from men
em in Victoria, and some at New Westminster. rom Victoria and

New Westmlnster
6319. Did you take any of your party from Ottawa ?—Only my
Commigsariat officer.

6320. Who was he ?—A. S. Hall. There was another, my levellor,
w,hO joined me out there. He went across with me, but I did not take
bim " e came from Ottawa; but he was sent out, without any par-
ticular party to join. There were three or four.

24 . . . o - Selected engi
6321. Did you select the engineer in charge of party S?—Yes. inchargoof

Rl
Y6322. And vyour transit man, leveller, assistant and rod man ?— party s
88, T selected them all in British Colambia.

6323. You say you got most of them in New Westminster ?—Most of
® men at Victoria, and a few at New Westminster.

X 6324. How far was it from this point at which you engaged them to
the point at which your supplies were—in round numbers 7—I think

&rlimst have been over 800 or 900 miles. But I did not follow the
y.

6325, Did the party proceed about the distance that you named 800 Countrytravelled
9 900 miles 7—No; they did not travel as far as I did. They went °*"

Taight across from Hope in a more direct line, along what we call the
Southern bourdary of the Province.

Q 6326. How far did they travel to get to those supplies at Wild Horse

H""ek ?—1I should think they must have travelled about 500 miles from

l)e‘;?e- Then they travelled nearly 160 miles from New Westminster,
ides that, by steamer.

o 6327. Would there be no necessity for furnishing them with supplies
© steamer ?—No; I paid for their meals there.

w.6328- From Hope to Wild Horse Creek, how were they provided

th‘th supplies ?—I bought some at Victoria and a few at Hope, and sent

boem on a pack train that went with them. I think I might have
Ught 4 few from the Hudson Bay Co., too,

1\‘6329- What was the size of this pack train ?—I think there must Finty orsixty
Ve been about fifty or sixty animals. I afterwards got an order for gnimals in pack

si:llﬁk more from the Hudson Bay Co., on one of their posts at

Omeerm,
f0§330. Were these fifty part of the eighty which you say you bought
lethat party that season ?—Yes; I think I had the order from Mr.

&yson, the chief factor at Victoria, for them. He was in charge of
\C0mpany’s business out there at the time. -

8331. Did the party proceed to Wild Horse Creek 7—Yes.
a (16332. Do you know when they arrived there ?—They arrived there Arrivea at wna

&ptg mls{)ggti :vertook them a few milesout; it was, [ think, in Eoree Crock in,
ime. :
2
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1871.

Most of supplies
bought on respon-
sibilityofwitness.
Buying for his
own party (8),
rty T and
cLennan and
Selwyn’s parties.

Reached Wild
Horse Creek a
day before party.

‘Seeking a Pass,

“Takes party S to
the Howse Pass.

O bject: to find ou
whether Howse
Pass could be
made available
for a rallway.

6333. When did they start from Hope ?—In August—I think the
first week in August.

6334. Do you think they were somewhere about a month on the road,
or not as much as two months 7—Not two months ; they were over &
month on the road.

6335. Were the supplies for that trip bought by you upon your own
responsibility ?— I think most of them were ; there may have been a
few bought in Victoria by Mr. Watt. [ was buying not only for my
own party, but for these other parties, and trying to hurry the parties
off as fast as we could.

6336. You mean party T and McLennan’s party ?—Yes, and Mr. Sel-
wyn’s. I bought a good many, and Mr. Watt bought a good many,
for my own party; also for McLenran’s and Selwyn’s parties ; and these
quantities were afterwards separated and distributed amongst the
different parties.

6337. Then, by taking another road yourself you reached Wild Horse
Creck a day or so before the party arrived 7—A day before ; I travelled
fast with three Indians. Of course the pack train only made an average
of from twelve to fifteen miles a day.

6338. Then you made to the rendezvous as fast as possible ?—Yes.
6339. How did your supplies hold out on that trip ?—Very well.
6340. As far as you know they had sufficient ?—Yes.

6341. Had they any to spare when they arrived ?—Yes.

6342. Did you remain with party S ?—7Yes.

6343. What work did party;S undertake ?—I took them down Wild
Horse Creek to the Howse Pass by the source of the Columbia.

6344. Was this a party for making a bare exploration 7—An explo-
ration and instrumental survey. I took a party up there because the
only doubt I had with regard to the line of railway from Burrard Inlet
to the North Saskatchewan was the grade over the summit on the
Rocky Mountains to the west side to the Columbia River.

- 6345. 1 do not catch your meaning about that doubt ?—I had explored
all this country before for the Government of the country; on the
Columbia River, the Okanagan, the Thompson, and the lower Fraser
Rivers and other southern portions of British Columbia.

6340. Did I understand that you thought it might be necessary t0
take a railway from Wild Horse Creek to Howse Pass on the east sid®
of the Columbia River 7—No; it was to get to the Rocky Mountains o?
ihe west side. On the west side in that portion the slope was steep.

6347. Was that with a view to ascertaining whether Howse Pas8
could be made available for a railway through it ?—Yes.

6348. Then was it considered necessary, in order to ascertain this
that an instrumental exploration should take place between Wild Horse
Creek and Howse Pass?—Yes ; I recommended it myself.

6349. Was that for the purpose of ascertaining the height ?—Th®
height, and if we could get a practicable line for a railway down the
mountains. .
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6350. Then did I understand that you thought it might be necessary Seekinga Pass,
to bring the railway down that line ?—Certuinly. When I left the Trutoh and wit-
employment of the Imperial Government, Mr. Trutch and myself had line for main
come to the conclusion that the line for the main railway was settled [ the vatiorar
by the Valley of the Fraser River, from Burrard Lnlet to Kamloops the Fraser River
Lak ’ from Burrard
e. }‘x)lcl';l;. to Kam-

6351. That you considered as a settled projected line ?—Yes.

6352. Then do you consider that a line might be made from Kam- The only doubt
l‘30})3 through Howse Pass ?—Yes ; our doubt then was that from Kam- oaieale pass
Oops Lake to get into the Saskatchewan couutry— which was the Yellow Head or
better pass to take: the Yellow Head Pass or the Howse Pass.

6353. Do I understand that the object of this instrumental survey by
Party S, in 1871, was to ascertain the feasibility of Howse Pass ?—Yes.

. 6354. And you say in order to arrive at an opinion on that point No instrumentat

1t was desirable to make an instrumental survey of the way from Wild sarvey made.
orgse Creek northward ?—No ; no instrumental survey was made

there at all.

6355. Then the progress of that party which you have described from
ild Horse Creek to Howse Pass was not an instrumental survey ?—No.

6355. Was the progress only for waking a trail, or was it exploration
a8 well 7—Ouly to make a trail to get our supplies forwarded by.

6357. Then what was your objective point ?—Wewere going to Howse Howse Pass an
888, objective point.

6358. How long did it take your party to go from Wild Horse Creek
to Howse Pass ?—I got there on the znd of October, myself, and the
Others kept coming in as fast as possible. Of course we were forwarding
Supplies up until the snow came on, and winter stopped us and we
€ould not forward any more.

6359, Did you proceed ahead of the party ?—Yes.
6360. With what number of your party would you be ahead of the Witness took

. E . three or four
Wain body ?—I took three or four Indians and went across the mountains indiansand cross-

nto North Saskatchewan ; I took none of the members of my party. fgtghgg}t"#g:{"

6361. Then you separated from the party ?—Yes. i‘;g?g‘;g“gfﬁ*;g;,
6362, Leaving them to follow the line which you had indicated ?-— ol;xegattfgul.meand
8; and open the trail. .
& 6363. Was the principal object of that party to make a practicable
hm‘l, 80 as to got your supplies up to Howse Pass, or in the neighbour-
%0d of Howse Pass ?—Yes ; at that time.

6364. Then you and your detached party went as far in & north- went to Koot
Sasterly direction as it was necessary to reach the North Saskatchewan ? ante Elgigkagmhe-
~I went to Kootanie Plain on the North Saskatchewan. wan.

6365. Would you call that progress of yours and your small party,
flxploration ?—It is described, I think, on page 32 of the Blue Book of
T. Fleming’s special report for 1872. I considered it exploration,

|

6366. Was that as far in & north-easterly direction from Howse Pass
You proceeded that season ?—Yes.

63617. Did you return ?—Yes.
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Seekinga Pass. (363 (p the same route ?—I returned on the same route to the
Returned to

mouth of Blae-  mouth of the Blaeberry, which flows through the Howse Pass.
berry Riverwhich

Dows through 6369. Did you find party S ?—VYes; I built a depot ard wintered the

party there.

6370. Had the supplies which had been forwarded to Wild Horse
Creek been sufficient for the party during that season ?—Yes.

Ample supplies. 6371. Were they sufficient for the whole winter ?—Yes; a good
many of them lasted us well into the spring.

6372. You do not mean that the supplies that you had provided
originally at Wild Horse Creek lasted into the spring ?—No.

63i3. Then you had provided other supplies during the season to
have sufficient for the winter ?-——Yes.

Bought all the 6374. Do you remember from what source you obtained thosesupplies ?
supplics they had ——Most of them were bought at Fort Colville, from Openheimer &
“from every-  Brown. In fact I bought all the supplies they had there from every-
body."” bOdy-
6375. How were those supplies transported to your party ?—They
were packed up.

6376. Did you detach a party from your main body to go for those
supplies ?—I went there myself; my party did not go to Kort Colville
at all.

6377. Did you engage other parties to transport those supplies from
that point ?—Yex; L arrauged tor that.

6378. Did thLey reach their destination safely ?—Yes.
Winter of 1871-72

passed by party 6379. Then the winter of 1871-72 was passed by your party in the

in neighbourhood i 8 . :
In iotghbourhood neighbourhood of Howse Pass ?—Yes.

S o lambla 6380. On the Columbia River ?—VYes.

6381. Is there any name to that particular locality 2—We usually
called it Columbia River Depot.

6382. Do you remember about what time of the first season your

¥arl yreached Howse Pass or the neighbourhood ?—The 2nd of October';
think that was about the date,

6283. Did they proceed with any work ?—Yes.

'{,ﬁ:{}b‘;‘,’f;‘eﬁ,‘;-‘;, 6584. What work ?—Opening the trail by the Blaeberry River,

and trial Une run gnd running a triul line to the summit,

to summit of
rmountain. 6385, What distance did they make that trial line ?—I think it wa8
thirty-seven miles.

6386. Did the size of party S remain about the same during the
season as at the start?~—Yes; they could not get out.

6387. About how long were they engaged on that work making &
trial line 7—Until the snow set in; that would bo about the beginning
of November, when the snow came on in the mountains, ‘

Party did not 6388. Did the party remain at work after that?—No; not during
Jork duri.  the heavy part of the winter. Thoy commenced early in the spritg

winter. again,
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6389. During the time, when the party wore not at work, was it Party 8.
diminished in size 7—No ; ‘we could not get them out. I took one man Sec*in& s Pass
down with me to Victoria; he is the only man who left. Main body of
6390. Then you left the main body of the party at Columbia River B Frver qepot
Depot for the heaviest part of the winter, merely remaining there for during teav.ost

future operations, but not doing any work ? —Yes. and doing no
work.

6391. Do you say that the whole party was somewhere between
twenty and thirty 7—Yes; but of course some went down with the
animals to the head of the Columbia. I forget how many there were,
but I suppose there would probably be eight or ten in charge of the
Pack trains.

6392. Was that because fodder was more Flentiful there 7--Yes; it
Was an open country and they could feed well, and the upper country
Was so thickly timbered that there was no feed at all. :

6393. Were these animals and these packers available for subsequent
Operations ?7—Yes.

6394. Have you any ides of the espense incurred in wintering the Gross amount
party during the time that they were not at work ?—1 think that if I E:}df{%‘{: o e
Temember aright the gross amwount, of everything that I paid up to the en of the year
‘85117d00f that year, from the 20th of July to the end of the year, was ¥

,000,

6395. Is that up to the 1st of January ?~—To the end of the year.

6396. Would the actual expenditure up to the end of the year cover
the supplies for the remainder of the winter after?—Yes.

6397. You were not obliged to incur any further expenditure to carry
them through the winter, as far as you remember? —No; I could not
get them in.

6398. You and one man, you say, proceeded to Victoria?—Yes; I
took six Indians with me to pack through the snow. We had to walk on
8now shoes and carry our provisions. '

6399. How long did you remain at Victoria ?—I think I must bave Remained at
en there about two months. It took us about fifty-four days to walk mgntne

Own from the Howse Pass.

6400. Was any office work done in connection with the previous
Beason’s field work ?— Before I left the Howse Pass we made out all
the sketches and accounts and everything else in the tents. I Yvalted

ere to get it done, and as coon as it was done I went to Victoria,

-, 6401, At Victoria was there any wo.k done in connection with the

anadian Pacific Railway ?—Not with my party, except my own

Yeports, I wrote these. I never went to the office except to see Mr.
att occasionally.

6402. When did the work of the next season commence by your wory re.com-
arty, or any of them ?—I think they must have commenced in the menced in May,
ginning of May. They commenced as soon as they could get out.

; 6403, Were you with them ?—No ; I had not got out. The engineer
D charge was with them.

6401, Who was that ?—E. C. Gillette.



MOBERLY 408

Explerato
Surveys, B.O—
Parties S & T.

_Seekinga Pass.  6405. What was the work of the party the beginning of that
Runmng survey  geason ?7—Running the survey on down the lower portion of Howse
ortion of Howse Pass and along the Columbia River, and opening the trail.

ase 6406. Did you join them during the progress of that work ?—Yes.
6107. About what time ?—-June, I think.

Party T. 1871.  6408. Now, I think you said it was in the beginning of June that
you had party T under your control ?--Yes.

Runs a line 6409. What was their work? —I took them to run a line through
e Esgle  the Eagle Pass; they came by steamer to Yale and then by waggous

i;) Kamloops, and from there I sent them in by boast to the Kagle
agg.

6410. What kind of boat 7—Bateaux,

6411. Did they start their exploration at Eagle Pass ?—Yes.
Witness arranged 6412, Moving in what direction 7—East.
for supplies. 6413. Who arranged for the supplies of that party ?—I did.

6414. In what manner ?—I bought some in Victoria, some at Yale,
and some at Kamloops.

6415. You purchased them on your own responsibility 7—Yes-

There was some portion that Mr. Watt purchased, but we divided them
all.

6416, Were these some of the supplies which you say you purchased
for the several parties in 1871, and divided among them ?—Yes.

Size of party T, 6417. Do you remember the size of party T ?—About the same as 8

about twenty-tWwo party  without the packers; I think there were twenty-two in that
party.

Noanimalsand 6418, They had no animals and no packers >—No.

De{;ot,fox- supslles 6419, Do you remember where the depot was for the sugglies for
Inihe Eagle Pass. t},5¢ party that season?—In the Eagle Pass. They wintered on the
) west side of the Columbia River, at a place called Big Eddy.

6420. What is the distance from their starting point in the Eagle
Pass to Big Eddy ?—1I think the survey made it forty-four miles.
An instrumental

survey and trial 6421. What sort of a survey was that ?—An instrumental survey.
location, fro:

E le Pass 1o Blg 6422, Was it a trial location ?—Yes.
y.

Eaglo Passagood  6423. Was it considered possible that the railway might go through

Do lIWaY  that pass 7—Yes ; it is a good pass to get a railway through.

6424. About how long were the party engaged on that survey =
Until the winter stopped them from working.

6425. About what time was that ?—I think they stopped a ghort
time before Christmas. I arrived there two or three days beforé
Christmas, and I think they had only been in their winter quarter®
three or four days then.
6426. About what time did they commence that survey ?—TheY
must have commenced in August; I think about the end of August.
Time occupted in 6427, Then the work occupied somewhere in the neighbourhood

survey by party four months for that survey by party T ?—About thut length of timé:
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6428, As far as you know, was the work progressed with at & Seexinga Pass.
Teasonable rate ?—Yes. :

6429, You had no fault to find with the work done, or with the time
taken ?—No.

6430. Was there any difficulty about the supplies with that party Plenty of
that year ? — They had plenty of supplies, but the difficulty was in get- Bt dimeulty in
ting them through the woods. They could not get Indians to pack them getting them
Well, and it was very expensive and a very bad country to get them
through, and the transporting of the supplies after they got above the

at navigation was very expensive. 1 went round and I sent a large
%l}antity of supplies that T mentioned as having bought at Colville to

ig Eddy to meet them.

6431. How far was it from the point at which the boats could no
longer transport them to this point which you call Big Eddy ?—The

ats came to Shuswap Lake and the Eagle River, which flows through
the Eagle Pass.

6432, Could the boats take the supplies up the Eagle River any dis-
tance?—They could a portion of the way, but not up to where the depot
Was. The depot was built in the pass, and the supplies were loft there.

6433. "T'hen the distance over which it was difficult to transport sup- for balfthe
Plies was the whole distance of the survey of that year—that is, from Eagle Pass and

the depot to Big Eddy ?—About half the distance. TrEpenott ap

6434, How did they make it more easy over the other half ?—I sent plles.
the supplies up the Columbia to meet them at Big Eddy.

6435. Then you mean that you transported the supplies with diffi-
culty about half way towards the Columbia River and then lefl them 7
~I made a calculation roughly, and I found that we could transport
the supplies from Kamloops to that depot for about 80 cts. a pound.

think it cost me about 5 cts. or 6 cts. for the bulk of the supplies sent
Up from Colville—the transport of them.

6436. What became of the supplies -which were left at the point suppliesiert hait
3bout, half way on that survey ?—I sent an Indian to take charge of oy onthe
them when I left, and I think the stopped there. The transport was

0 expensive to take them out. It would cost another 80 cts. to take
them back to Kamloops, and I found that I could buy, and did buy

hem, at Fort Colville and transport them for 4} cts. I bought flour at
amjoops at 4} cts. I did not transport these supplies back again

Cause it was too expensive.

£ 6437. You say you left the supplies that were difficult to transport In charge of one
Or the balance of that survoy about half way on the survey ?—Yes.

6438. And you sent some Indians to take charge of them ?—One
Tndian,

6439. With what final object ?—That there might, perhaps, be an
Opportunity of getting them out.

Py 6440. Did he remain there in charge of them ?—I suppose so. I
Ve never seen them since.

\%441. Did you direct him to remain there until you saw him again ?
es,
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Seeking n Pas 6442. Do you know what became of the supplies, or the Indian ?—
Attempt to re- N0 ; [ donot. I afterwards gave Capt. Pugston, who went down the
cover yupplien— following yoar, an order to see if he could recover any of them, but

ve an order to .
aptain Pugston dont know what he did.

for them.
6443, Who was he >—He was captain of steamer 49.
6444. Was that a Government steamer ?—No.

6445. Why did you direct him to look after them ?—He boated for
me on the Upper Columbia, and had charge ot all my boats on the
Upper Columbia, I donot know but he sent a report in.

6446. If he got them, he would get them from Big Eddy Point?—
No; I gave him directions at a point further south than Howse Pass
to proceed down the Columbia River and endeavour to get those sup:
plies at Big Eddy, or to get them transported back to Big Eddy, a!
then to take them to Fort Colville.

6447. Do you know whether he succeeded ?—I do not know. I d0
not recollect; he might have. If he did, it would probably be return
by Mr. Watt or Mr. Hall.

6448. Is it your impression that he did ?—I do not know, but I think
not ; I have never seen him since.

No reason to 6449. You have no reason to think that tb'ey were saved ?—I think
think that sup-
plies were not.

recovered. i
6450. What would be the value of the supplies lost in that way, 12
Tort on thy g&;e; round numbers ?—I think they cost, in round numbers, about $7,000s

andlost $7,00.  (glivered there, as near as I could make out.

6451. You do not know whether the Indian is under pay yet ?— He
has never been paid by me. I paid him off before he went there.
was his hunting ground, and I told him to use whatever he wanted foF
food.

6452. Where did that party T winter 2—At Big Eddy.
6453. Had you still charge of that party during the season of 18722

—Yes.
By I 6454. What work did they do during the season of 1872 ?—They
loops and returned to Kamloops and proceeded northward on the east side of the

orth Thompson, North Thompson River—sometimes on the east and sometimes on the
Theoang furvey  west—making a survey through the Yellow Head Pass.

Head Pasys.enow
6455. About what time did they start on that work ?—I think I
telegraphed up to them on receiving instructions from Ottawa
abandon the Howse Pass. That was early in the spring.

6456. The party were then at Big Eddy ?—Yes.
6457. Do you know by what route they arrived at Kamloops ?—Th®
same way they went up.

Took what sup- 6458, Did they bring any supplies with them ?—Just what they
Phies theh.00d  could carry with them.

6459. There were no packers with this party ?—No.
6460. Nor animals ?—No.
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6461. Do you know what time they reached Kamloops ?—No; I do Seexinga Pass.
ot recollect, They were brought down, as fast as poss:ble, and camp,

to Kamloops.

6462. Was that work which they had to perform in the season of
1872 a ditterent work from what you had been led to expect ?—Yes,
Had expected to

6463. What work had you before that expected that they would be nave had to com-
engaged in ?—The completion of the survey from'Big Eddy to the icte Work from

outh of Howse Pass, following the course of the Columbia River. mouth of Howse

S8,
6464. Then the work of the season of 1872 for party T, was making
3 survey northward from Kamloops, following the Valley of the
hompson through the Yellow Head Pass ?—From Téte Jaune Cache
through Yecllow Head Pass; T parly went up the North Thompson
1o make a survey from Téte Jaune Cache easterly through Yellow
Head Pass,

6465. Do you say that they made fair progress from Big Eddy on
heir route 10 Téte Jaune Cache ?—Not all the way. Supplies,

6466. In what portion of the distance did they fail to make fair Made fair pro-
Progress ?—I think it was about Blue River, somewhere about there.  §fesssaye at Blue

6167. About what distance between that and Téte Jaune Cache ?— Plies fatled them.
About eighty miles.

6468. What was the difficulty ?—Want of supplies.

6469, Who had made arrangements for the supplies of that party for Arrangements as
18]2, while on this work ?—I made an arrangement before 1 left tosupplies.
Ictoria with Mr. Watt and the Lieutenant-Governor, that a quantity
Of supplies were to be delivered at Téte Jaune Cache. I do not know
What was the cause of their not being there; I think that the engineer
!0 charge of the party was to blame for not sending his animals back
% get the supplies.

6470, Back fiom where they were camped ?—Yes.

6471. Where was that ?—Somewhere between Téte Jaune Cache and
Blue River.
. . . L Duty of engi
6472. Was it the duty of the engineer in charge to send his animals in charge to send

b L ; . . anim«lg back to
ack to get those supplies ?—Certainly it was. getthose supplies.

6473. As far as you are concerned, I understand you to say that you
re not responsible for the furnishing of the supplies at Téte Jaune
Cache ?—No. |

D64?4' That had been arranged with a person employed by the
Ominion Government at Victoria ? —Yes.

6475. And that arrangement was not carried out ?—The supplies
ere not up at Téte Jaune Cache.

n 6476, In making that survey, this party T was to proceed
Orthward or southward ?.--Northward to Téte Jaune Cache, and then
®astward through Yellow Head Pass.

I 6477, If the supplies had been arranged to be furnished at Té(o
Bune Cache, how would the failure of that affect their srrangements
en they had reached Blue River, because Blue River is a point which
ony Would reach before they came to the point where the supplies
Ught to have been ?—Because the supplies did not come up.
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6478. And because the supplies had failed to reach Téte Jaune Cache,
that would not affect their getting to the head of Blue River ?—The
supplies were not ahead of them.

6479. Then do you mean, besides getting supplies at Téte Jaune
Cache, persons at Victoria had undertaken to make a trail from Blue
River to Téte Jaune Cache ?~~I had sent up my own party to make &
trail from Blue River.

6480. What was the number or letter of that party 2—The North
Thompson Trail Party.

6481. Where was that party organized ?—In Victoria.

6482. Who was responsible for its organization ?—I was; I employed
the men.

6483. What officers were in the party ; were they merely labourers,
packers and axe men ?—There were packers, and [ think a leveller, an
assistant leveller and rod man. I was taking that party up the Rocky
Mountains to complete the Howse Pass survey.

6484. Were the axe men and levellers going up to join your party 87
—1t was a separate parly from 8. I intended 1t to ve a separate partyr
running a survey down the Saskatchewan on the eastern side of the
Rocky Mountains.

6485. They would not be connected with the S party ?—No, they
would go through to them ; but they had no particular connection wit
them.

‘

6486. Then you organized a trail party to make a road up as far 88
Téte Jaune Cache, so that this gentleman, who had undertaken to get‘
the supplies there, would be able to travel over this road 2—Yes; t¢
open the trail through the Rocky Mountains.

6487. Then did the fulfilling of the contract of taking supplies depe!l‘i
upon this prior arrangement: that this trail should be made by the
party you organized ? —Yes.

6488. Where was the defavlt which occasioned the absence of the
supplies ?—I do not know, I never enquired into it. I know that tbf’
engineer was to blame for not sending back the animals to Dewdney #
camp to get the supplies.

6189, Where was Dewdney’s camp ?—1 forget where it was. He wa#
runping a survey from Kamloops up the North Thompson. His camp
was about sixty miles from Blue River.

6490. Who was the engineer in charge of the trail party ? —Ther®
was no engineer in charge of the trail party.

6491. Who was the superior officer of that party ?— William Camp~
bell McLeod.

6492. Do you mean that a party whose duty it was to make thi®
trail, first of all, became short of supplies, and because they did 1O
send back to get sufficient supplies they were unable to finish the trail
—No; it was T party that did not send back. They were two different
parties.

6493. I want to find where the defanlt was in not making the trail
which your party had arranged to make, previous to suppli®
being sent over it to Téte Jaune Cache. I understand first o
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that the trail party did not do their duty?—The trail party did do ,.q North
their duty, but the engineer in charge of T party did not do his duty, he Thompgon

Would not allow his men to work with the trail party. T aﬂu;:arlt,;;g:y
r -

6494. Did the trail party make tbeir trail to Téte Jaune Cache ?— igéé‘ré’;?’t‘é“%me
es; but they were delayed, owing to not getting assistance from T jaune Gache

because engineer

Party, of T party impro-
. . perly refu

6495. Who was engineer in charge ?—Mur. Mohun. them assistance.

6496. Had you instructed the engineer in charge of T party to render
8uch assistance to the trail party which you had organized ?—— I
Instructed him to go up as fast as he could and commence the survey
At Téte Jaune Cache. An engineer knows very well that he has got
% make his own trail, roads and bridges through the country if he
Wants to get ahead.™

6497. T understood you to say that party T failed to make proper
Progress, because the supplies were not provided for them as you
®Xpected ?—Yes.

6498. And I understood you to say that supplies were not provided
88 you expected, because the parties in Victoria were not able to trans-
Port them over the projected trail ?—So far as I know; I never investi-
&ated the thing afterwards.

6499, But is that your theory that you have given me?—Yes.

6500. Then I understood you to say that the parties in Victoria
‘Could not fulfil their engagement for the reason that the trail party
Which you had organized did not do their duty ?—They did not get
tl.l(li‘Ough. The trail partydid their duty, but the other party—T party—
‘Ud not.

6501. T understood that the T party not doing their duty, was the
‘®ffect of the previous cause; now you say that that was the cause of
e defhult 7—No; the supplies ran short. I cannot state how it was

6502, Have you not some explanation to give of that?—No; the Party Taia
Supplies did not come there, and I suppose the party got disorganized. nothing for o=

R account of it they did nothing for six weeks, so far as I can make hunt for game.
Out, except to hunt for game. I was away ; I did uot see the party. I

Wag away on the Columbia River all this time.

6503, Did these parties—I mean the engineers, or superior officers Met Fleming at
‘Ot these parties—report to you, as their superior officer, the cause of TéteJaune Cache.
18 trouble 7-—Afterwards, in Téte Jaune Cache, I had a short verbal
“®Xplanation, and it was there that I met Mr. Fleming in the pass. This
®bgineer was with me, and I was in a hurry to return to the Columbia,
304 I told him to give Mr. Fleming all the information he had. Whether
@ did so or not I do not know.

6504. Who was this engineer ? Was it Mr. Mohun ?—Yes.

di6505. You handed bim over to your superior officer to explain the Told Mohun to

explain the de-
ficulty ?—Yes. fault to Fleming.

d 8506. Have you formed any estimate of the loss occasioned by that Amount of loss
ofault of duty from whichever party it proceeded ?—I suppose it Thisdefault, $80 a

ould run about probably $75 or $80 per day—1 should say roughly. day per head for
8507. And for how long ?—For six weeks.
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6508. Does that {nclude supplies furnished to tho party while they
were on the work »—About the average of what their cost would be
per head.

6509. And besides that, had yon not furnished the trail party with
provisions on the way up?—Yes; they got some of them from me.

6510. Was that not additional loss?—No; the trail party worked
on as fast as they could with whatsupplies they had. You see T party
ought to have turned in their men with the trail party to assist them
while they were lying idle there.

6511. This loss is & pecuniary loss? —Yes.

6512. It amounts to somewhere near $3,400; did it involve a further
loss than money ?—The loss of the time in completing the surveys.

6513. Had it a serious effect upon the completion of the survey
that season ?—VYes; I think I could have got the parties out of the
mountain a year earlier than 1 did.

6514, Was that because the survey of party T commenced at Téte
Jaune Cache at last, much later in the year ?—Later in tho year; they
had not pushed it on to meet me on the other side, and [ had to go-
back in October to the Rocky Mountains and run the survey easterly.
They were to have completed their survey from Téte Jaune Cache to
the Athabaska.

6515. Do you mean Athabaska River to Henry House ?—To Henry
House.

6516, Their survey was to have been made from Téte Jaune Cache-
to Henry House?—Yes.

6517. At what time did that party T actually commence their survey
from Téte Jaune Cache ?—They got up to Moose Lake on the 18th
September. 1 do not know what time they commenced their survey
from Téte Jaune Cache. Thix was when I met them with Mr. Fleming
at Moose Lake.

6518. Was that about the time you mot Mr. Fleming *—Two days
afterwards,

6519. Mr. Fleming had been coming from the east and had gone
through that pass 2—Yes.

6520. Had they not done some of their work before tha;t ?—Yes;
they had surveyed from Téte Jaune Cache to Moose Lake.

6521. Can you form any opinion about what time it took them to
survey from there to Moose Lake ?—They averaged about a mile 8
day on the survey, and it was about twenty-nine or thirty miles, I
think.

6522. So that they commenced their work that year about the
beginning of August?—Yes; about the 10th of August, I think.

6523. Where did they end their field work of that season ?-—In the:
height of land in the Yellow Head Pass.

6524. Did party S continue in theservice of the Government ?—They
went off before I got back from the Columbia, and I went down and
discharged them all.
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6525. At what time were they discharged ?—I think as soon as my Farey 8.

essenger got down to Kamloops. Secking s Pass.

6526. About what time would that be ?—In October some time ; it pscharged in
Might have been the early part of November. October or

November.
6527. Was that soon after they had finished their field work ?—As
Soon g4 they got the survey to the summit of the Rocky Mountains
stead of going on to the Athabaska, they turned around, left their
"lp{)lies on the summit, and went back to Kamloops as fast as they
Coulq go.
6528. They had comparatively easy means of communication with
Katnloops ?-—At that time they had a capital trail all the way.

" 6529. Did the whole party return to Kamloops ?—No; [ got two of
hem out of it—three of them. 1 sent my messenger down and he
Oertook the party, and a transit man, and leveller, and another man
me back to rejoin me in the mountains; but the others all went.
Party T.
6530. Have you ever formed any estimate of the whole loss to the Misconduct of T
lsgertaking, in a pecuniary sense, of that misconduct in the season of Earty 01872,

2, of party T ?—It might have been a matter of $30,000 or $60,000. £rom ¥50,000 to

Party 8.
6531, Now, returning to party S, what do you say was their work for ky of party 8

18729_To build a trail t rough the Athabaska Pass and along the for Trs,
lumbia, and then to carry on the survey easterly from Henry House
ort Edmonton.

hagﬁsz. That was for the purpose of completing a lide which party T
to commenced, or ought to have commenced, from Téte Jaune Cache
enry House ?—Yes.

6533. Was it to join that line ?—Yes ; to join that line.

6534, At what time did party S commence work, in the fall of 1872 ? Party 8 com-
~24th of Ootober. pery ! mencad survey

October, 1872
Th6535. Had they done no work in the field before that in 1872 ?—
oy were also getting through the Athabaska Pass.

6536. Then when you speak of work in the field, you mean survey
Ork ?—Yes.

t‘_6537. You do not call that exploring ?—Party S were building & Party 8 building

ai a trail all the
1 all that summer. summer.

« 6538. You do not call that work in the field ?—No; we call that
Uail-making ” over on the other side.

18332}9' At what time did you commence to work at trail-making in

beg —As s00n as the snow was off the ground. They had previously

1 N surveying on the old line about the mouth of Howse Pass before

soiy commenced trail-making. I think the engineer told me that they
out in the beginning of March on the survey there, until he received
ers from me to stop the work, and move into Yellow Head Pass.

0f6]540. Up to that time they had been surveying towards the height

frg, aud at the Howse Pass 7—No; lpe\rt,y S was surveying northerly

Howse Pass in the direction of Boat Encampment, in order to

}3:% the proposed line to be run by party T from Big Eddy to
at Encampment.
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Seoking a Pass. _ 0041, Then the arrangements of both these parties were changed, a8
Telegram from L understand it, in consequence of instructions from Ottawa intimating
Ottawa toaban- that the Yellow Head Pass had been absolutely adopted ?—I received #
aon A Howse telegram to say that all the surveys were to be abandoned in the Howse
Pass, and make & Pags and to go and make a survey through the Yellow Head Pass.
S“’;S"p in Yellow ?

i 8. . .
Hend Fas 6542. Then what change in the movements of party S did that

cause ? —Instead of surveying easterly through the Howse Pass and
down the North Saskatchewan, they were sent up the Columbia River
to the Athabaska Pass, by Mount Brown.

6543. How did you convey your instructions to party S at that time
to change their plans?—I telegraphed from Victoria to Walla-Walla,
and sent instructions to have the letter forwarded by special messenger.

Insiructions 6544. Do you know at what time those instructions reached party
heahen R?J;V 8 81 forget the date; I think it must have been about probably tbe

(April accordin 0 .
{April according 20th of May

report of the13th 6545, About what time did you join party S that year?-I think
T 5 1673, '
anuary, 1673.) about the 10th of June.

6546. Where were the party at that time?—There were some of
them at the Columbia Depot and some of them several miles down,
making the trails to Boat Encampment.

6547. Did this change in the programme of that party for that year
involve the necessity of moving the supplies, or were they satisfactorily
disposed of where they were ?—We had to take all our supplies that
we had then in the Howse Pass and in the depots along with us, an
some more that I got from Walla-Walla and Portland on the Columbisa.

6548. Did the party move these supplies ?—Yes.
6549. Did they make the trail all the way to Henry House ?—Yes.

Commenced sur-  6530. At what time did they finish the trail-making and begin field
R S s work proper ?—The survey commenced at the summit of the Rocky

on 2ith October, Mountains on the 24th of October, at the point where T party left off.

6551. So thatall that season was occupied, up to the 24th of October,
in getting through the Athabaska and preparing for the survey ?—

Yes.
Movement of 6552. Wag tl.is movement of party S directed upon your responst
e Aiiad bility 7—No
directed from y {=o0.

Ottawa through . oo 1 T .
font Goversel 6553. How was it directed —Directions came through the Lieute

rutch, nant-Governor to me.
6354. From Ottawa?—Yes,
6555. From the Engineer-in-Chief ?—Yes.

6556.—Did those instructions direct you by what course you were
to move your supplies ?—By the Athabaska Pass.

6557. If you had been left to your own discretion would you have
adopted that route ?—No.
Witness would

have taken a 6558. What route would you have adopted yourself ?—I would hav®

route different g ©,
route different _ gone to Edmonton by the North Saskatchewan, and run my surv y

ed Fleming. Westerly.
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/6859, If that course had been adopted would you have been enabled goepiey s Pass,.
toboonru:nen(:e your field work at an earlier date than the 24th of Oc-
er P—Yes.

6560. About what time do you think you would have been able to
Commence it ?—About four months sooner.

6561. Do you mean that four momnths work of all your party was rossinconse-
Probably lost by adopting the route,determined on at Ottawa, instead guence of tho
of allowing you to exercise your own discretion on the subject ?—I determined at
think at least that. Ottaws.

6562. Is that what you attributed it to ?—Yes ; I recommended against Recommended &
e Athabaska Pass route, and in favour of a more easterly route by different course.
the North Saskatchewan.

6563. You mean for the purpose of arriving at the same destination
and to do the same work ?—Yes ; I mean that I should have commenced
Work at a different point on the line.

6564, And accomplished the same work ?—Yes.

6565. But you would have commenced at the easterly end of that
Part of the survey instead of the westerly end of it ?—Yes.

" e—

6566, To whom did you make that recommendation ?7—To the Lieute-
Bant-Goveraor,

. 6587, Did you explain to him your reasons ?—Yes.

.6568. Were you instructed to follow his directions instead of the Lieut.-Governor
directions from Ottawa ? 1 mean, was he the channel of communication gggg&lgﬁg;
tween you and the Engineer-in-Chief?—Yes; I am not sure whether vision in British
lio showed me the letter, but at least he told me that the Government Solumbis, and
ad requested him to take a general supervision about the things over S ncHons rom
ore ; not to interfere with any of our surveys, but to have a general went through
Supervision over things. There were so many parties knocking about Trutch-

@ country.

6369, Do you mean that the instructions from the Chief Engineer
V;ould be communicated to Mr. Trutch? —They were from that time
Tward,

6570. But during the time we are now discussing ?—At the time the
megram came 1o Mr. Trutch to stop the surveys in the Howse Pass and
8bandon them, and that I should go to the Athabaska Pass, they sup-

I had left Victoria; but fortunately I had not.

En35.71. Do you know whether Mr. Trutch communicated to the
te gineer-in-Chief your suggestions upon the subject?—He read the
legram to me the next day that he sent. Telegram sent to
Chief Engineer
6572, What was the substance of it ?—Pointing out that we both LDt both Trutel
fcommended the route by the North Saskatchewan to Edmonton, and commended a

%8ying that the Athabaska Pass was, I think, impracticable. He has JiTorent route to

80t all the telegrams. onat Ottawa, and
giving reagons.

A . Twelve days after
I-t35_73. Did any answer come to that suggestion ?—We got an answer, answer arsved
hink, in twelve days afterwards. e dntion was

6 . not approved of,
th 574. Did you get the answer before you left ?=Yes ; I waited for
$ answer, :

27
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6575. What was the substance of the reply ?—To say that my pro-
posed plan was not approved of, and that the Athabaska Pass was the
proper route. I forget the wording of it, but that was the genersl
effect of it.

6576. Had Mr. Trutch any profession ?—Yes.

6577. What was it?—He used to be Chief Commissioner of Puablic
‘Works in British Columbia, under the former Government.

6578. Was he an engineer ?—Yes.
Tratch an able 6579. An able engineer ?—Yes,
6580. A man of reputation ?--Yes.

By Mr. Keefer :—
6581. Was he a member of the Institute of Civil Engineers ?—Yes.

By the Chairman :— -

6582. Then the course which yon and Mr. Trateh suggested wa®
disapproved of by Mr. Fleming ?—Yes.
Loss in conse-

65683. Have you any idea of the pecuniary loss occasioned by your
oata dotormined taking the At%xabaeki Pass instealzi of a fnore easterly courgex?——l
0.8 think it would be about $60,000 loss.

6584. Do you mean that that was a positive expenditure which

might have been saved by your proposed course ?—It delayed us ; and
it kept me from completing the surveys through that year.

65856. In speaking of the disappointment as to time, do you mead
that four months pay of the party was occasioned by this adoption 0
the Athabaska Pass to arrive at the point from which to com-
mence this survey ?—That was loss.

6586, Was that a positive loss in money ?—Yes ; of course.

* 6587. When you speak of $60,000, do you mean the pecuniary l08¥
that was occasioned *—That loss would not have been occasioned it
four months, but the delay of keeping the party the following year.

Seeking a Pasgs.

Party had to 6588. Then does this $60,000 cover a corresponding period of the
winterinthe  next year, or any period of the next year >—~We had to winter in th®
mountains that year when we might have got out.
6589. Do you think, if you commenced the survey on this particuls®
line, you would have been enabled to get through without winteribg
in the mountains ?—I think so, provided the other party—party T—
had not failed in their survey.
How a whole 6590. Do you mean, if you had gone to Edmonton and x-oceed,od
oor mighthave westerly toward Yellow Head Pass, commencing four montlins earlior

than you did, and that party T had commenced at Téte Jaune Cach®
and proceeded easterly towards Yellow Head Pass, as contemplatets
that the whole of that line would have been run before winter ?—Y o8-

6591, And that the expense of wintering the whole of party S woﬂl‘i_
have been saved, as well as four months' pay, during the time th#
they were in the Athabaska Pass >—Yes; they should have saved the

preliminary survey, and I should have kept the party there afterws
on location work. .
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6592. Assuming that Mr. Trutch and Mr. Fleming were of equal Sceking a Pass.
ab_llity in forming their judgment on an engineering question, do YOu ruten possessed
think thore is any reason for supposing that Mr. Trutch would have of morc defluite
N . . nformation on
on enabled to come to 8 more correct conclusion on this particular which to form an
Matter ?—Mr. Trutch had much more definite information regarding ¢pinion than

the country than Mr. Fleming could possibly have. Fleming.

.- 6593, And had you any information which would assist Mr. Trutch
In coming 10 a conclusion 7—Yes; I gave Mr. Trutch a great deal of
Information. I was assistant for two years in the Government em-
Ployment at one time, when he was Chief Commissioner, and had
Charge of explorations in the interior.

6594. Upon this Columbia River ?—Yes.
6595. Do you mean that between you and Mr. Truteh, you had data Both witness and

Upon which to form a judgment which you think Mr. Fleming had Trawch had data
hot ?—Yes. in possession of

Fleming.
6596. You commenced about the 24th of Qctober to survey easterly
Tom near Moose Lake, in the Yellow Head Pass, from the summit of
© Rocky Mouutains ; that was not far from Moose Lake ?—No ; it was
teen or twenty miles.

6597. And you proceeded easterly ?—Yes.
B 6598, How far did you proceed easterly that season ?—To Lac-i- Proceeded that

rulé, about forty-nine miles. TarasLac--Brar.
6599. At that time had party T been dismissed ?—Yes. Party T dismies-

6600. You were left then in char%e of one party, S, with the McCord Sharge ofparty 8
traj) party ?—Yes ; our party and the tvail party were with me—the Thompsen trall
orth Thompson trail party. pary.

6601. Did party S still consist of some pack men and animals ?—Yes.

6602. And you had also the trail party which you have described as Party 8 ;‘,:‘:mp,

North Thompson trail party ?—Yes. on Trail

Y 6603. They having continued with you during the season of 1872 ?—
eg,

6604. That is the McCord party ?—Yes.

thsﬁ()ﬁ. How did they come to join party S ?-—They finished the trail
Yough to Henry House in the winter, and built a depot for the party
Winter in, and then opened the trail the following season to Edmonton.

6606. So that during the winter of 1872-73 you had near Lac-a-Brulé
{‘gl‘ original party S, with the addition of the McCord trail party ?—
1132607' Numbering how many altogether ?—I think we must have Number of ren
fors” between the two parties and the packers, somewhere over forty or forsaye o *s*
™y-five men. I think probably not guite so many.

x 6608. About how many animals ?—I think we must have had in the 250 animals.
®ighbourhood of 250 animals.

6609. How many animals had the McCord trail party, without
ng rence 1o party S ?—I think they must have had somewhere in the
®ighbourhood of thirty when they joined party S.

sslﬂhl;ad you over 200 with your party ?—Yes.
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6611. Had the number of animals increased considerably since your
commencement in 1871, at Wild Horse Creek ?—Yes,

6612. What was the necessity of increasing the number so largely ?
—To get provisions through.

6613. From what point do you remember was the number of animals
so largely increased ?—From Walla-Walla and Colville, and on the trail-

6t14. Then I understand you had been obliged to purchase 8
further supply of animals during the season to get fresh supplies in ?—
Yes; I had contracts made for forwarding supplies to the ﬂead of the
Columbia—to within forty-eight miles of the Eead of the Columbia—and
they were on the way when these orders came from Ottawa to me t0
abandon the surveys. Those supplies were to be delivered to me at this
place—the boat landing on the Bolnmbia—forty-eight miles from the
head of theriver. When I had to transport supplies into the YellowHesd
Pass, I knew that if the men who had the contract for packing caught
me there without packing animals they would put on exorbitant prices,
8o I followed the pack trail and bought all the animals that were
among the packers, before they knew that a change was to take place.

6615. Did that result in a saving to the Government ?—Yes.

6616. By owning the animals you were enabled to get in your sup-
plies at a fair rate 7~—Yes,

6617. I see that in Mr. Fleming’s report of 1874, there is a report
from you to him dated 13th January 1873, in which you allude t0
another report forwarded to him ; is that other report printed, as far 88
you know ?—No; 1 think not.

6618. Have you a copy of it ?—Yes; I produce it. (Exhibit No. 102.)

6619. Are the facts stated in this additional report correct, as far 88
you know ? ~Yes.

6620. Are you still of the same opinion as to the conclusions which
you make in that additional report 2—Yes.

' 6621. Did you pass the winter, or any portion of it, near Lac-a-Brulé
in the winter of 1872-73 ?—The trail party were camped about withi®
a quarter of a mile of the west end of Luc-A-Brulé, and built a depot
there. My surveying party built their depot about two miles furthe®
west than that, within one mile and a-halt of old Henry House.

6622. T ask whether you spent the winter there yourself ?—Yes.

6623. What time did you commenee operations in the spring Of_
1873 ?—I think it was on the 16th March we left the depot.

6624. You did not get down to Victoria during that winter 2-—NO-

6625. Was any office work done connected with the field work of
1872 ?2—All the office work was done while we were in the depot : plan®
g;oﬁles, reports, and accounts were prepared and forwarded down “;

innipeg. I sent a dog train with them, with instructions th®
they were to be forwarded on by express to Ottawa.

6626. Upon what work did your party start in 1873 ?—Surveyivs
from Kettle River to Edmonton, and making a trail along the line.

6627. Had you still tho large number of animals with you, 250 *—
No; I sent some of them back the previous autumn to Kamloops-
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‘6628, What number of animals did you winter over ?—I think 1 :;"‘:,""r"""
must have had 150, or something like that, in the mountains, perhaps gnimais kept in
a few more. the mountains.

6629. Did you think as many as that would be required to transport
Your supplies in 1873 ?—Yes; they were kept busy all summer.

6630. While on the subject of supplies, I would like to ask you, what Suppltes.
had been your anticipation in 1871, about the transporting of supplies
from Eagie Pass to Columbia River? How did you expect to transport
them; if I remember aright, your T party had no animals ?—No ; I was No animals with
going to send them up the Columbia by the steamer 49, from Colville, T P&

6631. But how did you expect to get them from Eagle Pass to
Columbia River ?—If they had been left there we would have had to
Pack them through with Indians.

6632. How did you plan for that season’s transporting of supplies ?
t turned out that it was more difficult to transport them than you
¢xpected ?—The only way was to transport them on men’s backs.

6633. How many men had you provided for transporting for party
» at Eagle Pass 7—The men out of the survey and a few Indians they
anaged to pick up. .

6634. Did you provide for the difficult conntry which actually existed Bulk of supplies
38 to transporting for 1871 for party T ?—The bulk of the supplies [otmE2Y e o
1ntended to send up, and did send up, on steamer 49. It was too expen- up by steamer.,

8tve to get from Shuswap Lake to the Columbia River.

6635. Are you speaking of party T now ?—Yes.

6636. That was the party who left their supplies, and to which you
8ent an Indisn ?—~Yes.

6637. It turned out that sufficient provision had not been made for
the transporting of those supplies from Kagle Pass to the Columbia
Biver—Big Eddy ?—I did not want to get those supplies to Colaumbia

iver, Those supplies were left in the middle of the pass, so that I
Could use them for the loeation survey through that pass.

6638. Did you not expect that your party would require to use those
Supplies as they went on with their work that season ?—Not on the
lumbia River.

6639. Between Eugle Pass and Big Eddy ?—Big Eddy is at the west
ond of Eagle Pags. Big Eddy is the eastern terminus of Eagle Pass.

6640. In 1871 the party progressed easterly ?—Yes.

6641. But they were not able to take sufficient supplies with them ?—
§_°; because I provided supplies, by sending them up the Columbia to
g Eddy, by steamer.

6642, Did not that occur because they were unable to transport their pia not want to
plies more than half way ?—About half way. I did not want to 370G supplics tae
Send them the whole way, becanse I could send them up so-cheaply
from Colville by steamer, and I wanted the survey party to go along
E‘@ river to Bout Emcampment, and then on location survey I could
ve utilized the supplies in the Eagle Pass.

6643. Do you mean that, in laying out the operations for 1871 for
Party T, you intended that supplies should be carried by them from

/
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Eagle Pass eastward, about half the distance over that year’s survey ?
—About half way through that pass.

644, That is the same thing as half way through that year's
survey ?—About half way to Big Eddy.

6645. And you bhad always intended that they should remain there,
and should be utilized on the next year’s operations ?—Yes.

6646. That is, provided that you should decide to make a location
line ?—I made every provision to make a location survey right through,
from Shuswap Lake to Kdmonton. The survey work done there was
preliminary work, and I was making provision to go and finish the
location survey as soon as that was done.

6647. Do you mean that your instructions for the 1871 operations
included making a location line at a subsequent period, as well as
preliminary survey for that year?—No; there was nothing definite
about it, except to get this preliminary survey done first.

6648. Then why did you take it for granted that your supplies would
be wanted on the same line for another year ?—Because 1 thought 8
location survey would necessarily follow.

6r49. Do you mean that you took it for granted that that would be
the line located for the survey ?—It lay between that one and - Yellow
Head Pass, and it was to get a distinct knowledge of those two passos,
Lecause there could be no doubt about it that this provision was made.

6630. But it was an undecided quastion ?—It was perfectly clear in
my mind that one or the other had to be adopted.

6651. Was it clear to your mind that the Howse Pass would be
adopted ?—No.

6652, If Ycllow Head Pass were afterwards adopted, would those
supplies which you had planned to leave between Eagle Pass and Bi%
Eddy, be available for the location line ?—No; they would have al
been consumed in the location work in the Howse Pass. To have
completed the survey properly in Howse Pass would have taken a long
time, ana there supplies would all have been consumed in if. I think
to-day they abundoned the survey of the Howse Pass too soon and
without sutficient information.

6653. Were the supplies arranged to be left for you in Eagle Pasé,
or had you taken it for granted that afterwards there would be 8
location line through the Howse Pass ?—Yes.

6654. Why did you take it for granted that there would be a location
line through the Howse Pass?—Because I thought it would be neceé
sary to decide which would be the better pass of the two.

6655. Do you mean that it could not be well decided which was the
better pas, without first making a location line for the Howse Pass 7=~
At that time I thought k0. When I made the survey, from the Columbi#®
to the summit of Howse Pass, I found the grade was heavier than
expected.

6636. And that knowledge you did not obtain until the end of the
1871 operations ?-—The last thing in 1871,
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6657. But at the beginning of the 1871 operations you took it for s‘::;‘,::;:-g,:,'-.
anted that a location line would be required for the Howse Pass ?—
es,

- 6658. Did you not know at that time that some other pass might be The choicelay
used ?—I thought itlay between Yellow Head Pass and Howse Pass, Do andhy ooy
Which would be adopted. Head Pass.
6559. If it should turn out that the Yellow Head Pass should be the

One adopted, was it necessary to make any location line for Howse

Pags 7—I should have located a line through Eagle Pass to the west

flllope of the Rocky Mountains, they being the two doubtful points on
at route.

6560. Although the Yellow Head Pass had been adopted ?—It was
Dot adopted then, at that time.

6661. Did you know that it might be adopted; did you not conceive
that it might be adopted ?—Yes.

6662. Did you conceive that it might be adopted at such a time as to
render a location line through the Howse Pass useless 7—No.

6663. Why not ?—I thought that this work would all be done the Receiveda tele-
following year. I was not charged with any work on the Yellow Head §ram tomakea
Pags, that year, until I got the {elegram that the Howse Pass had been through Howne
abandoned. I had received a telegram to make a location through before receiving

owse Pass, and a few days afterwards came the instructions to aban- instruction to

abandon it.
don that work.

6664. Did you arrange for supplies being left in Eagle Pass for the
Purpose of the location of the line, in 1872, before you knew that a
location Jine wuuld be necessary ?—I left those supplies there in 1871
€xpecting that in 1872, I would complete the location survey through

the Haglo Pass. Advisability of
G665, What was the reason in 1871, that you expected the location fg;&;:,%‘:;ﬁ‘:;‘s el
1ne to be made through the Howse Pass ?—Because 1 thought it was }77 contingent
Probable that it would be the pass that might be adopted, in preference of opinion that
8
oy Howse Pas
ellow Head Pass. would have been
. adopted.
6666. Then it depended upon the probability of your expectation

being correct ?—Yes.
666%. It turned out not to be correct >—No.

f668. Would it not have been better to have provided for a possibi-
lity of its not being correct, and to have saved those supplies ?—If you
Would like to take a number of men into the mountains and run the
gk of their starving to death, I would by all means say: leave the
“fupplies out ; but you cannot take men into the mountains anq risk

eir lives. They had several times to make trips during the winter,
% get supplies from that depot.

6669. At what time did your examination of tho Howse Pass lead you In october, 1573,
10 the judgment that it would not be the one adopted ?—In October, frmcluded that
18739 not eligible,

6670. Was it not in March, 1872, telegraphed thatthe other had been
finally adopted ?—No ; it was telegraphed to me to abandon the survey
o the Howse Pass, and make surveys through Yellow Head Pass.
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Scekinga Pass.  6671. Then so far as your individual j:;igment goes, you were not
Witnessin 1873 aware of the preference for the YellowHead Pass, until you had made
gonciudestromhls your surveys of 1873 ?—In October, 1873, I rode through Yellow Head
that Yellow Head Pass to the Grand Forks of the Fraser, and I came to the conclusion
e yasthat, o then that it was a better pass than Howse Pass. Isimply rode through

chosen. on horseback ; the first time I had been through it.

66'72, At what time in 1873 did your party cease field work ?—In
1873 we ceased field work just before we left Téte Jaune Cache to go
back to Victoria.

6673. In October, 1872, you commenced to work from the height of
land eastward ?—Yes. ‘

6674. And you wintered that year, you and your two parties, some-
where near Jasper House at Lake Averil ?—Yes.

6675. In that season at what time did you cease to work ?-—I think
they got into the depot on the 2nd of January, 1873.

Frelimivary 66'76. That party commenced work in 1873 ?—Yes.

durvey.
In1s73field work  667'7. What time in 1873 did that party end their work ?—I think it
ended In October. wqg the 16th of October that I completed the survey of the Téte Jaune
Cache. '

Burvey easterly  6678. In the spring of the year when you commenced work easterly,
CRiver. " how far did you proceed ?—To Root River.

6679. Were all your party occupied on that survey ?—Yes.
6680. Animals and men?—Yes; all except one man in charge of

the depot.

6681. At what time did you end that easterly survey ?—I think it
was about the end of August.

iﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁ{‘&"muh 6682, What did you do next?—I turned back and went west to
:gg‘r"&e I:k:e“ Moose Lake—re-crossed the mountains.

6683. Had you special instructions for that change ?—Yes.
6684. From whom ?—From Mr. Fleming and Mr. Smith.
ne run from 6685. What work was done after that by the party ?—A line was

Této dauncCache. run from Moose Lake to Téte Jaune Cache.
6686. Was it a located line ?—It was & very careful survey—a pré-
liminary line with the cross-sections—so that it might have been
almost as a located line. T ran it very carefully indeed.

6687. About what time did that work occupy you ?—That was about
&e l;niddle of October when the surveys were finished at Téte Jaun®
che,

Party returnsto 6688, Did your party do any work in the fall of that year ?—Noj
Victoria. they went down at once to Kamloops and returned to Victoria.

6689. Do you mean the whole party, or only the party in charge of
the animals ?y-—-'l‘he whole of the ;E)arrg’, except one nfan vyvho was left t0
%et the supplies that they ordered to be transferred to the Hudso?
ay Co., at Lake Ste. Anne.
Supplies trans-

ferred for storage 0690. In dealing with this surplus, would you exercise any judgmﬁnt

to Hudson Bay * a8 to the price at which the company would take them?—No; they

Anne, were simply transferred, for storage, over to their hands.
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6691, Did they purchase them, or merely take charge of them ?—I1 Fagy !
Sent over to Mr. Richard Hardisty to send an officer up to take them
Over from my hands. I think I wrote to him—I had never seen him—
and told him that I would pay the expenses of the officer that he would
Send up for that purpose. I wanted to get a receipt from the company
or those supplies.

6692. T suppose that was according to your instructions in dealing
With surplus supplies ?—Yes.

6693. Your party proceeded to Kamloops in the fall of 1873, were Party discharged
ﬁfg discharged there ?—Yes; some were discharged there and some S5 arimals '

. . agent of Govern-
ictoria. ment (November

6694. Were the animals left at Kamloops ?—They were all transforred 1573
Over to the Government agent there.

6395. Who was he ?—I forget his name now; the commissariat officer
handed them over and brought me & receipt for them.

£ & Passe.

Exploratien.
6696. Then did you proceed to Victoria ?—Before leaving I sent 2 wytnoss with

Party from Téte Jaune Cache, and I made another exploration, with some Indians
Some Indians, from the Forks of the Albreda up the North Thompson, fon up Nerth

0 try and connect with the survey that had been run from Howe Sound Thompson.

to Bute Inlet.

6697. At what time did you end that exploration ?—I was only a few
dﬁys in there; | think it must have been about the end of October.

8698. Did you then proceed to Victoria ?—Yes.
6699. Did you remain there long ?—Two or three weeks.

6700. And then where did you go to ?—To Ottawa. Proceeds to

6701. How long did you remain there?—Rather longer than I Acconnts
Wanted. I think about a year and a half. I got in in the begirning overhsuled.
Of January. I was there all that winter and summer, and I think the PR Ak diybot, b
arch following. out Tep: andag!gil
..8702. Were you occupied during that stay at Ottawa upon the Cana- thr vghaccounts.

1 Pacific Railway business?—I had to get out the reports and the
Profile of the survey, and then I had to go through all the actounts
Jith the Auditor, Lgr. Taylor, which was completed, I think, about the
20th of May.

6703. Ot what year ?—1874.
6704. That would take you to May, 1874 ?—Yes.

6705. Then after that what were you deing ?—I expected to leave
“1en, but they appointed another auditor to go through the accounts
*guin, Mr. Radford, and they kept me all summer and winter.

8706. Was there some difficulty about the auditing of these accounts ?
—~Mr. Taylor got through the accounts, and we had no trouble. I had
to oxplaiA every bill and every account.

6707. Do you mean that after having once gone through, he was not Had to go "
Satisfied that the operation was complete 7—Yes. & scoond time,
t06708' Do you know what the reason of that was ?—1I suppose it was

try and give me a little difficulty. I never asked.

8709. To give you a little difficulty ?—Yes.



MOBERLY

T 426

Surveysy BeCo—
-Accounts
overhuwnled.

Result of two
-audits the same.

Government re-
fused to pay
witness anything
more than an
allowance ro({ it,he
me engaged In
auditing his
aceounts.

No further con-!
nection with
Canadian Pacific
Railway.

No reason was
given for not
paying him. He
left,

Some drafts
drawn by witness
remained unpaid
for a long time.

Paid bim no ex-
penses from the
time he arrived
in the central
provinces of the
Dominion.

Thinks it was a
mistake to have
taken supplies

6710. Was the second audit accomplished satisfactorily ?—Yes; there
was no change made.

6711. The reshlt was the same after both audits 2—Yes.

6712, Then you lost that season altogether in consequence of the
second audit?—Yes ; they refused to pay me. :

6713. What reason did they give ?—They did not give me any reason
at all, but they would not pay.

6714. Do you mean to say that they would not pay for your services’
or were there other accounts ?—No ; they would not pay during that
time—from the time the first audit was completed, and while the
second audit was going on. They refused to pay me any salary, only
an allowance during the time I was occupied auditing.

6715. After tho second audit was completed, were you further con-
nected with the Pacific Railway ?—No.

6716. Have you not been upon the works since then ?—No.

6717. Was there any reason given for not paying you—such as your
mismanagement or inaccuracy ?—No; they never said a word to me.

6718. The reason was that you had not been employed except in
auditing >—They gave me no reason; I told them that they had
behaved unfairly, and I left.

6719. Would there have been any time that season to do anything
further in your business, after the time you say the second audit wasé
ended ?—1 left in March, after the second audit wasin. I appliedto get
a settlement for that time I had lost, and some time elapsed in corres
ponding. I wrote to the Minister of Public Works, and the result of
the correspondence was [ could get no satisfaction, and I went away.
I only asked them to pay me up to the end of the year, but I left i
March.

6720. Since that you have had no connection with the works ?—
None; there were accounts, some drafts, that were given by me, for
different things in the interior, that were not paid for a long time
after I came to Ottawa. They were accounts for supplies and for som®
men’s wages, amounting to several thousand dollars, and for dog-
sleighs that were sent up on my requisition to Fort Edmonton to the
mountains by the Hudson Bay Co., that were not paid for four years
afterwards.

6721. Have you been out of pocket besides your loss of salary during
that time, in consequence of the action of the Government ?—Yes, theY
never paid any of my expenses from the time I arrived in Canads:
When 1 joined the railway, and they gave me my appointment, it w88
mentioned then that all my expenses should be paid; but Ihad to pay
all my own expenses.

6722. s this matier the subject of a claim now on your part against
the Government 7—I tried for it; but I found it was easier to go to wor
and make money over again, than it was to get it. I thinkif it h
been a private company, I should have sued them.

6723. That claim is not pending still ?—No.

6724. Ts there any other matter connected with this railway which
you wish to explain ?—I think after I left the mountains, the YelloW
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Head Pass, that there was a great mistake made in having thesupplies S°ckinsg s Pass.

taken out of the pass. They ought to have been left for the surveys ;’;'g;:{g:;g?ghe,e

that were made afterwards, and for which supplies were taken back surveys should

there again. Of course, I am speaking now of after I leftthere. I wanted pleted before the
Lo have those location surveys finished without taking the parties out men left the

of the mountains. There was so much time lost in taking men back-

Wards and forwards that the better and cheaper plan would have been

to have kept them in the mountains, when they were on the ground,

and finished those surveys. Parties went up from this side even to

Make explorations right at the Athabaska River, in one place within

half 3 mile of my depot. I met the party here under Mr. McLeod. I

8aid : “You are going to explore the Mulgrave River to the Rocky Warned McLeod
iver, and other explorations. I can tell you I would have been the 12 ¥ould find no

Party 1o have given you information about it. You will go there and Mulgrave River.

‘Come back again and find no pass.” I said :“I have explored every

One of those passes.” I told him he would have a difficult trip, and

Would come back without finding any pass there. I think his report

18 published in the report of 1873-74.

6725, Did he succeed in getting any pass 2—No.

6726. Did you think that there was no pass because you had
Previously explored it ?—1I had tried to get through both of those places,
and about a dozen others.

6727. You mean your men employed on the Pacific Railway ?—No;
When 1 was up in the mountains.

6728. In what season had you made those branch explorations ?—In
1871, 1 tried to sec if there was any pass from the head waters of the
orth Saskatchowan into the Athabaska valley, examining it from the
Valley ot the North Saskatchewan. The following year I examined the
Same range of mountains southerly from the Athabaska, and failed to
nd any pass.

6729. Did you report the result of these branch explorations to your
Superior officers ?——Not any unimportant ones.

6730. Did you report the fact that the Athabaska Pass was not a Reported {m-
feasible one ?—Yes ; that was out of the question altogether. It was RipaarZ ol
of 1o use.

6731. Was Mr. McLeod then going to explore the Athabaska Pass? Warned MeLeod
~He was going to explore those passes from Athabaska River, to try get hronamtio
and get through the mountairs to the south. I told him when I met Mountains to the

Im here—I was then out of the Government employment- that he ’
Would fail.

6732. Those may be described as subordinate explorations ? —Yes.

6733. The point that I understand you to make is, that be was sent
0 survey subordinate localities ?—I do not think that he was sent to
Survey, but simply to examine.

6734, Well to examine what you had already ascertained to be
Unavailable ?—Yes.
Showed in report

h~ 6735. Had you reported that fact to your superior officer, that you advocating pro-
2ad discovered them to be unavailable 7—I think I had reported fentlive that it |
8enerally that it was impossible for us to go through from Athabaska go through, from

the Saskatchewan without going much further to the north and geraince o the
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Boeking & Pases: aast, and I sent a sketch map to Mr. Fleming, through Mr. Marcus
Smith, before I came down, showing them where the right line for the
Canadian Pacific Railway west of Yellow Head Pass was; thoe line they
are on now.

6736. Besides showing them where you thought the right line was,
did you show him that those other localities, which are in the right
line, had been examined, and ascertained that they were not available?
—1I showed them that I had failed to get through those mountains.

61737. But did you report that you had actually explored them ?—I
do not know that 1 did. I think when I told them that I had failed to
get through, it was hardly necessary to mention every little creek and
valley that I went in through. It was hardly likely that I would leave
any pass unexplored in a country like that.

6738. In order to ascertain the feasibility of any pass, is it necessary

Hor nduaic G ° f';;ge; locmliondsurv:y ?—Nlo. hat is called loration ?—Yes

ﬁﬁi;‘?,’r'f; l,]e;sl_ . . 1t can be done by mere? y what is ca an exploration ?—Ye .-

};;g(feslsml; es 6740. Was there a location survey made of any portion of the terri-
tory through the Howse Pass >—No.

6741. The examination which you made in 1871 was not a location
Examination survey ?—No.
}:a]ds%l;yp‘:gness 6742. What would you call it, technically ?—A preliminary survey-
Hminarysurve:  6743. That is instrumental, I suppose ?—Yes; not through the
Howse Pass. The survey that I did through the Yellow Head Pass
was done much more correctly.

6744. Could the feasibility of the Howse Pass, for instance, have
been discovered without anything more than a bere exploration ?—4
very good idea conld have been arrived at just merely by any engineer
going over it and examining 1t with his eyes.

Ran gatfra:ﬁ Survey  6745. Was a more expensive mode than that adopted by you?——-I
Howse Pass, teok ran a very fast survey along the trail that we cut through the valley,

fvelsandgot the gnd took levels and got the distances.

6746. Was it necessary to do that to ascertain the feasibility of it ?—
I think it was necessary to enable me to send a profile down to the
Government, so that they would be able to decide what kind of line
they would be likely to get.

6747. Did you assume that there would be any line there ?7—Yes.

6'748. Ordid you assume that you were only to ascertain whethel’
there was a possibility of & line ?—I assumed that it was very likely
that the railroad would go through there.

Instructed to 6'749. Wero there instructions from your superior officer to make
makesuch survey . . N . a8
ashe madeby = Such an examination—whatever the technical name of it may be—

Fleming. you did actually make ?—Yes.

6'750. Assuming that this examination may have been more elabo
rate and more oxpensive than was actually necessary, [ wish to knoW,
who was responsible for the direction of it ?—I forget the wording ©
my instructions. I think u great deal of it took place in a conversatio?
between myself and Mr. Fleming, verbally, the first year—that was i
1871—and that it was considered that I should make a proper survey
through there for a railway.
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6751. But the problem in my mind now is, what was the proper Seckinga Pass.

Survey ?—I consider a preliminary survey "hm"% there, and a location
Survey of the line through the Howse Pass and Eagle Pass.

6752. 1f the only object of that season’s operation Was to ascertain Feasibility of
© feasibility of the pass there, the survey which you say you have Ba3550ulC have,
ade was unnecessar}y and more expensive than it was required to be, at much less ex-
because you say the feasibility of it could be ascertained by merely Soas oy Walking
Walking through ?—It could have been ascertained, but there could not
ave been a proper knowledge arrived at. We did not get to the west
®nd of the Howse Pass until the 2nd of October.

6753. That was because you had a large party, was it not ?—We
Could not get our supplies there without.
Failed to get sup-
6754. But you would not have had to get so much supplies if the Plies through,
Party had been a few men ?~—No. ould not have
ocen needed for &

11 -
6755. If the object of the survey—or examination, rather—was only Which was ai

ascertain the feasibility, could it not have been accomplished by & reauireq:

. : : required.
{ :Sslelaboraw and a less expensive examination ?—Yes; I think it
ould.

6756. 1'hen do you know why the more claborate and more expensive
One was adopted ?—To get a thorough survey.

6757. Why was a thorough survey adopted instead of an exploration ?
~I suppose it was owing to their wanting to have the line located
Within two years, according to the agreement with British Columbia.

6758. Who was responsible for adopting the more thorough and Fleming rospon-
®xpensive survey ?—I1 think Mr. Fleming gave instructions about 555 fof the moro

. 4 elaborate survey.
«:)w the parties were to be conducted in the printed books that he
nt us.

6759. You speak of printed books; were printed instructions given
Jou ?—Yes.

. 6760. Did those printed instructions describe the kind of examina- frinted instruc-
tion that you were to make in this instance ?—I think so; it is solong by Fleming des-
Since I have read them. They described how each engineer was to con- engincer was to

Uct his survey, and what was to be done in carrying them out. conduct his

survey.

bi 6761. Do you know whether, before you made this survey, the feasi-
ility of the ' Howse Pass had been at all established ?—I knew that it

B been established from the mouth of the Blaeberry River to
Urrard Inlet on the Pacific coast, and I knew that from the summit

Of the Rocky Mountains easterly, from Dr. Hector's report, that it

Yas quite practicable to get a very good line further in the Saskat-

Chewan country as he got out of the passin coming down the west

Side; but his report was not very clear on those thirty or forty miles

& lenst. It was for the lower portion of the Blaeberry River, but for
€ upper portion of it it was not.

4 6762. Do you know whether this work of 1871 at Howse Pass was

®vised after taking it for granted that it was a feasible pass, or was it
gn]y to ascertain whether it was a feasible pass ?—When 1 went over
0 Ottawa in 1871 I gave Mr. Fleming all the information I could with
rooard to that road. He was aware of my not having. been any
Wrther east than the mouth of Blaeberry River. Other information of
85t of that was obtained from Dr. Hector’s report.
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Seecking a Pass.

Moberly’s opera-
tions of 1871,
devised because
it was taken for

ranted that the

owse Pass was
gracticable.

bject to ascer-
taln whether it
was betier than
Yellow Head
Pass.

‘Work in British
Columbia could
have been done
without
bloated survey
parties.

By telegraph to
Fleming re-
commended
against Bute Inlet
survey being
made elaborate
and in favour of
& maere explora-
tion.

Howe Sound
survey unneces-
sar{ a8 were some
of the northerly
surveys.

In 1867, Trutch
and witness had
from knowledge
gatned while in
servioce of Im-
perial Govern-
ment, come to the
decision that
from Kamloops
to Burrard’s Inlet
was safe to be the
line, and that the
question of passes
lay between the
Howse and the
Yellow Head.

6763. Do you know whether your operations of 1871 were devised
because it was taken for granted that the Howse Pass was a feasible
pass ?—Yes,

6764. Then the operations could not have been for the purpose of
ascertaining whether it was a feasible pass ?—For the purpose of ascer-
taining whether it was a better pass than the Yellow Head Pass.

6765. Now I understand you to say that the survey of that year was
devised, not to ascertain whether the Howse Pass was a feasible pass,
but, taking it for granted that it was a feasible pass, to compare it with
another one which was believed to be a feasible pass ?—Yes.

6766, Have you ever given any serious consideration to this question:
whether the ascertaining of a route for a railway through British
Columbia could have been accomplished, at less expense than it has
been accomplished, by sending out smaller parties and exploring merely
instead of making preliminary surveys ?—Yes; I should have recom-
mended a proper survey through the Howse Pass and through the
Yellow Head Pass. All other explorations I could have done with an
engineer and a few Indians, without those heavy survey parties.
When I heard the Bute Inlet survey was going on I recommended an
exploration, but not a survey.

6767. Was your recommendation adopted ?—No.
6768. Was there an elaborate survey ?—Yes.

6769. Who had charge of that ?—Mr. Marcus Smith had the general
charge; I forget the engineers that were on it.

6770. In what year ?—In 1872-73. I do not know how many.

6771, How did you make that recommendation, verbally or in
writing ?—By telegraph.

6772. To whom ?—To Mr. Fleming.

6713. Do you remember when you made that recommendation ?— It
was in the winter of 1872, I fancy—in February.

6774, That was after your first year's operations ?—Just after I got
down to Victoria from the interior.

6775. Was there any other instrumental survey made where you
think a smaller exploration would have been sufficient ?—I think the:
Howe Sound survey, up Howe Sound, was unnecessary. I fancy some
of the more northerly surveys were unnecessary. In making explor-
ations and examinations in British Columbia for the Imperial Govern-
ment, much of the interior work was in my hands; I obtained infor-
mation of the count.rly in every way possible. When Mr. Trutch was
Chief Commissioner I was his assistant, and gave him the information
about the country, and that was what led us, in 1867, when [ left the
employment of the Imperial Government, to come to the decision that
from Kamloops to Burrard Inlet was safe to be the line, but that we
wanted to get the Howse Pass and the Yellow Head Pass thoroughly
examined to see which was the better of the two. We were perfectly
clear that either one of these had to be adopted. Our system of carry-
ing on explorations is shown by the reports published by the Govern-
ment of British Columbia for 1865-66. We deemed that system to be
an economical one.
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6776. Can you describe shortly what that system was ?—~I explored Sceking » Fass.
With one or two men and a few Indians; took observations; 1 g{,"%‘;gf:;’g‘,{;g
Stimated the distances ; took latitudes and longitudes as well as possible gnder the old
and obtained altitudes. I sent my assistants in the same way. Very British Columbia.
often when I wanted to obtain information of some place, I have issued

Provisions-—a few pounds of flower, and bacon, and tea, and tobacco—

to men I could depend on, so that they could prospect and report to

Me. They got their provisions in the interior where they wanted

them, and I got the information without having to pay any wages. It

was an economical mode of doing it, and 1 obtained a great deal of

Information in that way.

6777, Taking any given distance of locality, have you any idea how
Wuch more expensive the system adopted for these preliminary
Surveys would be than the system you have described ?—I do not know
What the expenditure has been in British Columbia for these surveys,

ut I know it has been large. :

67%8. Judging from the parties you had under you and the cost of
them, can you form no opinion ?—Since I left the employment of the
Canadian :gaciﬁc Railway, [ have not followed the number of parties
that they have had there.

6179. Can you form an opinion on the subject without knowing
®xactly what has happened ?—I think that, under the other system,
We might have got the information that we deemed requisite in two
Years, with, Ishould think, four parties—four surveying parties.

6780. Exploring parties do you mean ?—No ; surveying parties.

6781. That is not exactly what I am asking. Assuming that it is All necessary
Decessary to make an examination of any given locality in that country, fnformation
‘8n you state what proportion of the expenses of a survey party, such Columbia might
% you had, would be required t0 make only the exploration in the Way $400,000or § 500,000,
You have described ?—I should think $400,000 or $500,000 would have

One the whole thing—made the surveys and the explorations.

6782. How long had you been occupied in gaining the information Opportunities for
¥hich you describe before you were employed on the Canadian Pacific ghoniry '
ilway ?—From 1858 to 1867—nine years.

6783. Was there a discussion in British Columbia at that time as to

a Tailway crossing the continent, or was your examination only for the

sfu'poses of the colony ?—No; I had in view this overland road. I had

18cussions with Col. Moody, who was in charge of the Royal Engineers,
3bout the probability of a line going through the country.

T3784. Do you mean for a railway line ?—For railways and roads.
he adoption of a proper system of roads and trails through British
lumbia was & thing that I paid very great attention to.

6785, What at that time was considered to be the principal induce- Early induce-
Ment for opening the country by roads?—We had to get the roads Jyfheleroronios
€re that we opened to the mines to get provisions in.

6786, What sort of mines ?—Gold mines—placer mines. Sao o

Qh;‘gz(.) .In what part of the country did they exist ?—Principally in

Mg:tsf. That is near Quesnelle Mouth ?—Fifty miles west of Quesnelle
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Seekimga Puss. (789, And was it mostly with the object of serving that district that
you had to consider the question of roads?—No; we were trying to
get a road in the more southerly district, or this Cariboo district., We
had to get a waggon road in, as that was the principal mining dietrict
of the country. e never looked on that as a through route,

6790. Through to where ?—Through the Rocky Mountains.

-Objective potnt of  §791. In getting & road through the Rocky Mountains what was
el ains then considered to be the objective point ?—The North Saskatchewan -

and Edmonton.

6792. What was the object of getting to the Saskatchewan?—We
wanted to get an overland route and see if we could not get people to
come across into the country in that way, and open communication from
one side to the other.

Witness's 6793. How were yom occupied between 1868 and the time you

-experience. engaged upon this Pacific Railway ?—I was in California, Nevada and
Utah, enginecring part of the time and mining at other times, and
various other things.

6794. Had you much experience in crossing rough courtries ?—A
good deal. ’

6795. Do you think that would be useful to you in forming an opinion
of the practicability of lines through a country not thoroughly explored ?
—I think so.

6796. Is there any other matter connected with this subject which’
{0\1 would like to explain 7—I do not recollect anything at present,
ut if I think of anything I will let you know.

WinnirEG, Thursday, 23rd September, 1880.
ALLOWAY. W. F. ALLowAY's examination continued :
Nixon’s Pur- By the Chairman :—
veyorship— .
Buying Horses. 6797, At your last examination you said that you had made some
entries in some books of the particulars of the purchase of these horses

that were sold to Mr. Nixon, and that you would look for the books;
have you searched for them ?—I have.

Failed to find 6798. Ilave you found any ?—I have not. There was only one
Toporandum  nacket book and one diary, and it was only in one, and I could not find
it. :

6799. Do you mean that you had only one book in which you had
entered all these transactions ?~—~That is all at that time.

6800. You kept one book which would cover all that time ?—Yes; I
kept a pocket diary about three inches by five.

6801. T think you said there would have been some difficulty in re-
cording the names of the persons from whom you purchased those
horses, because some of them would be half-breeds whom you did not
know ?—I said I did not know the persons from whom I purchased;
and I did not take any trouble to find out who they were.
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6802. You gave that as one reason why names were not mentioned ?

——

Nixon’'s Puar- -
veyorship—
Buying Horses,

~Yes; in my diary [ never entered the person’s name from whom I sceounts.

ught. I just put down, say, “ one chestnut hor=e,” date, 50 many
hands high, and if he had any particalar points about him, I would
enter it at so much.

6803. Would you not expect that that purchase and the particulars of it

Manner of
making entries.

Would be subject to an investigation afterwards by Mr. Nixon ?—I sup- in diary.

Eosefl that Mr. Nixon kept an account of it himself, too. I supposed he
ept a memorandum of say, for instance, “ five horses bought to-day at
% much "—the same as I did myself. He knew the price of everything
Just ag much as I did. I suppose he kept it as a check on me; if he

id not he was very foolish. He did so, for he checked it over with me.

6304. You Lavo a strong opinion, have you, that he did keep such a
memorandum ?—Certainly he did.

6805. Why would he be foolish if he did not do it ?—Any business
an would be foolish not to.

6806. There would be no difficulty in recording the names of the
Sellers as well as other particulars ?—Yes; I think there would have
en difficulty.

6807. What would have been the difficalty ?—Well, sometimes horses
Were ent down by people to be sold ; one man would come in from the
Beighbourhood and would bring in three or four horses ; so-and-so would
8end his horse and he wanted so much for it. 1t [ did not give it the

Orse would go back.

6808. When he said s0-and-80 you mean thet he would mention the
Dame of the owner ?-—Yes.

.6809. If he mentioned the name of the owner would there be any
iculty in keeping a record of it ? —No; I do not suppose there would
ave been any great difficulty in keeping the names.

6810. Do you think there would have been any great or small diffi-
Sulty in keeping a record of the names, if it occured to you 88 being

zeﬂessary ?—If I bad thought it was necessary I would have kept the
Ames,

6811. You said that the accounts being made out in & lump sum
d a lump number, as your accounts were on several occasions, was
%aused, to some degree, by the fact that you had no book-keeper ?—No.

k 6812. Did you not say that?—No; [ did not. I said I had no book-
Seper,

6813. But did you not give that as a reason for not rendering your

\bo ounts at greater length ?—No; 1 said it would be a great deal of

ther to me to render them at greater length.

k 6814 Wus the bother which was occasioned by having po book-
u?eper the reason for your not rendering them in detail 7—1 can answer
at, but I wouli sooner answer it by saying

6815. Answer that first 7—No.

B 6816, What was your reason for not rendering them in detail ?>—
sacduse T asked Mr. Nixon if it would do as well the other way, and he
4d it would. That is my reason,

28

A difficulty in
keeping account
of names of sellers
of horses.

No difficulty in
keeping account
of names ofsellers
of horses.

Reasons why he
did not render
accounts in more
detail,



ALLOWAY 434

Ni s Pu . .
v{:;":»rsl}rlipr_ 6817. Then it wus by Mr, Nixon's directions that you did not render
Buylng Horsess 1 om in detail ?—Not by his direction, but by his permission,

Aceconnts, .
6818. 1 do not see much difference; it was in consequence of hi8

decision. You submitted the subject to him for his decision, and be
No detail by decided that thoy need not be rendered to him in detail ?—I submit
Nixon's permis- MY figures to him and his figures corresponded with mine. Ther®
sion. was a cerlain number of horses—there were eighteen horses in oune lot
The way Nixon I think—and I would say to Mr. Nixon: * Ther. is so much money—
P ped o this would be $90 apiece,” and he had the same amount of money
accounts. had myself, and he said : “ Yes, that would do.”

6819. Then it was in consequence of his decision on that subject that.
the account was not rendered in detail >—With his sanction it w8
done. :

6820. Was that not his docision—had he not an opportunity of
deeiding 7—You know better than I do, Judge.

6821. Did he not decide that it was unnecessary ?—Ile gave me bis
sanction to do it.

6822. Do you think he gave his sanction without deciding 7—We'h
it would not appear to me. When you say a man gives his sanctio, it i8
a different thing from a decision. 1 think he gave his sanction to it.

68:3. Now, as # matter of fact, did you not go over the account Wi“h
him so that he might compare your tigures first without giving bim
all the details?—He had them himself: the same details as I had.

6824. But did he have them ?—Yes.

Both had details.  $825, So that you and he both had the details ?—Yes.

6826. Do I understand that beforé you made up your aceount show
ing an average, you would submit to him a statement showing th?
details of ditferent prices P—Yes.

Another reason 68-7. Do you know what more bother it would have been to hav®
Sialw BVIDE  Joft the statement in that wuy instead of putting it in a gross su

because it seems that all this bother which was occasioned you by no
having a book-keeper, was not avoided after all, inasmuch as you b
submitted all the details to' Mr. Nixon?—I did not think it was %
much a part of my business to keep the details. I thonght it was mor®
his business to keep the details. i
Nixon got no 6828. You say that he got no advantage from any of those contracts?

advantage from 7 H
These contracts, Y ed; emphatically so.

., 6829, Was the advantage altogether your own ?—Yes ; altogether-

6330, Did you make him believe that the more you made tho bett®f
it would be for him ?—Never.

6831. Did you lead him to understand that an iimprovement in yof
circumstavnces would benefit uny one of hix tamily ?—Never.

6832. Did yon lead him to understand that you were to becoﬂf"df
connection of his >—Never. He never understood anything of the ki?
I never dreamed of such a thing, nor he either.

6333. There was no understanding on his part that you should bec‘)_“le
his son-in-law 2—No ; there was not. [ do not think that has a.nyt*hlng
to do with the Pacific Railway. I do not thiuk it is a fit subject t0
discus:ed in connection with the Pacific Railway.
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6834. Mr. Nixon was an officer of the Canadian Pacific Railwey, and
Wwe wish to know his motives in dealing as he did with yoa?— His
daughters were not.

. 6835. I have alluded only to him and his motives. If they were
interested we oaght to know it?—His motives were not interested.

6836. That is what I am enquiring into ?—They were not.

6837. Did you expect in these other aceounts for horses sold that
he would keep fuller particulars than you furnished in your bills 2—I
expected so. I supposed he kept as tull particalars as I did.

6838. I am asking you whether you expected he kept fuller particu-
lars ?—I expected he kept his business as he should keep it, whother
you call my particulars complete or not. My particulars may be as
full and complete in my mind as there was auy necessity for.

c 6839. Do you think they were so?—Yes; as there was any necessity
or.

6840. Did you do any work for the Government besides that which
Mr. Nixon controlled ?—I[ suppose so.

6841. Do you not know ?—I did. I do not know whether he con-
trolled it or not. I did work for other people besjde him.

6842, Who were they ?—They are too numerous to mention or think
of them all.

6813. Could you mention one?—Mr. Rowan.
6844. Mention another ?-—Mr. Sutherland.
6845. Which Mr. Sutherland 2—My. Ilugh Sutherland.

, 6846, Was that while he had charge of the Fort Frances Liocks ?—
Yes; and other times.

6847. In Juue 10th, 1875, you rendered an account for one horse,
$150, besides your commission, without mentioning any name; can
You say for whom that horse was bought ?—No.

6848. Your account does not mention it. Look and see (banding

the account) ?— (After looking at the account) : I expect that horse was
for Mr. Meiillan.

l6849. Does it appear there ?—No; it says above : “ Ono pair of hob-
eﬂ." .

6850. And you think that the horse was for the same person who got
the hobbles ?—1 think so.

68561. Do you thiuk that was sufficiently particular without stating
for whom the horse was got ?—I do not know ; I got the money for i,
and that is all I wanted. '

6852. T understood you to say that you believe your accounts were
Yendered with sufficient carcfulness ?—Yes; they were rendered with
*ufficient caretulness. If I sold an article to you, and I rendered an
Account for it o you, that is all the particulars that were necessary.

6353. It was not necossary if those accounts would be afterwurds
Subject to ingpection ?—I was not particular whether they were or not.

6854, Do you remember ?—I do not know that I thought ofit. I may
have thought of it at the time, and I may not, I am not sare.
z8%
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6855. In freighting goods how is the weight ascertained ?—By
weighing them.

6856. Where ?——Here and elsewhere.

6857. What was the practice as to ascertaining the weight ?--
Weighing them.

6858. Here and elsewhere ?—Here and elsewhere, both.

6859. If they were weighed elsewhere, how would Mr. Nixon know
the weight ?—The person who would receive them would receipt for
them short if they were not right.

6860. How would he be made aware of the weight which you claimed
to have carried ?—Because there was a way-bill sent with the freight.

6861. Who would make out the way-bill ?--I would make out one
and Mr. Nixon another.

6862. Do you mean that in every instance when fre'}gbting was done
there would be a duplicate way-bill at this end of the line ?— Yes ; for
the Pacific Railway.

6863. In charging for the use ot teams, to any particular camp for
jnstance, how would you satisfy Mr. Nixon of the time charged for ?—
What camp do you mean ?

6864. In the account of May 1st, 1876, the first item is “two teams
to camp C?”—Yes; the receipts that the teamsters would get would
be dated, and I would get as much as I could after the date to come
back empty from Mr. Nixon. That is to say if they left here on the
5th and the receipt was dated the 10th for the delivery of the load, that
would be five days, and I would get three days most likely for coming
back. That would be about eight days for wherever it was to.

6865. Do I understand that you would get a certificate from the
officer at the other end of the line as to the date you arrived there ?—
Not from the officer—anybody who was there in authority, whether
he was an officer or private. '

6866. He would be an officer for that purpose ?—I suppnse he would.
Perhaps he would, and perhaps he would not.

6867. Be good enough to answer my questions correctly. 1 am

asking you how you would satisfy Mr. Nixon as to the correctness of

the time occupied in carrying that freight ?—By 'presenting him with
a receipt.

6868. From whom would you get that receipt ?—From the person
in charge out there, authorized to receipt them.

6869. Bat how would he know of the time occupied in returning ?—
The way-bill would be dated from here, Winnipeg, such a date, and
then he would know.

6870. And the return ?--Yes ; he would allow me so many days. If
was, five days going out, he wou!d allow me as un average three day?
for coming back.

6871. You have a charge on April 4th, 1876, “three teams %
crossing,” what crossing does that mean ?—How much is the charge

6872, Is there more than one crossing ?—(Liooking at the bill)
That is the crossing at the lower Fort at Selkirk. '

-
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6873. How far is that ?—Twenty-two miles and eight chains. Teyorsiie
6874. Another charge, May 1st, 1876, is for a * messenger to Mr. Messengor
runel, $15.” Have you any idea how the messenger was conveyed geow
t Mr. Brunel ?7—1 think he went along the Pembina Branch to
merson.
6875. With a horse ?2—I do not remember ; I do not think so.
6873. How far would that be about ?—There and back ?
6877. Yes; either way ?—126 miles, there and back.
6878. About how many days would it occupy a man without an
animal ?--I could not tell you. It was all water between here and
there. $15 is charged; seven days I should judge.
Carrying Mails.

6379. You had a contract for carrying the mails a* one time had you gomeract for

Dot ?— had. east.
6880. To what points ?—I do not remember their names. '
6881. In what direction ? —East.

6882, Were they to the camps of any persons employed on the Pacific
Railway ?—I think so.

6883. Was it a service just for the use of persons employed on the
Tilway ?—Which contract do you mean, for I had two ?

6884. Take the first one 27— Which one is that ?

Two contracts—

6835. I cannot tell, I am asking you ?—One was for contract 14, and one for contract
the other was for 15. M, and e for

6886. Was the contract for 14 for the services of the employés of
the railway ?—For the service of the employés of the Government.

6887. How was tho price to be paid for that arrived at?—I think

ere was one by the month.
.. 6888. And how was the other ?7— I think the other was by the month,
¥ T am not mistaken ; I am not sure.

6889. This account of May 1st hasanitem for carrying mails weekly :
Was the payment so much per week, or for a longer period ?—I forget ;
f you tell me the price I will know.

6890. $65?—That was a month—carrying it by the mopth, once a g&g:ﬁyz};n%x: -
Week, once a week.

6891. Do you remember how much a month ?—$65.
6892, How would that mail be carried 7—On men’s baeks sometimes ;
and gometimes with a horse, if the roads were passable enough.

6893. There is a charge for one buck-board for a Mr. Watt, $85 ; Buckboard,
What sort of a vehicle is a buck-board ?—Four wheels and two axles
:ﬁd a board across; a set of springs, three or four boards, and a pair of

afts,

6591, Did you say springs ?—Springs under the seat, generally ; yes.

6895. Do you remember whether this buck-board for Mr. Watt was
? better one than was usuall y made at that time ?—It was a good one;
do not know whether it was better.
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Buchboard. 6896. 1 am asking you whether this was a better one than nsnal ?—
I suppose it was from the price.

6897. Have you any recollection of it ?—No.
6898. What was the price of a usual one ?-—8£0 or $85.

6899. Was this a usual price, or an unusual price ?—It was a usual
price.

$900. Do you know whether this buck-brard that you sold to Mr.
Watt was of better quality than the average quality at that time ?—I
do not know what the quality of it was at the time, except from judging
from the price; it was a good buck-board.

6901. Was it better than the average buck-voard sold at that time ?—
It was a good average buck-board, because the average was pretty good.

6902. Do you remember about the distance over which you carried
mails to section 14 generally ?—No.

6903. Would the distance vary from time to time ?—I think so.

Freighting. 6904. In June, 1875, you make a charge for sending out a horse and
Item for sending cart to Emerson, including expenses and wages of man, $22.50, do you
out horse and .. remember that transaction ?—No.

: 6905. Have you any idea bow long it probably took for a man to
go there with a horse and cart ?—$22.50 would be about seven
days.

6906. And would you charge hetween $3 and $4 per day ?—Yes; $3
or $3.50 per day.

6907. Do I understand that you estimate the distance because of this

price? I asked you about how long it would take ?—I did not estimate
the distance; but the time that it would take.

6908. And you judge by sceing the price now ?—No.

6909, Could you not judge without seeing the price ?-—Yes; I could.
It would be about six days. Emerson is about sixty-three miles, and it
would be about that time it would take. '

Accounts. 6910. In June, 1875, you charge for four teams, eleven days each, for

Ttem for trans-  transporting stores to the North-West Angle; can you explain what

oriing stores to - evidence you wou'd be likely to have to satisfy Mr. Nixon of the cor:

Angle. rectness of that charge >—The receipt is the only thing, unless some of
the engineers were with them ; 6f course there were.

6911, When you gresented those accounts containing such items
would you give up the receipt to Mr. Nixon?—Yes; the receipt was
the voucher for the item. I would have a voucher for pretty nearly-
every item. :

Practice as to 6912. Do you say it was your practice at that time to furnish him.

youchers. vouchers for most of the items in each account?—Any items that
vouchers could be furnished for, were always furnished from beginning
to end. When I say vouchers I mean way-biils for freight.

6913. Do you mean certificates from some disinterested person who
would know whether the item was right or wrong ?—1I explained to you
some time ago that the way-bills for the tcams, while the teams woul
be on the road, would be the voucher,
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6914, But the way-bill would not show the time you were kept on
¢ road ?—The receipt ot the way-bill would be for so many days on
6 road going out; then he would have to be the judge of the number
9f days on the road coming back. It [ started from here on the 5th of
the month it would be on the way-bill « Winnipeg, May ath.” If I got
Out there in five duys the man would recoipt. it, or say that I arrived on
¢ 10th, that would show five days.

6915, Sappose you did not call his atfention to it until after you
Were therea day or two ?—There would be no supposition about it; it
®uld not be.

6916. Then the receipt itself would not show it >—The reéeipt itself
Would show it.

6917. No; the receipt would not show it without the fact being evi-
enced in sume way that you had delivered it as soon as you could. It
Iight huve been more profitable to you to wait there a couple of days
fore delivering the goods ?—1 could not wait there. In sending stutt
%ut t, the North-West Angle there is only one house, and a man is not
80ing to allow a team to stand there for a duy or an hour if he can help
& That is the way we do business.

6918. Were the goods which you transported weighed at the other
®nd of the line ?—Yex.

6911, At Winnipeg and the points to which you were taking thewm ?
~~It it was done by the hundred it was

6920. In taking goods to Rat Portage, do you remember whether
ere was a person there who weighed them ?—Yes.

6921, Please look at your account of the 16th June, 1875, and say
Whether the horses sold there were horses bought by the Government,
Or whether they were horses of your own which you sold ?—I could
Ot suy ; it luoks as if they were my own (looking at the account).

3 6922f Then can you explain why yon charge commission on horses
12?1 do not know. Is $12 charged in that account ?

6923. I showed you the account ?—1I did not sece the commission.

8924, 1f you found the commission thers would it make any
orence 7—Yes.

\6925, Then you can look at it again (handiog the account to witness) ?
(Atter looking at the account) : Some of them must have been mine.
69

Th

6927. Now what do you say ?--There were none of them mine —they
°te bought on commission.

26. How many horses have you charged for in that account?—
ore are only two horses.

. 8928 And the reason you say that is hecause you see the commis-
00 charyed ?—Yos. ' .

§{6929. Did you do freighting ‘v t*c Tort Frances Locks and for Mr.

:;{h Sutherland at the same rate that you did it for Mr. Nixon ?7—

‘ \§930.. Was that rate established by competition with other persons ?
e lieve there was a year or xo that contrscts were not made on
“ount of noue to go, and whenever there was I charged higher for it.

Nix~n's Par=
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6931. Was there any understanding between you and Mr. Sutherland
Belations with »,d My Nixon that whatever one paid the other should pay ?— Yes; if

An understand- I got the Pacific Railway contract [ got Mr. Sutberlan'd's contract. .
Suiberland that b 6932. ;Vex;&a you ::n&l %I; Sutherland connected in any way 1B
aid for frolght- us.uft?ss —3 ever: at that time. ‘

would pay. 6933. Did you live together 2—Not at that time.

Canalshutdown 693+ Did you at any time during the time you did work for the
bofore witness | Pacitic Railway and Fort Frances Locks ?—1I do not think so. I might
roomed insame  say no. L think the canal was shut down before he and [ roomed in the

house.
house.
6935. Since that you have been connected in business together ?—No-
69:36. Did you not make a contract for any work together ?—Never-

6937. Why did you say that you had not been connected in business
at that time P—Well, I have done things for him and he has done thing8

for me, but there never was any business connection.
Sutherland and

witness connect- 101 11 sl O
ol togother Ty 6933. Have you not beea jointly counectel in business together ?
business for about [ was for about a month.

a month.

6939. Then why do you say never ?—I lent him some money 10
do business, and after a month I sold out to him.

6940. During that month you were interested together ?—I do nob
think T ever thought I was interested with him.

694!1. Did he think 80.?—I do not know.

6942. Did you ever have reason to suppose that he thought so ?—No-
Never Jolutly any 6943. Do you say now that you and he were never jointly interested
Lransaction with ip any transaction ¥—Yes,

_ ; e is #
Buttherelsa 6944. You say that?—1I say that, yes. I might say that there is

nipeg which they building here that he and I built together, if you call that business.
bullt on joint

accounl. 6945, On joint account ?—Yes; I do not know whether yod call that
business.

6945, It was not for pleasure altogether, was it ?—It was speculation:
He and I built a building together, that is all.

6947. When was that ?—Two years ago, I think, or a year and a-half
ago.

6948. That was since his connection with the Locks ?—Yes.

6949. IIad you any other business in connection with the Locks except
freighting ?—1I suppose I had. I have done lots of things for the For
Frances Locks.

6950. Why do you say you suppose: do you not know ?—Yes; 158y
I have.

4951, What was the nature of the business ?—T used to send messebd”
gers in there.

6.52. Any other kind of business ?—I sent teams in there. Ther®

muy be some other kinds, but I do not remember.
Im& for trans- 6953. In January, 1876, you render an account for transportatiof‘;
arleton In 1876, 40 you remember the transaction in which you were to take suppli®®

farther than yoo did take them ?—Where was it to.
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6954, Carleton—I think it was to Fort Pelly you intended to take Freighting.

them, but you left them at Carleton ?—Yes ; I left them at Carleton,
6955. Bow far is it to Carleton from Winnipeg ?—547 miles. 547 miles,

%956, That is the distance you think to the place at which you left
them ?—Yes.

6957. What was the distance Lo the place al which you were engaged
1o leave them ?—About 800 miles, I think, from memory. I think you
will find the exazt distance in that account, if [ am not mistaken.

6958. Do you mean in the account which you rendered, or in figures
afterwards 7—In the account which 1 rendered. I do not know that it
18 there, but I know we figured the distance. 1do not know whether
1t is in the account or not.

6959. Do you find it figured therz (handing witness the account)?
~~(Looking at the account): No; I do not.

6960. You were mistaken about that? —Yes; the way we arrived at The average price
the 2 cts. credit was by saying if it was worth 11 cts. to go 800 miles, #rrived at-
what was it worth to go 500? I remember the transportation parti-
cularly; I had good reason to.

6961. The amount actually paid to you was only a proportion and
Dot an excessive proportion of the whole amount ¥=—A very small pro-
portion. :

6962. Less than you ought to have got, in your opinion ?—Less than
1 ought to have got—-a good deal.

6963. In March of the same year there is an item for transporting
supplies to Victoria, Saskatchewan, and which were not transported
all the way, but were left at Carleton ; was that settled in the same
Tanner—I mean paid by only a proportion ?—I think so.

6964. Is there not a credit in the account ?——(Looking at the ac-
tount): Yes, there is a credit there.

. 4965. The proportion that was paid was not a fair proportion ?—No;
1t 'was not as much.

6966. Do you remember in round numbers the distance to Victoria?
~No; I do not.

6967. Do you remember whether your contract for carrying mails carrying Waits,
Was for more than one year ?—I do not; I guess it was.

6968. Was there any change in the price, as far as you remember ?— A contract for $65
here was one contract from this account for §65 a month, and there 2/month, an %3'&),
Was another for $200 or $300, I think.

6969, What service was performed for the large amount ?—Weekly, g\rf:&kll E(; gon-
O contract 15 ; it was $550 or $600 a month. $600 a month.

6970. Do you rememberduring what time that contract at the larger
rate extended ?—I do not. I remember there were tenders called for
aud I got the contract.

6971. Do you wish to say anything further about the evidence you
haye already given 2—Except that 1 would like to ask the reporters
B0t to put in that personality about Mr. Nixon and his family. 1 do
ot think it is a proper thing to appear in the papers, and 1 do not
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think it is a proper thing to ask me, as I cannot see it has any con-
necticn with the Pacific Railway. I cannot help saying so before I
leave the box.

The Chairman :—It will bave to remain now.

G. M. WiLsoN, sworn aud examined :
By the Chairman ;:—
6972. Were you at any time connected with any transaction con-
cerning the business at Fort Frances Lock ?—1 was.

6973. In what capacity were you interested ?—I was in the store; in
the Government store.

#974. When were you engaged ?—I think it was some time in the
spring of 1876, as near as I can remember.

6975. Who engaged you ?—Mr. Sutherland.

6976. What was your duty in the store ?—To give out supplies and
attend to the service of the men, whatever they required.

6977. Did you keep books?—Yes.

6978. Where are those books ?—1I suppose the Government has them.

6979. To whom did you give them up ?~-{ loft them with the Govern-
ment, they belong to the Government, and I have nothing to do with
them.

6980. Who had charge of them after you left ? —Mr. Logan, the store-
keeper.

6951. How long did you remain in the service of the Government in
that capacity ?— Uutil the following spring, the spring of 1877,

698.. Was there any person in the store over you ?—Yes.

6983. You had not sole charge ? - No.

6984. Who was over you ?—John Logan,

6985. Wus he principal store-keeper ?—Yes.

6986. What was the system of disposing of the Government stores

at that time ?—Do you mean in disposing of them for their own use?

6987. To any one of them ? ~They kept clothing, books, shoes and
such things as that, whatever the men required, aud they were sold to
the men—furnishings, I suppose you might call it, for the men,

6988. Did they dispose of them to any person except the persops
employed by Government ?—Only to employés of tho Government.

6989, Was there a separate account kept for each of the employés ?—
Yes.
699). And goods got out of the store would be charged ?—Yes.

6991. Was it your duty to settle all these accounts with tho labourers?
—No.

6992. Whore duty was that >—That was done at the head office. My
duty was only to furnish the accounts to the head office.
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6993, Then, from time to timg, you rendered statements to the head genderea state-

Office, of the goods got by each of the employés ?—Every month. 3“1%2%%&% :‘;;‘w
month.
6094, Settlements botween the Government and the persons em-

Ployed took place at the head office ?--Yes ; at the head office.

Y6995. Do you mean the principal office which was at the Locks ?—
es,

6996, That officer took charge of the transactions with the boats and
Other things ?—Yes, everything; all had; to report there. Of course
Sometimes these accounts would be rendered oftener, if they were
Settling up with the men.

Y 6997. But the practice was to render them at least once a month ?—
€3 sometimes oftener if necessary, if a man was settiing up.

i998. What change took place in your transactions with the Govern-

ge“t; you say in the spring of 1877 you ended this engagement?—
€3, Transference of
g&mnment
6909, Then, what happened ? —The Government, or Mr. Sutherland, In spring of 1877
ad decided to do away with the store. 1 think a number of partics Goyerament cid
Aving started stores there, and we used to have a good many com- furnishing part of
Alrts from the men, one way and another, and we decided to do away Slone being

With it. The furnishing part of the store, it was decided to do away retained.

With—boots, shoes, clothing, and such things as that.
7000. And provisions ?—No; just the furnishings.

1001. The provisions still remained the property of the Govern-
Tent ?—Yes.

~

bu"'OZ. What happened after that ?—I bought the stock and started Witness bought

. stock and started
5iness on my own account. business on his

. 7603, Do you remember what you gave for it ?—I do not remember

Just the figures.

own account.
1 7004, Can you tell near about >—No, I cannot; it is so long since I
%0ked at the thing.

Y 7005. Can you tell within $1,000 ?—1I should think it would be, per- Price paid some

2ps, $3,000 or $4,000. $5,000 or $4,000.
.7_006. How was the value of them arrived at ?— The value was How price
8rived at from invoices. arrived at.

Y'7007. But yoa would first take stock an ! ascertain the quantities 2—
“e; stock was taken.

\7008. And you applied to those quantities the prices of the invoices ?
Just the cost—whatever the goods cost,

7009, Adding freight and charges ?7—In some cates there was; in
€ cases there was not.

010. In what cases would you not add freight and charges ?—On the
Tubhigh,

7011, D> you remember what rate you paid on the cost >—I do not.

h 7012, Did you pay the full cost ?—Yes; and some of it was a pretty
rd lot to pay cost for.
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T::ﬁs;:.wce or 1013, Who ascertained the quantities and prices which you would be
Government called upon to pay ?—Mr. Logan, the store-keeper, and Mr. Thompson,

St re. £ .
oreman in charge of the works.
Logan & Thomp- ¢ L$ VOrKs

son the valuat 8 : ; . -
ho appratsed 7014. Was Mr. Sutherland there at the time the transfer was com

sed
thequantitiesand pleted ?—He was not.
prices of goods

transferred to 7015. Then who took charge of its being carriel out ?—Mr, Thomp-
witness. son and Mr. Logan, the store-keeper and foreman.

7016. Had the principle upon which the transfer was to be made
been previously arranged by Mr. Sutherland ?—1I suppose Mr. Suther-
land gave instructions. ’

7017. You had no negotiations with him ?—No; simply to buy the
stock, It was Mr. Sutherland offered the stock for sale.

7018. Did you agree with him as to the rate at which you would
pay the wbole cost?—No; I was to pay the cost.

7019. That was arranged with him ?—Yes,

7020. When you purchased what you did, what goods did they

retain to diepose of on the Government account ?—They kept all the
provisions,

' Got a detailed 7021. I suppose you got a detailed account of the goods purchasod
A maLorgo0ds gt the time ?—Yes ; it was all done in detail.

7022. Did you keep a copy of it ?—I may have it; I am pot quit®
positive, I left Fort Frances in July, 1878, or about 1st August, 1878

7023. Then you were in business on your own account some fiftee
months ?—I think it was about the 1st July, 1877, that I got possessio®
of the stock, and it would be about July, 1378, when I left—about ®
year.

7024. T thought it was in the spring of 1877 that you left 2—Spring
out there is June generally,

7025. Besides the goods which you got at the time of the transfer;
other goods arrived, did they not, which went into your possession
—Yes; the statement I mude there, about the values of the wholé
would inciude them.

Arranged attime 7026, But it was arranged that goods on the way to the Government
oftransfer that

goodson their  8tores should pass over to you ?—Yes ; furnishings.
way to Govern- . . :
mentstorcshontd 7027 Was there a separate invoice made out for those goods which

B of wibosses arrived afterwards to you ?—1 think that they arrived there about the
time I took possession.

7028. Some invuices arrived afterwards, I am informed ?—I could
not tell ; the Government books would show, I suppose.

7029. I am asking whether you had separate and subsequent state:
ments, showing those new arrivals after the first invoice of the fir$
transaction ?—Yes.

7030. Do you think you have those ?—I may have some of them; %
brought my papers with me and threw them into my store-house; *
they are there I will be happy to produce them.

7031. After you became proprietor of this store about July, 1878
was any person interested with you in the store 7—No.
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7032. What system was adopted; after that time, about goods got

Tom you, by persons engaged by the Government ?—No system what-

8ver; I had to look out for myself.
7033. You did sell goods to persons employed on the works ?—Yes.

7034. How did you get your pay ?—I got my pay by orlers on the
Paymaster, from the men.

7035. Did it sometimes happen that the paymaster paid you, without
Orders from the men ?—No.

7036. Would you always settle first with the purchaser of the goods,
&nd get directions from™ him ?—Yes, I got instructions from them ;
¢y sometimes gave it verbally, but it was done generally through
Written order. 1 wish I had been able to get it that way. I would not
ave got behind with some of them.

. 1037, Isuppose, at times, you would require goods which you had not
I your own shop and which the Government had in theirs ?~—There
May have been some provisions got in that way, but I think that, as a
&eneral thing, it was on the other side—that the Government borrowed
Fom me.

7038. Was there a system of borrowing, between the two shops ?—
They did borrow from me; when they were short they borrowed from
e instead of buying. They had the stores on the way, and if I had

e goods in the shop I never refused.

7039. What would they horrow from you ?—Provisions.

7040. They did not deal in any after you purchased the goods from
em ? —Nothing but provisions. 'They may have bought some sheets,
Or blankets, or something of that kind from me.

7041. And was this borrowing only recorded in the memory of those
Yho got them on behalf of the Government, or was it entered in the
Y00ks ?—It was entered in the books the same as another article.

1042, If they borrowed an article would you charge it in your books ?
It was charged in the books, and when it was returned it would be
tharged back.

l)()Z()aifzk. So that all those transactions would appear recorded in your
G

Overnment would be recorded.

7044. Of course you did not feel sure that they recorded it?—I
sume that they did ; they should have done so.

7045, So far as you know you have no reason to think it was not done ?
I believe it was done.

1046. Do you remember some butter coming from Thunder Bay,
dressed to the superintendent, Mr. Sutherland, but afterwards going
You ?—Not that [ know of.

tr7"47. Are you aware that there has been some rumours about such
I 4nsactions 7—1 never heard any rumour of the butter transaction ; but
ave heard other rumours.

f 7048, 1t has been said that a quantity, something like two tons, started
Yom Thunder Bay addressed to Mr. Sutherland, and that the marks
°re changed before they got to the Locks, and that the butter went to
Ou?—It is false.

ks ?—Yes; and others too. Every transaction of mine with the }
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7049. Do you remember any quantity of hutter coming from Thunde®
Bay to you?—Yes.

7050. About what quantity ?—That I could not say. I got butter 30
many times from Thunder Bay.

7051. Would you get it in such quantities as that ?—I got pretty
large quantities of butter—some very large quantities,

7052. Do you remember any arrangement by which butter which
had been intended at first for the Government store, became your
property before it reached the Locks ?—Never ; there was never su¢
a thing occurred.

- 7053. The rumcurs that you allude to ave prohably about cattle 7~
es.

7054. What do you say about the rumours of the meat that changed
hands ? ~They borrowed some from me and they returned it. [t wa8
only a small amount. I can, perhaps, explain the matter thoroughly %
you: 1 bought a beef from, at that time, I supposed the Hudson Bay
Co.; it was through one of their officers. It was in the very ho
weather, and the families hal nothing but pork, and some of the®
were getting black-leg; they were complaining that they woulc lik®
to have some beef. I got an opportunity of buying a beef. [t w38
mote than the families would use. two or three times over; and -
agreed (o buy it and supply the families, provided that the Gover?
ment wounld take the rest and return it when their cattle came i
which they were very glad to do.

7053. Then they got it from you and returped it afterwards 2
Yes.

7056. Did that happen on more than one occasion ?--That was th?
only oceasion, that 1 know of, that they borrowed from me.

7057. Did it happen that you sold any live animals which at first
were intended for the Government stores P—1 never soid uny live
animals that belonged to the Government, but to myself. I bought all
my cattle here in the city.

705%. From whut place would you buy your gnods, as a rule 2—1 got
some here, some in Toronto, some in Montreal, and some in Thandef
Bay.

7059. Would the transportation of those goods to your establish men?
be over any of the Government Jines ?--Yes.

7060. Would it be transported by Government service ?--Yes; bﬁ
boat, it would be trom North-West-Angle into Fort Frances Lock. 89
some from Thunder Bay.

7061. How could they come ?-—Some parts overland and some over
the portuges—by boat you may call it.

7062. But performed by persons in the emjloyment of the Gover?
ment ?—Pertormed by the Government.

7063. Were regular accounts kept of those freighting items 7—Yo&

7064. Do they appear in the books to the credit of the Gover®
ment ?—They do.

7065. Have you had time to look at your boyoks, since you wer?
subpoenaed ?—No; 1 live out of town,
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7066. Then you have not been near enouzh to the books for you to
ring them since you have been supbeenaea *—No.

7067. Ave you aware that there bas been some rumours about the
omission of such charges ?—I[ am. :

7068. That has no foundation 2—No; it has not. It is very easy
coming at the proof of it, that there is no such foundation. 1 think
Mr. Fowler, of Fort Frances, gave ovidence on that ut one time that
satisfied them.

A
7069, Before whom did he give evidence ?—Before a Commission
that sat here once before, and at Ottawa, I believe.

7070. Did it happen when you wanted goods by way of exchange
out of the Government store, that you would sometimes get them
without any person being present ?——No.

7071, Tt has been said that the Government clerks were not always
there, and that they had such confidence in you that they let you take
Wwhat you wished and allowed you to keep account of it 2~-There was no
Such thing happeved. I do not think the store-keeper would aliow
" anythiong of the kind; he is a very strict man,

7072, 1 believe Mr. Thompsar, who was foreman on the part of the

overnment for some time, bought some of the property or got some
0? the property : are you aware of that transaction >—Not that I know
of.

7073. Did you know that he had got any ma hinery of any kind ?—
0; not that I know of. I have heard these rumours; that is all.

7074. Had be some landed property in this part of the world ?—I
think he had a furm about thirty miles from here.

7075. Is it west -~It would be south.

_171076. What is the vame of the place ?—Clear Springs, near Niver-
Ville,

7077, Have you any knowledge of any removal of Government pro-
Perty by him, cither atter purchase or otherwise ?—No.

T078. Would it be convenient for you to let us look at the books for
ashort time, upon some future occasion —-My private books ?

7079. No; the books of the Government ?—I have no books of the
Overnment. :

Feort Frances
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Supplies.
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omission of such
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7080. I mean your private books in which your charges for the |

Governmont are, or your credit for things returned by the Govern-
Went ?—] would willingly show it'to you in my presence.

—— e .

Prrgg SuTHERLAND, sworn and examined :
By the Chuirman :—

7081. Where do you live ?—1In the city of Winnipeg.
7082. How long have you lived bere ?—Since 1873.

P 7083. Do you know Mr. Nixon, who was paymaster and purveyor
Or the Canadiun Pacific Railway ?— Yes.

P. SUTHER-
LAND.

Nixon's Par-

veyo.ship—
Supplles,
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Nixon’s I;Pj'n‘—
veyors
Suppics. 7084, Have you had any transactions with him in that capacity ?—

Yes.

Witnesshadbusl:  7085. What was the nature of the transactions ?—It was largely on

with Nixoninthe contracts, and in a great many instances private purchases --that is, for

shape of contracts
and purchases for the Government.

th t. . . .
¢ povernmen 7086. But not by tender ? —Largely it was simply private purchases.
7087 Not by competition with other parties >—In a greut many
instances, yes; and in as many instances, no.

7088. When youspeak of private purchases, you mean not by public
competition but by arrangement with him alone ?—Yes.

7089. Have you any idea, in round numbers, of the whole amount of
your transactions with him?—I could not speak advisedly without
reference to old books; but it was a very large amount.

Extent of {rans- 7090. Would it be anywhere in the tens of thousands, or only in the
actions. thousands ?—I do not think it would be in the tens of thousands, but it
would be over thousands.

7091. Would it all amount to more than $10,000 —My impression i$
that it would.

First acquaint- 7092. How did you first become acquainted with him ?—While
ance with Nixon. returning from & business visit to the east I met Mr. Nixon on board
one of the steamers—I believe it was the ** Selkirk ”"—and he introduced
himself to me there on the boat and got acquainted with my wife-
His family were not along with him, but he came down here and found
out from some source that we had a comfortable home, and he asked me
if I would board him. I refused at the time, saying that we never
kept boarders, but referred him to my wife. 1 said to him if she was
willing that T would be happy to receive him in my family; and be
went to my wife and made the same request to her, and she demurred-

7093. I suppose you were not present ?—-No. v
7094. At all events you say he had an interview with her ?—Yes.
Nixon goestolive  '7095. What did it lead to? -It led to her consenting to his coming

’ . 1
4t witness's to live at our house for a short period.

7096, Did he live at your house ?7—He did, from the fall until some
time in the month of April,

7097. None of his family were with him ?—No.

7098. During that period had you dealings with him in his capacity
as paymaster >—Not during his residence in the house.

7094, What was your business during that time ?—I was dealing iP
wholesale provisions and groceries.

Nixon deal id : i is priv . . e
Nixondealt with  7100. Did he deal with you on his private account during the sam

rivateaccount period that he was deuling with you oa the public behalf? —He did.

uring the same . . . . ?
perld ulnlat he 7101. To what extert did he deal with you on his private account
P Qe IS ith __His private account might have amounted to from $35 to $4

the pubhe. monthly, latterly.

7102. About what would be the gross sum ?—The gross sum, 9P
to the time of the latter scttlement, was about in the neighbourhood of
$900.
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 7103. Was it understood that he was to pay that private account in Suppiions
full or not ?-—There was never an understanding at any time. He kept

On dealing and getting goods for his private account.

7104. To what extent had this account run betore he made any pay- z’nr‘i)vlz;.bet 3%‘2{’,},‘“"
Went on it, or any considerable payment? In fict, what was the which was
h‘l‘geiat balance you had against him at any time?—$900; in that written off.

Deighbourhood. I will not speak advisedly to the time.

7105. How did you deal with that account against him ?—I wrote it
off from the face of the books as paid, not giving any reason to my
ls-keeper for doing so.

7106. Do you mean the whole sum, or the balance out of the $9OQ ?
~I wrote off the whole sum.

7107. Do you mean that you marked on your book that it had been
Settled ?—Yes.

7108: Without any actual settlement having taken place ?—Yes.

[1109. Do you know whether that cameo to the knowledge of Mr. Inl&8summoned
Nixon ?—I was summoned to appear before a Parliamentary Committee juir s

. lfubhc Accounts
On Puyblic Accounts. Committee.

7110. Could you specify in what year it was ?—In 1878.

T111. About what time?—Some time in the early part of March I
Was summoned to appear before the Committee.

7112. What happened between you and Mr. Nixon then ?-——When I Thenrenderedhis
Was summoned 1 thought it advisable to render his accountin full, from )
the time that he commenced to that date; and he came 1o visit me and

@ said to me: “Is that account not settled upon your books?” I Nixon called and
admitted that it was settled upon my books ; but, on the other hand, it ke T o
Wat not actually paid, if it were settled, and I thought it was likely Dot settied n bis
that I would be put upon my oath, and if it were asked me whether the )
2ccount was settll)ed I would have to make the statement that it was
Settled but not paid, and I thought it probable that it would injure both

m and me also.

I 7113. Wasany different arrangement made between you then ?—Yes;
made a Jarge discount.

1114. About how much ?—Probably nearly one-third of the account, Made reduction of
r something in that neighbourhood, and took his note for the balance, foox Nixon's note
Yable at a future date. \ for balance.
d.7115. The notes were settled subseyuently >—VYes; all except the
18count. Of course I discounted it very liberally.

.T116. You mean discounted your open account ?—-Yes.

8 T117. But the notes, they were finally satisfied >—Yes; they were
Mally satisfied.

118, During the time that he was boarding . with you, was there Money for board
30y understanding that he should pay you for board ?—No; although refascd im hopes
ter boarding with us for some time, he actually tendercd, or made o
quiry what the amount of his board was; and my wife being anxious
gth.geﬁ him away from the house refused, and I retused, to accept any-
10g, thinking that he would take that for granted and leave of his
W accord.
29
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7119. Did he propose to leave ?—He said he could not possibly stay
and not pay board.

7120. Did you assent to that ?—VYes.
7121. Then he went away I suppose ?--No.

7122. How long after that did he stay ?—-He stayed on until some
timo in April.

7123. How many months would that be >~-From October to April

7124. After this conversation do you mean ?—No; it might be some
time in December the conversation took place, and he stayed on until
April.

7125. For that period has he ever given you any compensation ?—
No.

7126. Do you remember any transaction between you and him about
a cheque from him to you ?—VYes.

7127. What was that for ?—That was for a sleigh; but I returned
the cheque to Mrs. Nixon, or it was sent to the house at all events by
one of my clerks.

7128. Do you remember the amount of that ?—1In the neighbourhood
of $150. I could not exactly specify the amount, but I recollect well that
I got two sleighs at the time, one for the engineers and the other for
him.

7129. Was this cheque for the one sleigh you got for him ?—I was
paid simply for the sleigh that was furnished to the engineers.

7130. Do you mean that the cheque covered the price of both
sleighs ?—No.

7131. Ouly the one sleigh that he got himself ?—Yes.

7132. Do you know whether that came to his knowledge at once:
that you had returned the cheque ?—He was aware of it at once.

7133. What makes you think he was aware of it at once ?—The fact
that his cheque, given on the Ontario bank, I think, was returned t0
him.

7134. Did he ever speak to you about itshortly after that ?—Scarcely
ever.

7135. Did he object to your sending his wife the cheque ?—No ; he
had no objections.

7136. Was there any reason why, in addition to board being %iven
without pay, you should make any gift to any one of his family ?—Ther®
was really in truth none, only that the Government account was 3P
account that we regarded valuable, even if we did not make a profit 0P
it. To a person in large business ready amounts of money were mosb
valuable, and we regarded that it would be better at least to have a2
ordinary share of the patronage of the Government, even if we were
not making anything out of it. That was my only object.

7137. Did he make any request to you about your throwing off any
of your account at any time, either as a discount or otherwise ?—He:
always mentioned that it was customary, according to mercantile rule:
that a person purchasing largely should get a large discount upon a8y~
thing that they wanted privately for themselves, :



451 P. SUTHERLAND

Nixon's Pur-
veyorship—

7138. Do you mean purchasing largely upon public account ?——Yes. Snpplien.

7139. That would give him a claim for reduction upon his private
account ?--Yes; by the ordinary practice of commerce.

_1140. Did he mention what that percentage was ?—No; nol par-
ticularly,

7141. It was not a question of percentage ?—No; not particularly a
Question of percentage at all.

7142, Then do you say that this balance of his private account

Temuined written offand unsettled until you were summoned befnre the

ommittee on Public Accounts ?—Yes; until I was made aware of that
Y being summoned.

7143. And after that time, when you made a claim for the whole, do
youksay that he suggested that it had already been settled on your
s ?—Yes.

7144. Did you understand that to be an intimation that he should
Not be required to pay it ?—Yes. '

7145. Do you know whether he dealt with merchants and other per- Witness felt the
Sons furnishing goods to the Government on account of the Pacific Daatiney ¥\2oo

ilway in a business-like way, or did he endeavour to obtain any advan- in order to secure
lage 21 can only speak for myself. 1 know that I felt, during all my Ssvernment
transactions, that it was necessary to propitiate him to get a modorate Patronage.
Share of the Government patronage; even at the reduced prices that

the Government was paying to us.
7146. Did you, upon any occasion, tender at very low rates ?—Yes. jendered very
7147. How low, in a general way ?—Absolutely at cost, and less.

., 1148, What was your object in tendering so low as that ?—To test if
it was possible that we could get a contract at any price.

7149, What was the result of your tendering at cost, or lowor 2—Of
Course there were difficulties raised, and our tender was regarded as
rregular, It had never been regarded so before.

7150, Did you succeed in getting a contract on that tender ?—No.

7151. Are you aware of any instance where other dealers propiti-
3ted him ?—Y am satisfied in my own mind.
7152, T can hardly take th idence ?—It i t with Last t
. y take that as evidence t is s0 patent with every ransaotion
One that every one knowsit. The last of my transactions seemed to be Toth Nizon. The
& the time ‘that he made application to me to buy a lot of half-breed him tobuy alot
Scnp for hi ofhalf-breed
1m. serip for him.

h°7153- What was his request to you on that occasion ?—Simply that
Wanted me to purchase the serip.

7154, Do you mean for him ?—Yes.

di(;ubs' Did he offer to find the money for you to do it with?—~No; he
Dot mention anything regarding that.

th:tlm- How did you understand that proposal ?—I felt at the time Witnessatlength

%o I had then given him more than my business could afford ; that I Rive Nizon no
204 not afford, in justice to myself and those associated with me, to more.

Ve any more. I had given to the full extent of my power.

d 7187, Did you intimate that decision, that you would not ?—No; {
Are not do that,
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s::;ﬁ:;mp_ 7 58. You mero’y omitted to buy them ?—I omitted to buy them.
Refused to buy 7159. Did he continue to deal with you?—The Government account

1 . : L wiRa
B e . Was withdrawn instantly, but his private account, from some marvel-

‘gount was with-  Jous cause, was continued from time to time, for quite a while.

The third thrown 1100, The reduction that you speak of having made upon his private

oft Nixon's . account, to somewhere approaching one-third of the whole, has that
Rever paid. still remained unpaid ?—It stands upon the face of my books yet,

although I have balanced the account to profit and loss.

7161. I mean has he actually satisfied it by anything valuable ?—
No.

7162. Since that omission to buy the land warrants, have you had any
dealings with him on Government account ?—None.

J. SUTHERLAND:

JAMEs SUTHERLAND, sworn and examined :
Fort Frances .
toek— By the Chairman:—
Book-keeping. . .

7163. Were you at any time employed by the Government in con-
nection with any of the Pacific Railway works ?—I was employed in-
directly by the Government—that is, on the Fort Frances Canal.

7164. You mean the Locks which weve built under the charge of your
brother ?—Yos.

Book-keeper. 7165. In what capacity were you employed ?—I was book-keeper-

7166. At what time were you first engaged ?—In the spring of 1875

7167. Was that at the Locks ?—It was at the Locks.

7163. Where do you live now ?—I live here in Winnipeg.

Left Locks in 7169. When did you leave the Liocks ?—I left the Locks in the winter
wiwer of IS of 1879, or rather in Docember, 1878, just about New Year's time.

Had charge of 7170. Who had charge of the books kept on behalf of the Govern-

Pooka, ment ment at that point ?—1 had.

7171. Had you any assistant book-kecper ?—OQccasionally I had ; #
portion of the time I had none.

&ystem on which 7172, Will you explain to me the general system of keeping the

books were kept. books connectod with these works ?—To keep the accounts of all the
ditterent works and to credit the Department with all money coming,
and to keep a proper distribution of time and supplies, and all that sort
of thing on the different works; kecping everything straight in that
way .

Separate account 7173, Did you keep a separate account for the Government store ?—
Y

for Government
store, o8,

And for trans- 7174. Aud for the boats? the Government owned a boat ?—We did not
port keep it for the hoat; we kept an account for the transport of supplie®
between Thunder Bay and Fort Frances. When we did that sort ©
thing we charged it up to Transportation Account. '
7175. Did vou engage persons for that special service ?—Yes,
Transport. 7176. Iow was it done? what kind of vehicles >—We had horses and

waigons on tho portages, if necessary, and small boats on the lake3
with barges in tow.
)
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7177, That is, you kept a force for that work specially ?—Yes; when
Tequired. They were not always required. For instance: we had rome
Supplies that we wanted from Thunder Bay; we had a man employed
for that purpose, and he hired men to assist Lim to bring his stuftright
through, and would probably make threc or four tripsa season if neces-
Pary.

71718. Then you had not any force thore continuously ?—No.

7179. Do you say you had a scparate account for that service ?—1
kept a Transportation Account.

7180. Was there any other route on which you kent a Transportation
Account in the same way ?—In the same way we kept a Transportation
Account for the North-West Angle route.

. 7181. How was the transportation effected from Winnipeg to North-
est Angle ?—We let that by contract, 1 think.

7182. Was that not done by Government labourers ?—No, not by day
labour ; only a portion from North-West Angle.

7183. Between the North-West Angle and the lakes you say it was
always done by your own servants ?-——Not always; Capt. Wylie
Contracted to tako some sometimes. :

7184. How did he take it ?—By his boat and barge. ‘

1185, What was the name of his boat ?—-I forget the name; it was a
little tug.

7185, Did the Government own &t any time any boat there ?2—No
oat, except on the line; there was a small tug-boat there.

7187, Where was that ?--On Rainy River and Lake of the Woods.

7188. Then, besides the work done by that Government boat, you
Oceasionally hired Capt. Wylie to work with his boat?—Yes ; as the
ne boat was not sufficient.
_ 7189, Did you keep a separate account for that boat ?-—Transporta-
tion Account: North-West Angle Division,

7190. Would that account include the principal operatiors of this
At ?—-Yes,

{191. Did you keep a separate account with each person employed?
—Yes,

d‘-7192° How would you get information of the amount of goods
8posed of at the Government store ?—By a statement handed 1 to
™me from the store.

7193, Who would have charge of making that statement ?—There
.Wer? several. Of course Mr. Logan was the heai ; he had Mr. Wilson
<> his assistant, who generally furnished me with the statement certi-

by Mr. Logan, and 1 entered it accordingly in my books.

th7194~ Then they had a subordinate set of books for the purpose in
at store ?--They might not be called a set of books, as they wore
®morandum to be transferred to the head books.
7195, They had some books in which ontyies were made ?--Yos.

7196. And did those books purport to account for all goods going
of the Government store as far as you know ?—Yes.

Fort Frances
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No permanent
force.

Transportation
from Winnipeg
to North-West

Angle arranged
for by contract.

Besides Govern-
ment boat hired
Capt. Wylie.

Governmint
Store.
Amount of busi-
ness done at Gov-
ernment store—
ascertained by a
Rtatement from
store.
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System of book-
keeping.

7197. Was there any particular period of time at which those
accounts should be rendered to you?-—Always before the payments
were made.

%198. You mean payments to be made to labourers ?—Yes.

7199. How often was that?--As a general thing when my brother
came in. There was no particular time, as the men did not require
their money there; they could not do anything with it, and they were
better without it often.

7200. As a rule were the payments made to persons employed only
when your brother came to the place ?—-Occasionally; Mr. Logan kept
a small amount of cash on suspense, and if a man wanted a dollar or
two he would pay it.

7201. But there was no periodical settlement ?—No.

7202. In keeping this account with the Government store, I under-
stand you had a separute account open in your books for it ?—Yes,

7203. Did you charge your Stock Account with the goods that came
to the store ?— Yes.

7204. At what rate?—The invoice rate, with freight and charge?
added.

7205. Did you charge the Stores Account with the cost of trans;;ort“'

~ tion of the goods which went to the store ?—Yes.

Books in posses-
slon.

Transfer of some
Government
store goods to
‘Wilson.

How these goods
were valued.

“Goods which
arrived after
transfer delivered
and charged to
‘Wilson.

7206. And you credited your Transportation Accountaccordingly ?—
Yes.

7207. Have you the books now showing that account from the begin-
ning ?—Yes,

7208. Do you remember a transaction by which a certain portio®
of stores were at one time soid, or exchanged, to Mr. Wilson ?—Yes.

7209. Before that time Mr. Wilson had been in the employ of Gov
ernment ? —Yes.

7210. In what capacity ?—As assistant store-keepe:.
7211. After that time he kept a store on his own account ?—Yes. -

7212. Do you remember how the value of those goods, which wer®
transferred to him, was arrived at ?--I think that they were put in &
cort, or I think Mr. Thompson and Mr. Logan valued them, if I recol:
lect right; the statement was handed to me at all events, and entered
accordingly.

7213. You charged Mr, Wilson with the amount of that statemen®
and credited your Stores Account ?—Yes.

7214. There were some goods which, I understand, arrived after
that transaction ?—Yes.

%215. Do you know how the accounts were made as far as thoé®
were concerned ?—They were charged to Mr. Wilson—that is all su®
as he took, which would come under the same head.

7216. Those subsequent arrivals were not all of the kind of go"ds
which he bought—such as provisions ?—No.

7217. Then you selected from the whole lot a portion of the chﬂl;
racter which he had bought—such as farnishing goods ?—I thiP
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‘there were some goods bought before the clothing, and such stuff— Book-keeping.
men's supplies—were sold to Mr. Wilson ; and those goods, when they

arrived, were handed over to Mr. Wilson and charged to his account.

"Of course there were no more bought after that but supplies.

7218. When you speak of supplies do you mean provisions ?—Yes.
%219. So that after that period you did not deal on behalf of the Aftertran feret?

. . . . tores dealt
Government with furnishing goods—such as clothing, and boots and Taore in ciothing

shoes ?—No; not at all. and the like.

7220. Then that account which you say was kept of those stores Account ot stores
ought to show whether that transaction#lad been a profitable one or an 8 it appears in
‘unprofitable one 7—Yes. S :

7221. Would you open your books and let me see how that account

stands ? (Witness opens the book.) Do you remember whether your
brother used to charge to Stores Department Account the salaries of
Persons who were employed ?—VYes,

. '1222. Such asthose of Mr. Logan and Mr. Wilson ?—Yes ; everything
In connection with it.

7223, That account has not been finally balanced ?—No, it remains
Open; the store was handed over.

71224, T understood you to say that you had charged this account
with the amount of goods got by Mr. Wilson ?—Certainly,

7225. When the store was closed was any stock taken of the goods
*0n hand ?—That is, when the works were closed here ?

71226. When the stuff was’ transferred >—We kept the store for our suppites.
Oown supplies.

7227. Ts it open now ?—No.

q ©228. When was it closed ?7—It was closed when the works were shut
“aown.

72%. Then you left before the store was closed >—Yes. Left before store
p . was closed. (‘'ane

1230, So that you are not able to say how the account was finally not say how

adjusted 7—No; I am able to say just in the same position I would be finally adjusted.

Supposing that were the case. I took it from the statements at all

times ; 1 was not supposed to go into the store and take stock myself.

I was furnished with a statement of stock on hand.

7231, Do your books—these books which are under your control—
\(BhO.W the final settlement of that account ? Is this the one you mean
“\Pointing to an account book) ?—Yes.

7232. In doing that would you credit to Stores Account that final
Statement of stores on hand ?— Yes.

7243, Is it done ?—No.

7231, Then these books do not show the transaction ?—I can show Can show state
_Jou statement of stock on hand, but it is not entered up there; that is faan, pai e ™
BUpposed to show the amount of stuff on hand. not entered up.

7285. Why is it supposed to show it when it is not here ?—Every
“Ontry is made of all the stuff that has gone out of it, and every entry is
Made of the stuff that went into it, and the difference between the two
18 the balance on hand.
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7230. But supposing they had been stolen, would the books show
whether they were on hand or not ?—Certainly.

7237. How would the books show?—We had the amount of cach
account of stuft that went in there. All it would require is a mere
matter of work, to pick itout in the ledger, and that and the stuff that
had been sold would show it.

7238. But the stuft on hand is not entered to show the balance between
the two accounts: this account as it stands now does not give any ide#
of the real state of affairs at the closing of the shop?—The words
“by balance on hand” are gpt written in.

7239, If that were written in correct!y it would show ?—Yes ; that
is all that is required to be done.

7210. You think that can be done by the statement that you have ?—
Certainly.

7241. Will you produce that statcment ?—I havo not got it with me,
but I think 1 can find it. :

7242, Do you remember, in round numbers, the amount of that state-
meént ?—1I could not say. ‘

7243. Was that the time that you say the store was handed over t0
Mr. Fowler ?—Yes.

7244, Who was Mr. Fowler 2—He is a man who owns a mill there.

7245. Did he buy this stuff there 7—No; I believe my brother had
instructions from the Government to hand over any stuff that was on
hand at the time of closing the works to Mr. Fowler.

7246. Was a statement of the estimated value of the goods at that
time taken by Mr. Fowler handed to you for the purpose of entering
it in the books ?—Yes; and signed by Mr. Fowler as having received
it.

7247. Did he receive it on behalf of the Government or on b own

account ?—1I belicve on behalf of the Government, to keep it in store
for them.

7248. Then that statement, if the estimate was a fair one, would
show, up to that time, whether this keeping of the store had been pro:
fitablo or unprofitable ?-—Yes; of course as far as profit is concern
we had no profit cn anything except goods that were sold to the men;
and that was closed when the store was handed over to Mr. Wilson.

%249. I thought you still kept supplies after that ?—No; we kepb
supplies to supply our boarding-house, and we charged it at tho sam®
rate as it cost, just the invoice price. Transportation and expenses 1
connection with the store were put on the goods, and they were deslt
out as near as we could get at the cost. Of course when the stores weré
all dealt ont the two accounts should balance, because there was 10
profit on anything except stuff that was sold to men.

7250. It would show how unprofitable it had been : it would show tbe
actual state of affairs?—Yes; it would show the actual state of affairs-

7251. So that all this book requires now is an entry on credit side of
stores account of the value of those goods asestimated when they were

transferred to Mr. Fowler >—Yes; the difference would be the depré~
ciation,
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7252, Was that your last connection with the books ?—Yes. Book-keeping.

Supplivs.
7253. Did you charge Mr. Fowler with that transfer ?—No; I did PR
Dot make any entry of it at all. I did not charge him with it because
was out of the employ of Government at the time. When thestatement
Came in here to me I was at Winnipeg.

7254. Did any person succeed you to take charge of the books on
account of the Government ?—No.

7255. So that that particular {ransaction is not recorded in any
Jovernment book, as fur as you know ?—No; we have a statement for
1t, that is all we have to show. Of course that can be easily entered ; I pranster of

Can enter it any time for you in a fow moments. Good. o

7256. Would you please show me in the books the entry or entries Entry in books
¥ which the goods were debited to Mr. Wilson when he got them ?— gebiting goods to
©s; there is an entry—(pointing to the book).

7257. What do you find to be the whole amount of goods taken at Afountofgaods

that time by Mr. Wilson ?—Just at that time, 81,738.32. asshown tn bovks
7258. What time was that?—June 30th, 1877, T

7259, Was there any subsequent entry in it of a similar character ?
~Yes.

7260. When was that >—December 31st, 1877.
7261. What is the amount of that charge ?—83,716.36. Subsequent entry

for $3,716.536.
7262, Bosides the goods and supplies transforred to him, was there
. 3oy charge for accounts assumed ?—Yes,

7263. What is tho amount of that charge ?—$139.49. Aroounts assdin-

7264. Then what would be the total of your debit upon that transfer Total debit

the accounts and goods ?—$5,594.17; I do not know that thnt was 559417,

10 comnection with that one transaction. You see we had a trade
atcount, and that made some of it, of course. I have not the details

Ore me, and I cannot tell without referring to them.

1265, Whether it was part of the transfer at all events it was a charge
Which ought to be made agninst him? —Yes,

7266. Are you aware of the method by which he settled that claim? Claim settled by
~He settled it by supplies in roturn, I think; if I recollect rightly, SUPPies.

I 7267. The value of what he got was not to be paid for in money ? —
40 not know what the agreement was.

:7268-. Do you know whether it was paid for in morey ?—I do not
think j¢ was,

7268. How do you think it was paid for, if settled ?—I think it was paid for vy
g’ald for by supplies that we got after in roturn from him. I know a supplies
tatement, wag sent to the Department in detail.
7270. After this transfer to him you continued to dealin provisions ?

“Yes; we kept our own supplies for our works.

ex727l. Do you think that you obtained provisions from him in
change ?—OQccasionally ; when we were out of them we did.

ar7272' I mean in satisfaction of this large transaction: was it not
i“."“ged that he should pay for the furnishing goods which he got, by
ving you provisions in eschange ?—1 do not think it was arranged,
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Booke-keeping. byt if it was I do not know what the arrangement was. He was t0

Trauster®f  pay for it; but before very long he had an account against us for
Wilson. supplies which I think covered it, if I recollect rightly, because we

were very often out of supplies, and we could not get them in under &
week or a month’s notice sometimes.

7273. Do you remomber who valued the goods which weve got in
any large quantity from him, after he got furnishing goods from you?
-~They were charged to him, I think, at cost price.

7274. I am speaking of the goods which you got from him. Who
valued them? Your brother’s recollection was that there was an
understanding made between him or some one else, on the part of the
Government and Mr. Wilson, tv the effect that Mr. Wilson should take
all the furnishing goods that you had on hand, and that he should pay

- you hy the exchange or delivery of other goods, such as provisions,
which you required to deal in ?—I think that was the understanding.

7275. Do you know who valued the goods which you actually got
from him on that bargsin ?—I think Mi. Thompson and Mr. Logan, if
anybody. Of course I do not know.

7276. Isee there is a credit in June, 1878, of one entry of an invoice,
will you be able to produce that invoice ?—Yes.

Bamk Account. _ 1277. Please turn to your account with the Bank of Ontario. Was

Account with it your habit to keep an account with the Bank of Ontario, showing

‘Ontario Bank.  each amount that was sent by the Government to that institution for
the expenditure on the Locks ?—Yes.

7278. And then showing each payment on cheque given against that
account ?—Yes.

Item of $1,307— 7279. Please turn to your cash book of May, 1877. I notice a cred_it

Suspense Account ¢ the bank of $500 in one item, and $1,307 in another; can you explait

land’s disburse- why such a large sum as $1,307 would be drawn at one time ?—Ib

arangen would be drawn on Suspense Account, For instance, my brother would
be going away on a trip, and he would want to pay small bills ; a cheque
would be drawn by the paymaster and countersigned by himself and
marked on “ Suspense Account.” Then when he returned he brought
in vouchers in triplicate for everything that was paid, and a statemen
was made up from it. That amount wascharged to Suspense Account
and the vouchers were credited when they were brought in.

Suspense Account 7280, Will you show me the Suspense Account which contains thab
—how dealt With. o1 try 0f $1,307, and how it was disposed of? Did you say that upo?
such occasions as you mention, when $1,300 would be taken from the
bank, it would be taken in bank bills and paid out by somebody hand-
ling it ?—Yes.
7281. In this instance it would be taken by your brother ?—It would
be deposited to his own credit in the bank, to issue cheques against it
as if it were his own—it amounts to tho same thing.

7282. What object would be gained by that ?—He was only in there
once in a while and he could not be with Mr. Logan to get a chequ®
countersigned whenever he wanted. He was 500 miles and some®"
times 1000 miles away from Mr. Logan, and he could not issue &
cheque without Mr. Logan and he were together.

<overnment pay- 7283, Had a system been established that payments of the Gove":i

roents made on

Joint cheque. ment money should only be made by joint cheque of Mr, Logan 8p
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.your brother ? Is that what you mean ?—Yes; I believe though that the
mstractions were that whenever any money was to be drawn in that ¥
Way, it wus to be drawn on suspense, and it was to be marked “ Suspense
Account;” that is in accordance with the instructions from the Govern-
ment,

- 71284, But it avoided the nccessity, you say, of the money being
Paid out by joint cheque : your brother had control of the money, to
bay any person he alone thought was entitled to it 2—Yes,

. 7285. So it avoided the supervision which was intended to be exer- Drawing cheques
*CI8 . —Yes 3 i rapa ON Suspense
‘1sed by Mr. Logan ?—Yes; but those Suspense Account items were Qg ousReis, oy
ept as low as possible; they could not be avoided. the check of the
5 : R .. double signature.
7286. Do you know whether, when you gavea credit in thisinstance Sutherland gave
to your brother for his disbursements against this Suspense Account, be vouchers for his
ad to submit vouchers, and submit them to a similar supervision of disbursements.
r. Logan, or any one else 7—He handed the vouchers in to Mr.
gan.

1287. So his Suspense Acconnt was not credited with those items
until Mr, Logan supervised them ?—1Ile was not credited with them
uotil Mr. Logan passed them.

7283, Was that by one statement, or was each item of money actually
Paid out so revised by the officer appointed by the Government ? —Yes,

7289. There is one item against the suspense charge of $1,307, Item of $850 for
-Amounting to $850 in one sum as wages, do you know whether an W28
Item like that would be revised by Mr. Logan ?—Yes.

7290. What was Mr. Logan’s position at the Locks ?—He was pay- roganpaymaster.
Waster and store-keeper.

7291. Besides his duty of looking over the goods in the store, had ke
also to revise statements of expenditure ?—Yes ; but the assistant store-
'kee{)er relieved him of a8 good deal of work in the store, so that he
‘Could give more attention to the cash.
ugh Sutherland

7292, Then your brother had not the authority to pay moneys i 1o authority

©ntirely on his own judgment ?- No. ey money on

“{ 293, Is it your idea that this chargeof $850, according to the system 850 for wages
Which you have detcribed, will appear to have been revi-ed by Mr. Tevis«d by Logan,

gan ?—Yes ; I can give you the details of it.

1294 1 am espeaking of Mr. Logan's signature?—Anything about
¥ages will be on the pay rolls, and will be found cortitied to by Mr.

gan. Department has them and we have triplicates.

7295 Were there other Suspense Accounts besides this?—Yes; Mr.
0gan had a Suspense Account.

Y 72%6. Do you mean by that, that money in a lump sum would be
fanded to him and charged to his Suspense Account ?—Yes.

7297. And it would be his duty afterwards, to account for the disburse- system of anait
?ent of that money ?— Yes; and my brother checked him, becanse all §4the Fort
Ouchers had to be certified toand approved by both of them.

r 5298' And that was tho system of audit which was adopted with
¢ference to the Locks ?-—Yes.

\7‘299. It did not pass through the hands of any auditor in Winnipeg?
Not that I know of,

L
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Thob-keePl®8:  7300. Who was the foreman in charge of the works?—Mr, Thomp-

transaction. 8SOIl, -~

e on o 1301, Did he remain there as long as you did ?—He remained there

works. longer than I did ; he remained there until the close of the works.

'{;{‘)‘ﬁgg?&%ﬁg&)ﬁr_ 7302. Do you know whether he got any of the property belonging

ty ot Government t0 the Government, by jurchase or otherwise ?—I1 believe he got &

which was : : " d .
chm‘fged o m.  boiler, which was charged to him in the books.

7303. Was that in your time?—Yes.

7304. Please turn to his account ? —It did not belong to us; it
belonged to the Red River route.

7305. Was that a boiler that had been in use in onc of the boats
that you speak of ?— It was & boat. I think the hull of it was burnt on
the route, and it was taken to Fort Frances and used there. At the
close of the works Mr. Thompson bought it; and 1 believe my brother
had instructions to sell all the stuff he could.

7306. Did you take any part in the arrangement ?— No; I did not.

7301. Do you know who settled on tho price 2—I think it was
between him and my brother. The books will show the transaction..
There was no ariangement between him and me.

An upright 7308. Do you know what kind of a boiler it was?-—An upright
boiler boiler. s

7309. Have you any idea of the value of it yourself ?—I do nat
consider myself capuable of valuing it.

7310. Do you know the size or number of tubes, or anything of that
description? -1do pot; 1 simply recollect seeing the boiler. 1 did not
pay any particular attention to it. It is not a vory large one, at alk
cvents, .

7311. Do you remember whethor Mr Thompson was charged with-
the freight of any property which he had removed ?—I do not recollect-

Cannot say There are other meuans of trunsporting, Lesides Governmont.
whether Thomp- - s
SN was charged 7312, Yc-; but [ want to know as a fact whether he had been charged

mverumont ¢ by the Go.crnment with any transport *—I do not know.

botler. %313. You do not know whother he ought to have bcen charged with
any ?—1 do nct.

7314 It was no part of your duty to manage the affalrs there ; it was:
only to keep 1ccord of them in your books ?—It was only to keep the
bouoks. -

%315, Did Mr. Thomypson keep a boarding house ?—No.

System of pav- ' 316. In paying the labourers, do you remember whether it was the
B lubourers. grstem that they should give orders upon shop-keepers for any goods
that they got hefore you paid the shop-kecpers, or did yoi pay theshop-
keepers without such orders, and charge the men with the wumount 27—
In the first place Mr. Logan paid all the men; I know it was the habit
when a man wanted any goods at any particular store, he would come 19
and ask the paymaster for an order on that store. Mr. Liogan would
not give ar order until he went to the store and found out how much
he wanted, and whatever he wanted Mr. Logan gave him an ovder of
the storo for it, and took his 1cceipt for the order and charged it to his
account,
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1317, Have you any reason to believe that Mr. Wilson was mtex-ested, 1as no reason to
Jointly with any one else in the store after he became the owner of jelieve that
that store ?—I have not. terested Jointly
wb:)t-h any one in

> re.

1318. You are probably aware that there have been rumours that he *

Wag ?—Yes, I am awaro of it.

. 1319. Have you the time-book that was kept ?—I do not know that 1
have; I expect that I have.

1320. Was it part of your duty to keep the time >—The fore part 1

id, but after a while L got so busy [ could not, and got a4 man to assist
e,

7321. Have you the pay-lists?—We have the triglicate copies some-
Where ; they have been stored away for a year and a-half.

7322. Have you the custody of the cheques that were given on the
Bank of Ontario ?—No.

7323. Do you know who would have those ?—Mr. Logan, the pay- Logan the pay-
Tastey, gl‘:eq(ﬂ?eys of

7324, Did I understand you to say that all the cheques given on
18 Government account on the Bank of Ontario were signed by two

bersons: your brother and Mr. Logan ?-Yes ; first signed by Mr.
Ogan and countersigned by my brother.

7325. Is there anything else connected with this matter which you
Would like to explain, either on account of the evidence you have given,
Or anything that I have omitted to ask, so as to give a fair knowledge
Of the way it was conducted ?—1I do not know that there is anything,
Unless T heard the evidence read.

Lnd > . . .
326. You can consider the matter, and if at any future time you
Wish 1o give your evidence you can do so.

WiNNIPEG, Friday, 24th September, 1880.

Ricuarp FuLLEg, sworn and examined : FULLER.
By the Chairman : — Telegraph—
oo . . c Tendering.
+327. Where do you live ?—In Hamilton. ontract No. 2.

) 7328, Have you spent much of your time in the North-West of late
Years?—A very considerable in the summer time.

lh'7329. Have you been interested in ang' transactions on account of
® Canadian Pacific Railway or telegraph lines connected with it ?—
°8; in building the telegraph line from Livingstone to the longitude

ox monton. [ have built in Edmonton, but that was at my own
bense 10 reach the people there.

7330. Were you the contractor originally for this work ?—Yes.
331. Was the work let by public competition 2—Yes. Work let oy

pu'liltilc com-
. | s e n.
Y7332- Did you tender for that work which you contracted for 2— "°
©8; amongst others. ' Wit tend
g . i ’ ot e
6{333' Did your tender make an offer for that particular work ?—My was fram Fort

er was from Fort Garry wo Edmonton. Garry to Edmon-



FULLER

462

Telegraph—
Tendering.

Contract No. 2. ‘

Tendered for
three sections.

Did not tender

separately for the

portion he got.

How he came to
et a portion of

7334. Did you make any ofter for the portion of the work which yow
contracted for ?—It covered that. The way I tendered was for the
three sections. Idid not tender for No.1, from Fort Garry to Fort Pelly.
I tendered under the other, No. 3, from Fort Garry to the longitude of
Edmonton, and I likewise tendered from Fort Garry to Lake Superior.

7335. In the work tor which you took the contract, the portion of
the line between Fort Garry and Fort Pelly was ot included ?—It was
included in my tender.

7336. But for the portion of the line for which you contracted ?—
No; that is not in my contract—from Fort Garry to Pelly.

7337. It was not a special tender from Pelly to Edmonton ?—No.

7338. Did you make any tender alone for the portion which youw
built 2—No; not separately.

%7339. Then your contract was for a different length of the line, from
that for which you tendered ?—Yes.

7340. How did it happen that you obtained a contract for a portion

o bien Of the line for which you had not tendered ?—I was notitied by

he had not
tendered.

Had specified to
0 xouth by
llice.

telegraph that the whole of my tender was acceptled from Fort Garry
to Kdmonton. When I reached Ottawa, finding that they were going
on the present route of the railway to Pelly, I declined to take that.

7341. Do you mean on the present route of the railway ?—Yos;
because I had specified to go south to Pelly.

7342. But the present routc of the railway is south ?-1 mean tho
then projected line. 1 had fortunately specified in my tender to go by
Ellice or Pelly, or that way ; that is going up this trail.

Gotcontract No.2 7343, Then was it by asubsequent negotiation that you were allowed

by negotiations

subsequent to his t0_contract for only a portion of the line for which you had tendered ¥’

tender.

—Yes; that was the result of my withdrawing from that.
7344. Was it by subsequent negotiations ?—Yes.
7345. It was not in accordance with the terms of your tender ?—No-
7346. Then it was by subsequent negotiation ?—Yes,

7347. With whom was it you made these subsequent negotiations 7=
I think it was upon a report from Mr. Fleming to the Minister.

%348. With whom did you make them?—I withdrew unless I waé
paid an extra price from here to Pelly, and then the other was offer
to me.

Withdrew origin- 7349, Who offered it to you ?—The Engineer-in-Chief by s ecial

al tender, and
contract from
Pelly to Edmon-
tonoffered to him.

Asked $20 per

acre for chopping

and clearing.

report. It arose from a report from the engineer, I presume. at 18-
all that took place. I withdrew; and, in the course of the day, that from
" Pelly to Edmonton was offered to me.

7350. Do you remember whether the offer was made in writing 0
verbally 7—1 think on their part it would be verbally. I do not think
there was any writing to me about any more than the contract. I p‘lt
in a letter saying what I would do this for from here to Pelly.

7351, In that letter, stating what-you would do this portion between:
Fort Garry and Pelly, did you claim a price higher than you b
originally tendered for ?—Yes; I claimed $20 an acre for the chopping:
and clearing.
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Teﬁmng.

7352. Do you mean 820 an acre for the whole portion of the wood, Contract no. 2.
or only for that portion which you supposed to be in excess of that
Which would be on the southern line ?—On the southern line I did not
calcalate on any timber land.

1353. Then your demand was $20 an acre for the whole of the wood Would have had
and which would be found on the northern line ?—Yes ; I would have way on southern
ad no timber to hinder me on the southern line at all. | line

1354.. Do you know by what amount that increased the offer of your

tender 7T ¢ould not teil. I do not know tho number of acres there
Would be between here and Pelly,

. 1365. Do you think this proposal for the increased price wax made Tgegraph
0 writing or verbally ?—I made that in writing. Contract No. 2.

7356. To whom was that directed ?—It was directed to Mr. Sandford
Floming. .

7385%7. Had you a conversation with him on the subject after this ’S:gngtfr(g:l Flem-
Writing ?—No’; I think the next thing was that when I went to the office the portion from
¢ offered me the portion from Pelly to Edmonton. Pelly to Kdmon-
7358, Did you and he then discuss the probable amount of wood, and
therefore the probable result upon your offer of $20 an acre ?—No.

1359, Had you any estimate, either in conversation or without, as to
that ?—No; I"had no idea of the quantity of timber.

7360. Were you led to understand, before you were informed that
You would get the contract for the balance of section 3, that some one
%I8¢ was willing to trke the portion upon which you charged the extra
Price 7—No ; not from tho Department at all.

7361. From any one else ?—No.

1362, Then your proposal to take the westerly portion of section
Wa8 made without any knowledge as to how the Government
€re to get the section from Pelly to Fort Garry constructed ?—No.

7363. Was there any time in the contract by which you were to Contracttobe

. . completed by 1st .
ilave this work completed ?—Yes; time was the essence of the con- Tl 1876,
ract,

w

7364. What was the time ?—The 1st of July, 1876.

.7365- Was it completed within that time ?—It was completed on the gg:;pleted 18th

Tght of the 15th or 16th of July. '

Y;7366. Was the maintenance of the line included in your contract ?— Telegraph—
S,

Maintenanec.
Contraet No. 2.

736 M . Maintenance for
. 7. For how long ?—Five yems ) Matntenance for
368. Havo you undertaken tho maintenance ?—Yos. ed in contract.

7369. Have you carried out that portion of the contract ?—Yes.

m7.370- Was the maintenance by the mile or by the time?—The
'0tenance is a lump sum per anoum.

0f7371- Without reference to distances ?—Yes; that is for the whole

* My work, .

7372, Did tho 1 b, or rather th

i y ength of your work exceed the amount, or rather the

211‘“811%2 estimated ft the f‘,}ime of tendering ?—No ; I think it is about
e miles ghorter.
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Telegraph —
Cconstruetion,
‘Comtraet No« 2.

Contractor’s
Ctlatmms,

£ 80 per acre
«laimed cxtra
for a road cut
through the
woods.

Paid $25; gross
amount $10,200.

%373. Did your tender make any difference between wood land and
prairie land ?—My tender was specified in a specification to be all
prairie.

7574. Was it more expensive to you than all prairie >—Yes; the
timber was a very serious detriment to my operations, :

7375. Did you make any claim on that account?—Yes; I claimed
fpr a road I cut there to build the line through the woods.

7376. Do you mean as an extra ?—Yes.

737%. At what rate did you make that claim ?—I made it at $30 an
acre, and they paid me $25.

7378. Do you know what the gross amount of that item was?—I

recaived $10,200 for the chopping.

Claim for ste p=
page by Indians

$1,300 paid on this
~ .account.

7379. Does that represent the acreage at $25 an acre ?—Yes.

%330. Has that item beon finally rettled between you and the Gov-
ernment ?—Yes; I have a claim now for cutting trees fallen on tho
line,

733i. T am speaking of clearing for coostruction ? —T think I am
correct in stating $10,200. It may be a little more or less.

7382. But that is about the amount that you arrived at ?—I was paid
on finishing the line.

7383. At the time that tenders were invited were particulavs afforded
by the Government to persons tendering ?—Yes.

7384, Was it in those particulars that you were informed that there
was nothing but prairie on your section ?—Yes,

7385. Have you a copy of those particulars ?—In the memoranda®?
tor the information of parties tendering, clause 17, it states ** botween
Fort Pelly and Edmonton the country is prairie.”

7386. Was there any other matter during the construction upon
which you had a claim for extras against the Government?—Yos;
there was one claim for stoppage by Indians.

7387. Was that a subject of discussion between you anid the Depart-
meont of Public Works?—Yes.

7388. Did they resist the payment of it ?—Yes.
7389. Is it still a claim?—No; not on that account.

%390. Has the matter been arranged between you and the Goverd-
ment ?—Yes.

7391. Upon what basis?—By thoir paying me a portion of the
claim—thirteen hundred and some odd dollars.

7392. About what proportion was that of the claim which you had
first made ?—That, I think, would be a little more than half.

%393. This claim arose, I believe, on account of the extra expens®
which you were put to in transporting goods or something of that kin
—XNo, it was by delay ; the freighting parties were stopped, and they
had a claim against me. ~

7394. You were sued for that claim by the freighting parties ?7—Y €5
7395. And judgment was rendered against you ?—Yes,
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Construction,
7396. It was in order that you might be indemnified against this Comtract No. 3,
that you made this claim against the Government ?—Yes. Contractor’s

1397. Are you a loser or a gainer, considering the actual disburse-
Ments by you, upon that subject>—I am a loser by being delayed in
the operations very much. I should have been through that season if
't had not been from the causes of delay, which would have made my
Maintenance very different. It would have been finished in 1875,

7398. 1s there any other matter upon which you claim an extra?— Clalms an extra
Lclaim an extra for the movement of my material. . of material,

7399. Why was that?—My material was distributed upon Mr.
McLeod’s trail before the line was ready—the surveyed line.

7400. Why did you put your material upon any trail before the line
Was ready ?—The parties were not out to survey the line when my
Material ‘was on the road.
Contract let

7401, Then the contract was let before the line was located ?—Yes. before line

located.
7402. How long before it was located ?—The location party only oo
pt just in front of my men, and had hard work to keep ahead of them.

7403. Was that the party locating the line of the railway ?—Yes.

7404. Conld you say at about what rato per day thoy were locating Rate of progress
that line of railway—I[ mean how many miles a day ?--I should think 1R locating~three

tles a d
that they would probably go three miles through the bush, and about through bush and
eight mil. . & eight upon .
ght milcs upon the prairie. prairie.

T05. Do you rcmember about the size of the party who had the
Charge of locating the railway line at that time ?—There was the
*0gineor and, I think, there were about four or five of the staff, assis-
20ty, and his men. I should think the party, with packers and
Samsters, would amount to thirty.

7406, Did they take thoir supplies with them ?—Yes. *

I 7407. In what way did they indicate to you the line which wa® Manner in which

Cated ?—In getting through the woods they had a chopped line. indicated.

th7408, Did they mark the centre of the line by pegs ?—Yes; that is
rough the woods. !

105409. And on the prairie?—On the prairie they put stations every

feet on most of the line, and the numbers would be marked on
t’he pegs'

7”?10. At what distance from this centre were you erecting the poles?
~Fifty feet,

w741!. Do you remember the width which you cleared through the
focd portion ?—The average was about twelve and a-half to thirteen
t—just sufficient to let the train get through and clear the poles.

1412, When you speak of the train, you mean the train which wss

tran’POl‘ting your material and supplies ?—Yes. Size of train
ze rain—
7413, What would your train be composed of ?—There were thirty- thirty.one wag-
® wa gons, about 100 head of horses and cattle, agd ninety and cattle, and
ana2 L think." It would be composed of the wire, brackets, insulators, binety men, with
d Provisions, tnsufators and’
7414 Dj {n the constructi ¢ provisions.
the lin(; id you say that you were able to move in the construction o

3(t;early a8 fast as the party surveying it ?—Yes.
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Construction.

Contract No. 2, 7415, They were not able to keep far ahead of you ?>—No,

C'};'};',':.‘;;‘_’"s 7416. Did you actually overtake them at any time ? —Not until they
got away from the woods—when they got on the prairie they got &
start of us, but we pressed them pretty hard.

Clearing madeby  7417. In locating the line, was it necessary for the surveying party

Pl o to make any clearing through the woods ?—1I do not think they made

let them through any more clearing than was necessary for their party to get through

and to take their L

sights. and take their sights.

7418. Did they make any clearing ?—1I could not call that clearing,
it waa just a surveyor’s line.

7419. How wide would that be ?—Knocking down a tree here and
there to get their instruments through.

7420. Would they take their train through with their supplies ?—
Sometimes they would have to.

7421. What sort of a train ?—Carts.

g‘m';v they got 7422, Could they get their carts through without clearing ?—The{
through, could get round a great deal of it. They did not follow their track a

the time —in some parts they had to take their train dircctly through-

7423. In order to take their train through those portions would they
have to clear the woods ?—Yexs.

7424. To what width ?—Sufficient for the cart to get through.
7425. What width would that be ?—Nine to twelve feect.

7426. Did that clearing take the same line in some instances 7—I
might bave touched it or crossed it.

7427. But they did not clear upon any substantial portion that yo®
cleared ?7—No.

7428. Wasady allowance considered proper to be made on your clai®
for clearing on aczount of the clearing that they did?—I do not think
it. I do not think they could have made out any.

Paid for moving 7429, Is thero a claim for any further extras made by you ?—Nob
Bouth Branch of  during construction—only for this moving of material on the line. I w88

the Saskatche- : Ly A
wan. paid a proportion of it.

7430. How much were you paid of it ?—I was paid for moving m¥
material on the line as far as the South Branch of the Saskatchewan—
Lotween Pelly and the South Branch of the Saskatchewan,

7431. IIad you been induced by the Government to put your matel"”!
npon a line different from the one which was actually adopted ?-—Ye87
I got permission to putiton Mr. McLeod’s trail, because he went ahe
of the surveying party and left mounds here and there along.

743”. Was it any part of the original arrangement that they shoul‘:
find places where you could safely put your material ?—No; I do 1
think it was.
Felectod places o 7433, Were you selecting the places at your own risk where you put
athisown risk. it ?—Yes,
7434, Did you select them at your own risk ?—1 laid it over thré?
miles along the line.
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cConstruction.
7435. Did you select the places at your own risk and on your own Contract No. 2.
Tesponsibility ?— Yes. Contractor’s

7436, Then why was it when they turned out not to be correct, that Nevertheless a
You laid a claim for moving to the proper location ?7—Because the e rrad ho-
'8¢ was not ready for me when my material was there, and I had to cause line was

€ep my men and carts on the ground. not ready’

th?437' If the line had been ready would you have been able to take Had line been
- 'S material to a place which would have saved the expense? —Yes; ready woud have
Would have saved me an enormous expense. From the South Branch mous expense.

© Edmonton I had to move it over a long distance.

1438, This claim was for the expense of being obliged to move those
Pplies at a time when you could not tell where the line would be?
S\ es; they refused to pay the claim, so far as it extended from the
Outh Branch west, on the ground that instructions had been given to
ofy foreman that we might build the line on Mr. McLeod’s trail north
the Saskatchewan.

lh7439' Was this claim for moving your material finally settled by
¢ Government ?— Yex.

7440, There is no further dispute on that subject ?—No.
ti0'7441. Had you any other claim for an extra ?—Not daring construc-
o,

8y

b 1442, After construction ?—Yes ; I had a claim after construction. I claim of $5,515 for

. 3 intenance for
ave a claim for $5,515. a perlod during

7443, What is that for >—That is for the maintenance of that Yo iuy e, was
O¥tion of the line that was built in 1875, on account of the delays, or have heen worka-
SBould have been through in 1875, and I would have been entitied to

® maintenance of the whole line.

th“‘ft’r. Do T un lerstand that you claim pay for maintainence before
e line was actually finished ?—Yes.

N 7445, But from the time at which it would have been finished had Clalms pay for

3‘0“ Not been unreasonably delayed ?—VYes; I claim for that portion peforeiiue was
hich wag actually built that season—350 miles. gp(“:‘}:‘;?ecm\ﬂe

ta'7“6' That was built ?—Yes; it is that much longer, 1 had to maimn-

‘M that on account of being delayed.

p'\74.47. Then your claim is not as I have described it, but for the
“Tlion of the line which you had ac‘ually constructed ?—Yes.

ti07448' Not for delay in construction ?—Yes; for delay in construc-
", a8 I should have had the whole line that fall.

74‘}9. You claim that your pay for maintenance should begin from
¢ time that it was constructed >—Yes.
1450, Not from the time the whole was constructed ?--No.

ﬁn?m“ How long was that portion constructed before the whole was
8hed ?— A bout eight months.

%245'3. Has yonr claim for that maintenance been resisted ?—It has
% up once or twice, and it has not been settled yet.

. 1453
tlme

th

- Was the construction of that portion finally completed at the
you name ?—Yes.
303 h
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Telegraph—
Construction.

Contract No. 2.

(‘;ontrnctor‘s\
Claims,

Nature of
contractor’s
<omplaint.

Completing con-
tract nearly in
time notwith-
standing work
not prepared for
him tocommence
entalled extra
<ost,

Claim remains
unsatisfied.

Telegraph—
Maimtenance.’

Clalm of $10,740
for cutting trees
«during mainten-
ance.

7454. Ready for operation if the rest had been ready ?—Yes.

7455. And you say the rest would bave been ready but for the delsys
caused by the Government ? - Yes.

7156. Now what delay as to the rest was caused by the Govers”
ment ?— The delay in not having a line to lay the material on, having
to move the material, and the delay caused by the party who had th®
sub-contract for laying the poles on the western end being turned back
by the Indians. All these poles had been on the ground, and I had ¥
remove them from the South Branch west, and all the material, a second
time,

7457. In your bargain with the Government originally was theré
any agreement that they would have the line located at any particulsf
time ?—No; but by my contract 1 was compelled to finish the line by
the 1st of July, 16,6. "Time was the essence of the contract and I w85
bound to it.

7458. You mean t me as to the finishing ?—Yes.

7459. But your complaint is that they were not in a position to lob
you begin work as soon as they ought to have allowed you to begio ?’,&
My complaint is that the line was not ready for my material to be lat
upon it when it arrived there.

7460. Is there any portion of the contract which calls upon 1bo
Government to be ready at a particular time ?—No.

7461. How do you make out that it was their duty to be ready at &
particular time ?-—To enable me to do my work within the limit of B
contract.

7462. Then it was by implication, was it, and not by any expresiio’;
either in the contract or verbally ?—No; I notified the Governme?®
when I was going on, and they notified me that they had made pré¢
parations for it. They knew the time I was going to commence.

7463. But would they not have performed the spirit of the agl“’e(;
ment, as you understood it, if they enabled you to begin the line ®
that you might complete it within the time named in the contract -~
If they had done that.

7464. As a fact you completed it within fifteen days afterward
Yes; but it was at an extraordinary cost to myself.

7465. But the Government did not contract that you should build the
line in the cheapest possible mode to yourself ?—No.

7466. Whether you could have done it less than the contract pric®
or not, is not part of the agreement with the Government ? —No.

7467. That claim has as yet remained unsatisfied ?—Yes; it remai0?
unsatisfied. .

st

7468. Is there ary other item for an extra?—There is a clai®®
amounting to $10,740. .

7469. For what ?—For culting trees.

%7470. During maintenance I suppose you mean ?—Yes;
maintenance.

7471. Why do you make that claim ?—Because I have no rig
take the trees off. It should bave been all prairie.

during

ht 10
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Maintenance.

7472, Why did you take them off the line ?—The line could not have Contract No 2.

®en kept up without taking them off. Contractor’s
. . Claims.
7473. Were these trees which you have removed, and for which you

Make this claim, entitely within the wooded sections ?—Yes; prin-
Cpally within the first 100 miles.

1474 Ave they scattered trees ?— There are no scattered trees, it is
Solid wood.
. . . The amount
7475. Do you mean that the whole maintenance of the line has cost Glamed—the =
You this much more in consequence of there being a wooded portion Hrrorence in cos
INstead of being all prairie, as you were informed ?—Yes. ed and a prairte

region.
. T476. Do you mean that that is the amount that is has cost you ?—TIt
8 the amount returned to me by my men—the number of trees—and [
e charged by the tree

7477. Did you pay your men by the tree ?—No; I pay them by the

mg
nth, Amount arrived

id v T i i i - at by countin
T472. Then how did you arrive at this sum which you claim ?—The at by counting

®Xtra cost of men and killing of horses sometimes in the bush. and the value
[®) rges €
7479, Have you calculated exactly the extra cost it has been to you in bush.

Maintain the line ?—Not corrcctly. I can get that from the books
&t Battleford.

7480. Upon what basis do you make $10,740 ?—So much a tree.

.7 181. IIow- much a tree 2—I do not recollect. T have not the accounts
¥ith me ; T have only & memorandum of accounts. Many thousands of
Toes have fallen, but I have not any idea of the number, Then there
ore brackets and insulators.

b 7482. Do you #ay that you were not directed to remove these trees,
Ut you found it necessary to remove them in order to perform your
Contract 2— Yes.

7483. Could you bave fixed a price per tree 7-—Yes.
7484, Can you explain upon what basis you have arrived at tho price
You have fixed per trec ?—Sometimes it has cost me $50 to send a man

20t for probably one tree, and sometirmes it will not cost much, because
# man will go through the woods and cut off a lot of them.

7485. Have you kept any record of the occasions when it has cost
You 850 g tree ?—Yes; I have that account. My man has paid as much
5 850 for extra men to go out.

b T486. Have you the data upon which you can now calculate that it Hasdataon
48 Cont you $10,740, or is that & random cstimate ?—I have not the {}’},‘;"g};}g}’r‘gf“
®Xact dafa myself. I would have to go to Battleford to get the books. $10,74.

1487, T am not asking you to produce them now; I am asking you
hether you have them within your control ?—Yes.

u,~7488~ So that you ave able to thow the correct data which has led to
th‘i':);;«moum, being claimed by you ?— Yes; by extra men and horses, I

7489, That claim is still unsettled ?—Yes.

7490. Have you any other claim to make ?—I have a claim of $475. Clatm of §475 for

749 : . sending opera-

Yo L. What is that for ?—For sending an operator t(i Edmonton torte Famon-
™ here during last summer by the instruction of the Government. of Government.
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Telegraph—
Maintenance.
Contract No. 2.

Contracters 7492. Was there any arrangement with the Government by which

Clatins, you were to operate these lines 7—No.
7493. Are they operated ?—Yes.
e operated o 1494, For whose benefit ?—My own; rather for the benefit of the
tractor. public, for 1 lose out of it. .

7495. Has the operation not resulted in a profit to you ?—No.

Fleming instruct- 6496, For what reason was this operator sent ?—By written instruC

o bt ke tions from Mr. Fleming. He was sent by mail cart to Battleford, 8D

monton. then by my own cart to Edmonton. This claim includes his pay for
five or six months up to the time the Government was expecting tb®
expedition that came over the mountains,

T497. Was this for the purpose of furnishing an operator at the
request of the Government ? —Yes.

Object of this, 7498. In_order that this line might be operated as well as mai”
tained ?—No; it was in order that when Mr. McLeod and Mr. Gordo?
came out from the Peace River there should be an operator there ¥
seud the result of their expedition to Ottawa. I charged them wit
the man’s pay snd sending him out there for that time.

7499. If the Governmeunt had not asked that that operator be sent “g
would the line have been operated ?7—Not between Battleford 8P
Edmonton.

Do o iaearule 7500, That was for operating the line further than you had co™

between Battle-  structed it, do you mean ?—No; I do not operate it, as a rule, betwee?
fordand Edinon- Baytleford and Edmonton,

7501, That portion of the line you were not then operating ?7—Noj
I only operated it when the repairer happened to be at the other 68
7502. And the operating on this occasion was done for special P~
poses of the Government ?—Yes.
7503. And caused this extra expense to you ?—Yes.
Had to send 7504. About how far had you to send that messenger ?— From beré
messenzer %0 4505, How far ?—About 900 miles. '
) 7506. You say that he went with the mail cart ?—Yes. ;
7507. Was there a regular mail cart carrying mail from this po®
to that?—Yes; he was carrying the mail in the cart at the time.
7508. And this cart sometimes took passengers?—He sometim®’
takes a passenger as a favour.

Claim notsettled. 7509, Has that claim heeu settled ?7—No; Mr. Fleming wished ‘:;
settle it upon the basis that I should deduct the amount that W'
charged for the message through to Ottawa, and which was very ¢ o
siderable; but I do not see that I should do that, because that mess88
amounted to considerable money passing over other lines.

7510. Do you remember about what your charge was for Pasei*“g
over your line ?—No, I do not recollect ; T did not get those puruc\ll“"
They are all on record of course.

t

7511, Do you think that the Government should bear the whole cost

of this man's travelling and pay, in order that he might operate nk
particular section of the line, and that you should ge*, profit ?—I thi
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Telegra ph—
m-lnu':mncc.

. » Contraet No. %
T ought to got the profit because it had to go all through my other ¢ontract No
Operators.

7512. Why through the otber operators ?—My operator at Battleford
a8 to take it, and then at Pelly.

7513, Can it not go all the way through to Winnipeg without that? Message had to

Me
be repeated at the
—No; it has got to be repeated. several stations.

7314, Did the repetition by those operators increase the expense to
You ?— Necessarily.

7515. Were they paid by the r;lessage or by the time?—By the
time,

1516. Then how did it increase the cost to you if they repeated it ?—
I was paying them anyway.

317. ir repeating it added nothing to your expenso?—Nothing
tozhl.zexq;‘)}::s‘el&p:t Il v§as at at that 1im§, but) I think I had a right to
2 legitimate charge for their services.

7318, If the Government had not sent this operator to the westerly
®nd of the line, £o as to send a4 message from there to BattlefordT, your
Operator at Battleford would have had no message to repeat ?—No.

7519. And the repetition of it by him cost you nothing?—No; no
More than his daily wages.

7520. But still you think you should charge for this message in addi- -
tion to the cost of furnishing the operator at Edmonton, which you put
down at 475 7—Yes.

7521, Have you any other claim ?—I have no other claim. No other claim.

7522. In what manner bas the line been maintained since you have Line malntained
Constructed it ?—It has been maintained well.

7523. Has there been any complaint on the part of the Government Complatnts mad
Or the public ?—There has been complaint on the part of the Govern- Jj,q
Ment, but I have to bear it all from Ottawa to Edmonton.

7 i i of this only one com-

1524. Has thero been any complaint as to the malptﬁmance s niy one com.
Particular section over which you have control ?—There was only o
®mplaint when the line was burnt down, for which stoppago was in consequencs

. f of line having
Made of $960 for the number of days which it was down. been burat down.

7525, The Government has charged you that amount ?—Yes.
7526, Has that been settled ?--I do not call it settled myself.

7527, But they have taken that amount from you ?—Yes; they have
ken that amount from me.

1528, Is that a deduction in proportion to the time and prico 7—Yes;
the line was burnt down the same spring and fall, and it was put up
8 rapidly as it was possible to be put up.

£ ;{529. Do you mean that the line fell >——It was burned by spring and Line burned by
a

ing and fall
. fires when the frost wasin the ground, and burnt down about twenty fprine
Tiles of g,

. 1530, Do You mean that those accidents were not provided against
11‘? the arrangement with you that you were to maintain the line ?—
05 there was nothing in the contract about it at ail,
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Repatring such
an accident he
considers recon-
struction.

Contractor takes
what receipts
there are.

Tariff ¢1 for a
message of ten
words and 7 cts. &
word afterwards.

‘!{:uspot tatiomn
of Rails—
Tendering.

Countract No. 18.

Tendered but did
not get job.

Rates offered in
‘witness’s tender,

7531. Do you mean that you were not bound t> maintain the line
against such accidents ?—I was bound to maintain it; but I do not see
that I should suffer a penalty for such accidents. Of course if I did
not repair the line as rapidly as it was possible to do it, 1 should be.

7532. Do you mean that this was more in the nature of reconstruction
than repsiring 2—Yes ; it had to be reconstructed.

%533. Upon what understanding is the line now operated >—I kecep
the operators there and I operate it myself, so that it 1s not worth while
making any further fuss about it. ‘

7534. Are you allowed to take all the receipts ?—Yes; which amount
to very little.

7535. 1s there any arrangement about a tariff 2—No.

7536. Have you established a tariff to suit yourself ?—Yes,

7537. What is the tariff ?—It is $1 for a message of ten words,
and 7 cts. a word for all words above that.

7538. Are these prices less in proportion to distance ?— Noj; they
are the same all over the line, however short the distunce may be.

7539. Is there any other matter connected with this telegraph con
struction or maintenance which you wish to explain 7—No.

7540, Have you been interested in any other mattor connected with
the Pacific Railway ?— Not with the Pacitic Railway. "

7541, Have you tendered at any time for any work connected with
the Pacific Railway ? —Yes.

7542. What was it ?2—I tendered for this fencing.

7643. Where was the fencing?—For the wire fencing of the line
recently let here. I did not know then where it was to be.

7544. When was this ?7—Three months ago.

%545. That would be since the 16th of June, consequently that i3
not within our enquiry. Did you propose to do any other work if
connection with the Pacific Railway, or any material for the railway
~—7Yes; I made a tender in 1875 for the transportation of rails.

%516. Was that work which was offered to public competition ?—Ib
was in answer to an advertisement issued by the Public Works
Department in 1875.

7547. Do you know who got the work ?—The Red River Transport#
tion Co.

7548. From what points ?—From Duluth to Winnipeg or below it.

7549. Do you mean below it on the Pembina Branch ?—It was fof
carrying rails from Duluth to any point between the boundary lin®
and Winnipeg, and between Winnipeg and Selkirk.

7550. In fact upon any point upon the Pembina Branch, north oF
south ? —Yes,

Y 7551. Do you remember the rates offered by you in that tender?—

 es.

7552. What rates 7—$13.50 from Duluth to any point from the

boundary to Winnipeg per ton, and $15 if it was landed between Wi?”
nipeg and Selkirk.
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7553, Was that the long ton or the short ton ?—The long tor. They cnderins.
did not specify the long ton, but I never thought of any other ton but Contract No. 18.
2,240 1bs. of iron.

7554. Upon that point did you make any change in the wording of
Your tender from what was supposed to be required by the wording of
the advertisement ?—No.

7555. Have you the particulars of that advertisement now in
Your control to be produced ?—I am not sure whether I have it at
home or not, but very likely I have. I am not certain.

7556. Did you get any communication on the subject afterwards ?—

0.

755%7. So that you have not been officially informed of the result ?—

o. .

7558. Do you know by whom the work was done?—By the Red York done by

iver Transportation Co. portation Cor

7559. Was that an incorporated company ?—I presume it was.

. 7560. Do yon know who were the persons principally interested
101t at that time? —I do not know any myself that was interested
¢Xcept Mr. N. W. Kittson and J. Hill.

7561, Then you know of no reason why you did not get the con-
tract 2—No.

: 7562. Were the prices which you asked in American money or Cana-
lan money ? -1 think it wasstated in the offer to be Amorican money.

7563. Did your offer of the price between Winnipeg and Selkirk
depend upon any improvement in the chananel of the Red River ?—No.

7564. 1t was an unconditional offer ?~—Yes; it was unconditional.

7565. 1 notice that contract 18 is for transportation of rails from witness thinks
uluth to Winnipeg, or any point on the Red River between Perabina [ o%s mote |
and Winnipeg, at the rate of'§15 per ton, United States currency, and in the prices of Rt
the event of the channel of the Red River being improved, the same rate, atton Coansport~
Namely, $15 per ton, from Duluth to the point of crossing of the Canadian
acific Railway north of the Stone Fort ; is that more or less in favour
of the Government than your offer 7—I should say my offer was more
favourable. It would a good deal depend on how much money they

Would have to spond on the Red River of course.

. 71565, But I understood you to say that this of yours was uncondi-
tional ?—7Yes, .

75?7. 1f so, would not your offer in any event be the better one for offer absotutely
e Government ?—It must have been. better than that

- accepted,
1‘?38. Do you know of any reason why your offer was not accepted ?

~—Noe.

h 7569. Do you know whether your offer reached the Goyernment or
¢ Department ?~—There is not the slightest doubt about it.

7570: Why do you say that ? —Because I have seen the public returns
t arliament in which that was included, and there was only my
®8der and that of the Red River Transportation Co.

7571, There wero only two tenders shown by that return ?—Yes,
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7572. Were there any remarks made upon the subject in the return ?
—No; simply the offers.

7573. About what time was your tender dated ?—About the 23rd of
April, 1875. The return was made to the Senate.

7374, Do you remember whether the advertisement inviting tenders
required you to state whether all charges for wharfages, unloading, &c.,
wero to be included ?—1 think it did.

7575. Your tender covered these charges 7—Yes; it inciuded all
charges except any entries to our Custom-house at Pembina, and these
were excepted—any fees for entry coming in here.

7576. Is there any other matter connected with the Canadian Pacific
Railway upon which you wish te give evidence ?—No.

7577. Is there any further explanation which you wish to add to
what you have already stated ?—No; there is only one explanation,
and that is about my line running through lakes. [ have disputed that
point. I have run around some of them instead of through. The
straight railroad line runs through a large number of lakes, and the
engineer wanted me to build floating platforms and put tho polls on
them instead of letting me run around.

7578. What would be the whole length of the crossings of those
lakes 2—They vary.

7579. But adding them together, the total length ?—I have no accu-
rate return, but it would be some miles altogether.

7580. Instead of crossing the lakes you have built the line around ?—
Yes; where it was impossible to get at them and maintain the line,

7581. Have you returned as quickly as possible to the general direc-
tion of the line 7—Invariably.

7582. So that for the purpose of maintenance and operation they are
just as effective as if they crossed the lakes ?—They are more so. It
would have been impossible to maintain them if they were done in the
way Mr, Lucas wanted me to do them.

7583. Hus it been proposed to deduct from moneys coming to you
any amount for thus omitting to cross the lakes ?—Yes.

758+, What amount is in disputo on that account ?—Betwecn $5,000
and $6,000. .

7585. Has that been still withheld 7—Yes ; and I hold very unjustly’
because the line is a great deal belter as it is than the other way.

7586. Have you had any discussion upon that subject with any officer
of the Departinent ? —Yes, with Mr. Fleming ; and some officer report:
that my line was built within the contract some two ydars {;efol'e-
That was when we finished up for the construction. Two years after-
wards Mr. Lucas wanted to go back to the construction, for some reason
or other, and reported me as being off the line ; but in this place, on the
South Branch, it was Mr. Fleming’s instructions that I should keep oft
the line.

1587, Were these instructions verbal ?—Thoy were sent through by
telegraph from Mr. McLeod, and I understood it from my foreman.
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%583, You understood from your foreman that Mr. McLeod had Contract No. 2.

issued those instractions ?—Yes; he left word with my man for it— Claim agninst

still I came back to the surveyed line. omeracter.
'1589. Was the objection to going around the lakes made by Mr- gpjection to
Fleming himself or by Mr. Lucas ?—By Mr. Lucas. going round lakes

made by Lucas
7590. Did Mr. Fleming uphold his objection?—VYes; he never took ad sustained by
that question up with me afterwards,

7591, What is the gencral character of the country through which cparacter of
Your line is built >—There is a great deal of fair country and a great the conntry.
deal of poor country. There is a ¢reat part of the country, through

which the line runs, lakes and muskegs. i

7592, Is it a good country for seltlement or is it poor soil ?—Some some portions
portione of it. good for agricul-

tural purposes.
7593. About what proportion ?—Probably half of it; half of it
might be very good for settlement; or say 40 per cent.; and then there
18 another percentage which wouald not be very good; and then there is
another percentage of poor soil.

7594. Would the best portion of it be as good for agricultural pur-
Poses as, for instance, the land in tne neighbourhood of Winnipeg?—
Winnipeg cannot be exceeded anywhere, provided it was dry.

_1595. Is the portion you speak of as good ?—No; I should like to
live in it better; but I do not think in any portion of it that the soil is
as deep as it is at Winnipeg. .
7596. Why would you like to live in it better >—The country is dry Country dry and
and rolling, and pleasanter to live in. roliing.

7597, Do you know much of the country in either direction, north or
south of the line ?—I have been north ot the line from IHumbolt, and
1t is a very good country between there and the Saskatchewan. Hum-
bolt is up ‘wost of the Touchwood Hills.

7598. Do you mean that portion between Humbolt and the Saskat- Country to the
chewan to the north is very good ?—A few miles away from the tele- """ <Y 800%
graph country, you get into a country that is very good—that i3, to
the South Branch of the Saskatchewan.

7599, That is north of the lire ~—Yes.

7600. Do you know the country south ?—Yes; I have travelled from
Pally to the Touchwood Hills, and that is a nice country about thirty Eailway Loca-
miles away from Pelly—a very fine country. Lo of
Red River.
7601, Is there a better tract of country for agricultural purpores Rattway going

Which would be served by the railway at any point down the line now the right way.
adopted ?—1I should think not. My opinion is I think the line is now
£0ing the right way for settlement.

7602, Do you think that the railway over this line would serve the
agricultural portion of the country as well as any other?—Yes; from
ére to Shell River, as far as I understand, it goes through a good

Country, and from there to the Touchwood Hills it goes through a
800d country.

1603, You are assuming the telegraph line to be the projccted line
of the railway ?7—I think my line, say from west of Pelly-—some
Seventy or eighty miles—would serve the country as well as any I
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know of personally, as fur as anything [ know of my own know-
ledge.

7604. Then beyond that cighty miles: the rest of the way ?—That is
the rest of the way. I mean that supposing the present road struck
my line that distance west of Pelly, it would serve the country as well
as any I know of.

7605. Did it happen that you went over the portions of the country
vorth of Lake Manitoba before you tendered for the building of the
work ?-—No ; I only kunew it from reputation.

7606. And what was the reputation ?—Pretty bad.
7607. Bad in what respect 7—Bad for a tclegraph line.
7608. Why ?—On account of its water and muskegs.

7609. Would it be bad for settlement on that account, in your opinion ?
—1I do not think that it would be much use for settlement on that line.

7610. Between Fort Garry and Pelly ?—VYes; it would be a better
line for settlement.

7611, Do you think the line now in course of construction—the first
and second 100 miles—is a better line for scttlement ?—Undoubt-
edly ; the othor line may become useful by-and-bye when they want a
shorter line or when they want two lines. Undoubtedly the present
route, if they want to follow the good land, can reach the mountains
through pretty good land all the way. T thini the evil was in trying
to keep an air line in a new country. I think the best plan would have
been to follow the country as it answered for settlement and straight-
ening out the lines aflerwards.

JonN Ryay, sworn and examined :
By the Chairman :—

7612, Where do you live ?~—=In Brockvilie.

7613. Have you had any business transactions on account of the
Canadian Pacific Railway ?—I have just now.

7614, What is it ?—I have contract 48,

7615. What length of line are you contractor for ?—100 miles.
7616. Was that work let by public competition ?—Yes.

761%7. Were tenders invited ?—Yes.

7613. Were you one of the tenderers ?—Yes.

7619. Did you get it upon the price named in your tender ?—Yes.

7020. Were you the lowest tenderer ?—No, I think not; I think
there was one lower.
7621, Who was that ?—I believe it was Mr, Hall, from Three Rivers.

7622, Were tenders asked for upon more than one occasion for this
contract, that you kcow of 2—No ; I think not. I only heard of one.
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7623. Had you any necgotiations with the person who tendered lower
than yourself, or with any one on his behalf >—No, I never saw him “w'-::tm:rmninl:}:
or if' I did I did not know him. River.

7624, Nor any one on his behalf ?—No.

7625, Were you aware before the contract was let of the standing of Dig,not Ehow
the ditferent persons who tendered—I mean the rank which was awarded was let the rank

1 \ of the various
them on their tenders 7—No ; I was not. tenderers.

7626. T mean who was first, second, or third 7—Nc; I donot. I never
asked ; 1 never tried to find out. I heard of some remarks that some
persons were higher than I was. You always hear contractors talking
—“ My figures are so much,” and so on.

" 7627. Was it from contractors that you heard that?—Yes; in the
otel.

7628, Did you hear from any person connected with the Depart-
Taent ?—No; not one.

7629, How were you notified that your tender would be accepted ?— ﬁ%ﬁ}gg’n‘;‘;ﬁgfm .
In the usual way. 1 got notice from the Department by one of their ienderin the
messengers to go up and see them. usual way.

7630. Were you in Ottawa ?—Yes.

. 7631, Had you been in Ottawa from the time the tenders were put
In ?—Yes; until they were declared.

7632. You remained there from the time the tenders were received
until the time the contract was awarded to ycu ?—Yes; it was only
two or three days, I believe.

7633. Was there any time named in your contract for the completion Ratiway Cone
of the work ?—Yes. struction,

7634. What time ?—1I forget now ; it was mentioned in the contract Time for comple-
though. I think the time is expired now. ork nht sarend

work not done.
7635. Has all the work been completed ?—No.

7636. Why not ?—I really do not know why. The work has not The work not all

en all located until about five or six wecks ago—less than that. located untiy six

. 1637. You mean that you were prevented from beginning the work
In 8ome portions of the line in consequence of it not being located
until recently 2—-That is one of the reasons.

7638, What other reason is there ?7—I do not know of any other, Contractlet
except that the material could not be got here for it until the winter Angust, 1576 and
time. We could not get the ties across until the winter. The contract been finished in
Wag let last August, and fifty miles were to be finished in eight months j5ifin on® 24
after the contract was let, and the whole on ur before the 19th day of
August of this year,

7639. That is, you had eight months to finish half of it, and four
E?n;hs to finish the balance ?—Yes; that is the way it is worded, I

ink,

7640, Has the delay in locating the line hindered you from com- only firteen miles
Tencing to work after you were ready to proceed with it?—Yes; I Moy Shaep t©
tould have started some works last fall at the Portage, and other '

oeg, if the line had been located. I might have done so, and the
Probability is that I would have dono so. It was only last May that

0y started the location from fifteen miles out here.
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71641, Do you mean that no more than fifteen miles had been located
up to last May ?—Yes; I do. There were two lines projected from the
main line, on the line of Selkirk—one is called the 4th Base Line,
and the other is four and a-half miles north of that, and it was only
decided in May this year to adopt the north line. I do not know when
it was decided, but that was the time it was located. I believe they
decided in March last to adopt the line, but they had not located it
until May. At least, Mr. Rowan told me that he had got a despatch
from the Department in March, that they had adopted the north line.

7612. Has there been any delay in working on the road after the
line hud been sufficiently located to enable you to proceed ?—No; I
think [ have done it as fast as possible. A reasonable amount of
progress has been made.

7643. Do you rememter the price that was to be given to you for
the work, cither the whole or per mile ?—1I think the bulk sum alto-
gether was about $600,000—and then the fencing was thrown out; it
was dispensed with. I have no fencing on my contract.

7644. Was your tender made on the condition that the fencing might
be taken off ?—1It was understood after the tenders were received that
they would not a lopt those poplar pole fences.

7645. Was there anything el:e to be deducted ?—Yes ; there was 8
part of the ballast to be taken off,

7646. Then, as finully agreed upon, how much ballasting had you to
do ?7—125,000 yards.

7647. Was it to be on the basis of what they call half ballast ?—I don’t
know whether they call it half, I am sure. The first quantity thab
you see in the tender is, | think, 250,000 yards; but the Minister told
me that they would only do half of it, and throw half the ballast out.

7648. That had the effect of lowering the prices which you men-
tion in your tender 7—Yes; it would take so much of it off.

7649. Was the price of the ballasting per yard ?—Yes.

7650. So that the price paid to you would depend upon the quantity
actually put upon the line ?—VYes.

7651. [s any portion of the line which yeu have finished, made
with more than half ballast ?—Yes ; there are probably, in some places,
four to tive times the quantity mentioncd. In some places there are
4,000 to 5,000 yards to the mile

7652. Is that portion of the line finished with that amount of ballast
in the state in which it is intended it rhall finally remain ?—Yes,

7653. Was that intendel by your contract, that you should put a8
much ballast on as would be finally required, or that there should be an
amount cqual to half ballast left undone, to be finished at some future
time ?—1 do not think tbey had thought of it in fact.

7654. Did you not understand that half of the ballasting might be
dene at some future time ?—No; they did not say anything about
any fature time.

7655. At all events that it should not be done by you?—They did
not put it in that way. [n the first place, the specification called for
8o mneh bailast per mile; but the Minister said they would dispense
with half of that—that it was not required.
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7656. Have you had any directions to change the quantity of ballast Timernes No. 18.

rom the amount that you understood to be in your agreement originally ? ~ west  of Mok
=We are using ballast now in place of grading ; we are making ballast #1ver.

take the place of grade in tho formation. When the Chief Engineor Sugseststoenst.
Came up here last winter, I showed him the profile and the kind of ob the prairie
Country that we were going through, and 1 suggested that he had better {19 make s road-
Put ties down on the grass, and make a road bed with ballast, on account
of it being so wet ; in fuct the water was over the prairie, and they had

Not made any preparation to take it off, so that the only thing that I
8aw to be done, was to put the track on the surface of the ground.

657. The specification required you to take out the material from
the ditches and put it into the road-bed, did it mot?—It does not
oxactly say that it requires you to do i.; the specification shows you a
%l'&de above this level of the ground, but it does notspecify that it should

de made from the side ditches, although that is the way it is usually
One,

7658. Do you wish it to be understood that instead of pulting the Planadopted to
earth from the side ditches into the road-bed you have to haul the bal- for the road-bed,
ast for the road-bed and put it into the ties?—Yes. Tive drog, L under

7659. Not only for use as ballast, but as a support from the level of

the prairie 7—Exactly. 1 think it makes the best road.

7660. What was the price per cubic yard for earth excavation ?—I Price per enbic
think 16 yard for carth
cts. excavation,l6ets.

7661. And are you putting in this ballast at the same rate ?—No ; The ballast is
the ballast is 22 cts. 2 cts.

7662. Then, instead of buildiug the road according to the intention
at the time of the contract, and supporting the ties by earth, you are

E}ltting in ballast at a higher price from the bottom ?—Yes; itisa
'gher price—a little.

b 1663. You are not putting in the ballast, then, in place of the earth, Making the road
Ut you expect to be paid for it at ballast rates ? —I did not put the g,,‘;aa;‘ﬁf,g;',i?s‘
Vallast there from choice. It was a matter of necessity for me to put Dot located, and
Ut there, as they had not the line located for the ditches, and I was {o‘make ditehes.
Obliged to put the track down on the ground, and I had not time to

Make those ditches.

7664. Do you mean that you had not time to make the ditches before
¥ou put down the ties ?—I had not any reasvnable time. The track
Was located only sometimes twenty miles ahead of my track-layers;
S0metimes, probably, thirty or forty miles.

7665. Has this been done because you cousidered it necessary to bo
One, or because you were directed so to do it ?—I was directed.

1666. Who directed you?—The Chief Engineer.

. Schreiber direct-
7667. Mr. Fleming, you mean ?—No, Mr. Schreiber. el him to make
way.

1668. When was that direction given ?—In the month of May.
7669. Where was he at that time >—He was here.

7670. Then the quantity of ballasting which you are doing, and pro- Ballasting now

2030 to do under this contract, will exceed one-half the quantity origin. i} ke more than
¥ contemplated to be done ?—Yes; more than double. contemplated.





