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23303. Is it the practice in your Department to make estimates from
time to time of the probable expenditure requisite for the completion
of the works ?—Yes ; it is not an uncommon thing at all.

23304. Last summer shortly after we commenced this investigation,
we asked for estimates at that time of the probable expenditure for the
completion of the works upon the different sections then under con-
struction. We have never got that estimate: do you know whether
there was any estimate of that kind made ?—I know of nothing prior
to the date you speak of, June. I have made estimates subsequently.

23305. It was during our investigation we wanted to know the prob-
able future cost of some works, and we still think such estimates would
be useful to us: ave there any such estimates in the costody of the
Department ?—Not prior to that date.

23306. But immediately afterwards; I think they were asked for
about August ?—I do not think it will be difficult to get them. I think
you will tind them published in connection with the discussion on the
Pacific Railway last Session, in the Hansard, I think.

2330%. Is thore any other matter connected with the Pacific Railway
upon which you can inform us concerning matters which happened
before the 16th June, 1880 7—No; as I told you, I know nbthing what-
ever prior to the date T was connected with the road, nothing whatever,
and I think yon have questioned me upon everything subsequent to
that date that I know of.

Orrawa, Monday, 26th September, 1881. .
ALEXANDER MACKENZIE, sworn and examined :
By the Chairman : —

23308. You had charge of the affuirs of the Canadian Pacific Railway
as Minister of Public Works for some period ?—Yes.

23309. For what period ?—During the whole period of my Admints-
tration.

23310. Do you remember the dates ?—I think we took office about
the 7th or 8th of November, 1873, and I think I resigned on the 14th
of October, if I recollect right, 1878.

23311. Could you describe, generally, the progress which had been
made in the undertaking at the time you took charge ? —Some sur veyors
had been out two years beforo that, or nearly two years. I don’t
remember the precise expenditure, but it will bo found in the Depart-
ment, of course.

23312, What at that time did you consider to be the results of the
previous operations >—Well, I think there were no results, -

23313. Did the engineers, in effect, inform the Government that acy
particular results had been accomplished by the provious examinations
of the country ?—1I think not. I don’t think the Government were in
possession of opinions from the engineers, which would justify them in
taking any decided action at that time.

23314. Could you say how soon after you had charge of the Depart-
ment, it was assumed that sufficient information was gathered from the
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maey Xoo-
examinations of the country to justify decided action?—No; I could Early in 1874,
not at the moment say that. Early in 1874, Mr. Fleming discovered Xiemingdie =
that the route that he himself favoured at the time, crossing from the route he favouredq
Upper Thompson River nearly in a direct line to Big Bend, on the mf’éﬁ‘ ﬁ“gi;c: .
Fraser and the Chilcotin Valley, was impracticable, and it was decided gﬁglg:gn'ﬁgxg’g%e
to explore the country north of the Cariboo Mountains, following the of the Cariboo '
lino of the Fraser to Fort George, thence following the line laid down Mountains.
upon the map to the head of the Chilcotin River, striking the explored
line to Bute Inlet. This line was ultimately adopted as far as Fort

George east—from Jasper House to Fort George.

23315. As to the particular portions of the country to be surveyed, Surveys.
did Mr. Fleming exercise his own discretion or was he governed by the Witness declinea
directions of yourself, or any other Members of the Government?— 4o ins pofley
Well, the line of examination must of necessity be confined to questions f the A minis.
of fact in connection with the object of the Commission, and I msy say tration.
at onco that I decline all examinations upon the policy of the
Administration, and guarding myself with that declaration, as the
question is somewhat of a leading one, I answer it by saying that
Mr. Fleming was the sole director of the surveys, he consulting myself fvfﬂi‘negwle
as Minister frequently, of course, very freqnentl.y ; but I always depended director of the
upon Mr. Fleming and upon the best information from his subordinates, froquamtiy ocn:
and he was always allowed most perfect liberty and authority in eulting him as
conducting the surveys which were wholly upon his responsibility ™ ="
—we, of course, having the political responsibility as usual.

23316. As you have alluded to the subject of the policy of the Tne chairman
Government, and decline to be questioned upon it, I think it right to defimes the feta
say that we endeavour to deal with a Government policy, each policy Within the scopa
in its turn—as the most perfect that could be devised, having, no ofthe Commls-
intention to criticige it ; but inasmuch as it may happeun thatin carrying
out this policy the officers of a Department may sometimes act not
strictly in conformity with it, cither by intention or otherwise, wo there-
fore consider it proper to investigate the details of the administration of
the Department without intending by that course to question in any way
the propriety of the policy of the Government. When I say policy, I
mean the principles of government adopted by the Ministry as a whole..

We have not forgotten that under this Commission we avre servants
appointed by the Crown alone, and assuch we have nodesire to interfere
with the privileges of the Xeople whenever they conflict in any way with
the Royal prerogative, and I may say that after considering this subject
in order to decide how far we should investigate the acts of a Depart-
ment, we have concluded that we may enquire into its doings, not only
by its subordinates, but by its head, and that we may ask first to be
informed whether there was a defined Government policy on any given
matter in order that we may see distinctly the line dividing the field
of our enquiry from that upon which we may not enter. At present
we are seeking to investigate the acts of the Department, the details
of its administration, whether between officials themselves or between
them and private individuals who were dealing with that Department ?
—Yes. Vyell, I haveindicated the policy that I conceive to be the ouly
constitutional one, and I intend to be guided by that declaration; but
of course I am desirous of giving you the information in my power
apart from that. Fi
. N eming was not
23317. Could you say whether the Engineer-in-Chief was directed to directed to adopt

adopt any different method in the surveys of the country from that ey diorent
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Surveys,

from that he had which he had previously adopted ?—I do not think he was. In fact, I

previously
adopted.

The plan upon
which Fleming
proceeded.

am sure he was not.

23318. Then, as T understand you, he was loft to his own dis-
cretion as to the manner in which he would make the different exam-
inations of the various localities ?—Yes; the theory upon which he
proceeded was this : to have exploratory surveys in various directions
in the first place; and to bo guided by those exploratory surveys before
making instrumental surveys. By instrumental surveys I mean the
trial location line. Of course instruments may have been used, in
many places, to ascertain levels and grades for short pieces, whore there
was no insrumental survey proper.

Does not remem- 23319, Do you remember about what time it was first considered

‘her when 1t was

thought informa- that sufficient examination had been made of any locality to justify a

tion sufficient to

10 £1 1 —N ¢ . 2y H ..
o o nantion of Jocution of the line ?—No, I do not remember precisely ; but that can

iine had been
obtaiped.

Railway Locvas=

tione.

Irial loeation
survey from
Keewatinto Lak
Vermillion, and
from 8elkirk to
Keewatin, and
alvo from Thun-
«ier Bay to Luke
Sbuebandowan.

Thinks Fort
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let, though it was

be obtained in the Department.

23320. Speaking at first of the year 1874, Mr. Fleming, in his official
report of 1877, states that some locations bad been made, other
examinations being only in the nature of exploratory surveys, and he
mentions the location sarvey of the Pembina Branch ?—Yes.

23321, The trial location survey from Kcewatin eastwaird to Lake

¢ Vermillion, and a trial location survey from Selkirk eastward to

Keewatin, and a trial location westward from Thunder Bay to Lake
Shebandowan ?——Yes; that was the first, I think.

23322, They are the only locations which he states to have been
made up to the end of 1874?—Yes; I think they were the only oncs.

23323. About July there appeared some advertisements asking for
tenders for the construction of a telegraph line: could yousay whother
at that time it was expected that the location of any portions of
the line other than those I have mentioned was likely to be
accomplished within a few months 2—We had pretty well decided
upon the location through the prairie country, that is, from Rat
Portage west, and it was anticipated that the line would be located as
fast as the contractors for the telegraph line could build.

23324. Then the general direction over particular localities had been
retty well decided on?—Pretty well decided upon as far as the
ellow Head Pass.

23325. I suppose the first act towards positive location may ba said to
have been the building of the telegraph line, inasmuch as that was to
follow the location, and I unierstand you tosay that the telegraph lines
were supposed to be located after the contracts were let—that is to say,

afterwards muoh located with exactness 7—Yes; I suppose part of it was located. I think

changed. the Fort William and Shebandowan section was located before they
wore let, though it was afterwards materially changed when Mr.
Telegraph—  1Azlewood went there. Mr. Hazlewood superseded Mr. Murdoch.
Tendering. 23326. As to the construction of the telegraph lines and the contracts
Neveropened any

tenders. Never
looked at any
antil they were
‘scheduled, and
then they were
-considered by
himself, the
Deputy Head an
ihe Engineer.

for that construction, could you say whether the schedule of tenders as
first ascertained upon the opening was submitted to you for inspection ?
-—I presume they were submitted as all other tenders were. I never
opened any tenders myself all the time I was in the Department. I
never looked at them uuntil they were scheduled and presented in such
4 shape as to be considered jointly by myself and the Deputy Head and
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T
(2 .
the Engineer of the Department, and I presume these were submitted rine

in the usual way.

2332%7. T was speaking of the schedule which was made at the
opening ?-—The schodule always accompanied the tenders. There was
always a schedule made up of all tenders, showing the respective
amounts.

23328. 1 intended to ask you whether you had seen this particular
schedule which is now presented to you ?— I must have seen it if it is
the one that was in the Department at the time. Of course I am not
able to identify this particular sheet of paper.

23329. In thisschedule, dated on the Tth of August, Mr. Fleming, Contraet No 1.
and Mr. Trudeau and ‘Mr. Braun purport to give the contoents, as they
understood them, of each tecder, and among others the contents of
that of Sifton, Glass & Co., they were the persons who obtained the
contract for section 1. 1 gather from this schedule that at the time
of opening the tenders theirs was understood to be only for the whole
line, because the schedule so states it, althougzh it mentions a pericd
within which they would finish some particular section or sections :
would you loolk at that schedule and say whether that was the view at
the time ?—No; I cannot say at this distance of time. 1 have not had
the subject before me once.

23330. You will notice the reference to Sifton, Glass & Co.’s tender
marked “ A1,” which gives the meaning of it as tendering for the
whole line at $1,290,000 ?—Yes.

23331, They give no figures for any particular section, but
mention that section 1 would be finished in November, 1874: does
that refresh your memory a8 to what was considered to be the con-
tents of it ?—Mr. Fleming certainly had an estimate of the contract
they had obtained, wherever it is. I recollect his calculations showing
who was highest or lowest; it depends a good deal on the calcula-
tion of the number of acres of wood land and prairie. There certainly
is a geparate calculation as the tender finally aucted upon.

23332. Cn the 7th of August, 1874, and about that time, I understand
that all the tenders were dealt with as if the proportion of wood land
and prairie land was fixed, that is, for the purpose of comparing the
merits of the tenders, for instance, section 1 contained 200 miles
of wood and fifty miles of prairie, and those data applied to evory
one's tender for section 1 as well as to Sifton, Glass & Co. ?2—Well, I
suppose it would.

23333. On the 10th of August, Mr. I'leming makes a full ref.ort,
giving not only the substance of the tenders in a general form
as in that schedule now before you, but also in a detailed statement
for each separate sectivn and another one for the whole line ; this was
three days later than the opening of the tenders. In this he assumes to
state the meaning of Sifton & Glass’s tender in a different way from that
in which it was stated in the schedule : do you remember whether
there was such a difference in his opinion regarding the substance of the
tender between the 7th and the 10th ?—No; I do not remember.

23334. He assumes in this later return that Sifton, Glass & Co. were The contracts
tenderers for section 1 by itself as well as tenderers for the whole Yore awarded =~
line in bulk; could you say now whether the proposition by Sifton, tiems of the

Glass & Co., to complete that portion of the line known as section 1 ag E™8imeer,and
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early as November, 1874, had anything tc do with awarding them the
contract ?—No; I cannot say. The contracts were awarded upon the
calculations of the Engineer, and assumed in every case to be the lowest
available. Further than that I have no recollection.

23335. In awarding contracts at that time, did you take a
part in deciding who was to have each contract ?-—Oh, as a Minister,
of course I had nominally to give the decision, but my decision in such
cases was invariably in concert with the principal officers of the
Department, and I have no recollection of any case during my whole
incumbency of office where there was any difference.

23336. It was in concert; the decision was not with them alone ?—
They would recommend, of course. The price, in accordance with the
Public Works Act, invariably governed the decision unless there was
some other thing tbat came in incidentally that had to be considered.

2333%7. Could you say whether in this, the first contract after
you took charge of the Department, it was left entirely to your
subordinates, or whether you yourself took a partin awarding the
contract to Sifton, Glass & Co.?~1 do not think I took any more part
in awarding the contract than in awarding any other contract, I am
sure I did not.

23338. Do I understand you to say that it was not left entirely to
subordinates?—Well, I thought I had sufficiently explained that.
However, I will do it again fully.

23339. I understood youn to say that you took no more part in this
than in the others; not knowing what part you took in the others, I
confine my question to this one 7—The decision was invariably not only
in concert with, but in acquiescence of the views of the officers of the
Department. In other words, I never pressed any decision upon them
about contracts.

23340. Do you think that you saw the tender ilself, of Sifton, Glass
& Co. before the contract was awarded ?~1 may only have seen the
schedule of contracts made up.

23341. Here is the tender of Sifton, Glass & Co.: upon looking at
it now, can you say whether you saw it before ?—No, I cannot say.
It is quite impossible years afterwards. I could not identify any
particular document unless my signature was upon it.

23342. There is a question whether that document amounts to &
toender for any particular scction, or whether it is a tender only for the
whole line : I wish to know whether that matter was ever brought to
Your attention, and whether you exercised any judgment upon it ?—
I have no recollection of any question arising about that. My impres-
sion is there was a distinct tender for the section.

23343. Could you say how you arrived at that impression ?—Of
course | could only arrive at it from the report of the officer of the
Department.

23344. You might also by reading the tender ?—I do not think I
read the tender. It is possible I may have, but I think not.

23345, Do you remember whether, before awarding this contract to
Sifton, Glass & Co., you yourself had any negotiations upon the
subject with any of these parties ?—I do not think so. It is possible that
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some of them may have called at the Department and asked to see me, COntract No. 1.
that was very frequently the case, but 1 bave no recollection of any-
thing of the kind. .

23346. You do net remember dealing with them distinctly on this

matter ?—J do not. Quite certain he
23347. Proposing any terms ?—I am quite certain I never dealt with any congrac&rs

any contractors except through the officers of the Department. Any P Sty LI

person desiring to see me, of course, 1 would see them and hear what ggggﬁg;zt;c& He

they had to say, but further than that I could have no dealings. people who want-
23348. As to whether you were called upon to place a construction o )

on this tender, I may mention that after making their offer for the

whole line, Sitton, Glass & Co. intimated that although they had given

a certain rate for the wood land through the whole distance, they did

not expect it all to cost as much as that, and they proceed to mention

that between two points, first Fort Garry and River Widnipeg, and also

between Fort Garry and Fort Pelly, thoy place the wood land at certain

sums, naming them, which are lower than the rate placed over the

whole line, and that in consequence of those allusions to these particu-

lar localities, the tender subsequently was construed as being an offer

for one of those smaller localities: does that refresh your memory at Positiveheplaced

all on this subject ?—Oh, I am positive I placed no construction upon 39 construction

on any tender.
apy tender.

23349. It appears that it was not decided to award this contract to
Sifton, Glass & Co. until somewhere about October, some three months
or more after the tenders were received, and that at that time the
Department placed a construction upon their tender as to anotheritem
——Ipmean whether they should receive a price for maintenance beyond
what was assumed to be their price both for maintenance and construc-
tion, and that Mr. Fleming, a8 Engineer, and the member of the firm
who was then in Ottawa differed upon the proper interpretation as to
that item: do you remember any matter‘connected with that inter-
pretation—that is their claim for separate price.for maintenance 7—No. Recollects the
I recollect the question came up, but in what shape I cannot say. I ggggggg;;ma;n-
think that contract was awarded, in the first place, to another party bat cannot say n
who dechined it. Wwhat shape.

23350. It was awarded in the first place to Fuller, who asked an
oxtra price in consequence of clearing through wood land ?—It
was awarded to somebody, and it was on their declining the Depart-
ment passed on, as usual, to the next.

23351. It was awarded first to Fuller who declined, except on the
condition that be should be paid for wood land clearing, and secondly
to Mr. Dwight, who declined to take it ?—Yes.
y When contract

23352. Waddle & Smith had already been awarded another con- reached Sifton,
tract, and it appears to have been suggested that there was a decision became a ques-
concerning these telegraph contracts to the effect that no person could Uon Whether the,
get more than one contract, and they were passed over, and it reached in their tender

Sifton & Glass. After reaching them it became a question as to the Somg v yen %™

terms upon which they should receive it—I mean, whether the sum 3{@?@?‘2}‘,‘3‘; or
mentioned in their tender should cover construction and maintenance, should get so

: H : :» much a mile ad-
or whether they were to get a price per mile for maintenance in 7% 2 T8

addition to any sum specified by them, and a difference of opinion tenance, where-

arose between them and the Department. It was discussed and Sirrespongence
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ContractNo.1. g corpespondence ensued, and I understand that correspondence was

Xllllg&*:i"tvg'i:i‘}g;_ submitted to you ?—It is likely it was. I recollect the question was

ter: this witness raised vory well. I presume there is a report from Mr. Fleming upon

and A
e e vsei. . the subject.

%ﬁ%ﬁx%‘?ﬁé"me 23353. Do you remember whether you gave your personal consi-
subject. deration to the construction to be placed on their tender concerning

that subject ?~1 do not think I did. '
Remembers 23354. The correspondence from their firm suggoests that although
e e tnls " they made their offer in a gross sum for the whole line which was to
claim for main- include construction and maintenance, enough could be gathered from
question might  their figures for mileage and the rate per mile for wood land and prairie
A e ahaer 10 8how any person who avaiyzed their tender that they intended to
was construed as  ask $15.83 per mile for maintenance of the whole, and therefore they
leaving them — ggked that same rate for the particular section which was under dis-
$15.83 per mile for cussion : does this bring the matter to your recollection >—No, I
malntenance I cannot remember the details. - I know there was a question about it,
sam gﬁa‘tz'g,i‘g.lt and the question, I presume,would talke this shape : if their tender was
bring it higher  construed that way it might bring it higher than another one, in which
D mSomPet  case their tondor would be passed, and it would be awarded to another

one. To ascertain that wo may have referred to the report of the

() Whether Enginecr.

ot than thetr 23355. That might be one shape the question would assume, but it

lender asked for might, agsume another shape—whether they were getting more than

excess would not their tender asked for, though this sum might still be less than the

I e hext” next lowest tender ?—Yes, it might.

tender. 23356. Do you remember whether any question in that shape was
suggested ?—1I do not.

Sifton,Glass& Co.  23357. Then there is one mcre matter in which they appear

o g A ehs ; to have asked for terms better than those stated in their tender—

of the details that is, as to the profies of the line. As far as the corres-

Themaenas o nondonce which has been submitted to us shows, they, for the first
time, in October, 1874, in a letter to Mr. Fleming, claim that besides
the price for maintenance, based upon their price to be gathered from
an analysis of their first tender for the whole line, they were to receivo
the profits of operating the line: do you remember anything about that
item in the transaction ?~No; I do not. I know there was a question
as to the profits with two or three of the contractors, but I do not
remember the details ot the discussion. :

23358. This is a letter of the 14th of October, 1874, from Sifton,
Glass & Co. to Mr. Fleming. Ialso hand you the letter to which thatis
an answer. Perhaps, if you look at these, they may cail some part of
the transaction to your mind ?—They appear to be both written on the
same day.

23359. Have you any further recollection now since reading the
letters than you had before 2—No; nothing farther than 1 remember
the question having been ra'sed in some shape.

Relieves in this 23360. Could you say whether you expressel any opinion at any time

T melypy 1D connection with this transaction, as to the proper interpretation to be

the Engineer’s.  put upon their tender and this correspondence in connection with it ?—

opinion. I could not hut my conviction is I was guided solely by the Engineer’s
opinion.
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23361. It is suggested by an endorsement on some of the papers Contract No.1.
connected with this contract of Sifton, Glass & Co., that before entering Jue sejacra2”, .
intoit it was necessary to get an Order-in-Council. That memorandum theéx%cess‘lty of
is signed by Mr. Fissiault : do you remember whether the necessity of Goancl may
such an Order was brought to your attention, or whether you gave any {:::lfg%f;e& bis
decision upon it ?—It may have been, but I do not think thatan Order- attention, bug he
in-Council would be necessary under the law in such case. It is only $0oe8not think an
where you pass a tender and take a higher one that you require to set was necessary in

: . . hi .
out the reasons in an Order-in-Council. S caso

23362. In this case that was done. Fuller had made a lower
tender and had afterwards asked something more for his wood land
clearing, and that was perhaps what Mr. Fissiault alluded to when he
said it had not been given to the lowest tender; however, you do not
remember having given any decision upon that subject?—I do not.

23363. The next contract, No. 2, is with Fuller, and embraces contract No. 2.
the western portion only of what was advertised as section 3. Contrary to wit-
Section 3, if you remember, was from Fort Garry to Edmonton, and it {‘fi‘é'iﬁ%“égfﬁﬂi’\“
embraced section 1 and something more, a8 we!l 48 section 2 and some- of line was not
thing more, section 1 being to Fort Pelly, section 2 to a point further japmitiedte
west, and section 3 to Fort Edmonton, all of them starting from tion.
Winnipeg. Now, this contract to Fuller was for the balance of
the distance of soction 3, not included 1n the contract to Sifton, Glass
& Co. for section 1, and, as I unierstand it, was for a portion of terri-
tory which was never submitted to public competition by itself: do
you remember that circumstance ?—1 thought it was all submitted to
public competition ?

23364. Yes, certainly all ; but not this particular portion of one of
the sections ?—That is contrary to my recollection,

23365. It arose in this way, according to the explanations given by
different witnesses: Mr. KFuller made the lowest tender for the
whole of section No. 3 from Winnipeg to Edmonton, but he
said that he undcrstood the line was going near the Riding
Mountains, and he had not provided in his price for clearing any
¢onsiderable extent of wood land, but, finding that the line had
to go by the north of Lake Manitoba, and that a large amount of
clearing had to be done, he claimed that a price for clearing should
be paid to him, or he should not be obliged to take the contract.
It was finally agreed that instead of giving him that additional amount
for the wood land, Sifton, Glass & Co. might take the secction No. 1,
which included most of the wood land, and that Fuller should take the
balance of section 3 at his original price for section 3, deducting what
he had offered for section 1: do you remember those teatures of that
transaction ?—I remember something of that kind, but the object of
myself and the Department was alvyays to get the work done in the
cheapest way, and I presume it was divided on that ground.

23366G. That leads me to the main question-—whether the pecuniary Pecuniary resuite
results were the only ones considered in awarding these two contracts ? {ieonly ones
—The only ones, as far us I know. as witness knows.
.23367. Then there was no intention to give any preference to any
one which was not called for by the contracts ?—Certainly not.

23368. In deciding whether that whole contract for section 3 should
be given to Mr. Fuller alone at his price, with an addition for clearing
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wood land, or whether it should be divided into two contracts, seems to
turn upon this: whether it was better to give Mr. Fuller $900 more
than to him and Glass together, without any of the profits of working
the line, or to give the profits of the line to Sifton, Glass & Co. and save,
the $900 : was the matter presented to your consideration in that
shape ?—1I do not remember; I think not. It was presented to me
solely in the interests of economy, I think.

23369. Was your attention called to this: that the question of
economy depended upon whether it was cheaper to the country to
give any particular amount to Faller, or the profits of the line for five
years to Sifton & Glass ?—It is impossible for me at this distance of
time to speak of amounts. If Mr. Fleming made such a report, the
reports would be in the Department.

23370. Without mentioning the amounts, do you remember that
these two sides of the question were presented 7—I only remember the
one side : that the contracts were let 8o as to secure the cheapest to the
country.

23371. Thoy were let with that intention, at all events ?—Yes; of
course, and, as far as I can recollect, with that result. I can speak only
from memory.

23372. There is no report upon that particalar feature of this
transaction, and I think Mr. Fleming said, in giving his evidence, it was
then called to his attention for the first time ?—Yes ; I have not read Mr.
Fleming’s evidence.

23373. I only mention that because you thought possibly there
might be some report bearing on this ?—If it was considered there
certainly would be.

23374. Contract No. 3 was with Mr. Barnard, in British Columbia.
We have not proceeded with any investigation about that contract,
for the reason that evidence appears to have been given upon it before
some tribunal in British Calumbia, and it is ncw under consideration
by the Government, and I mention it only to ask whether theve is any
fact which you think proper to give ?—I cannot remember any fact.
That contract was not given to thelowest.

33375, Macdonald’s tenderappeared to be too low ?—Yes ; it appeared
utterly useless to deal with him. '

23376. Mr. Fleming reported, in effoct, that the time was so short
and tho price so low it was not worthy of consideration ?—Yes.

23377. The next contract was known as section § in the advertise-
ments. The order in which the tenders were made, taking the lowest
in the first place, was as follows: Waddle & Smith, first; Sutton &
Thirtkell, second ; Sutton, Thompson & Co., third. The offer to take
the contract seems first to have been made to Waddle & Smith ?—They
were the lowest.

23373. They complain, and Mr. Waddle has givon some evidence on
the subject, that they were passed over without being informed by the
Department, or any one on bohalf of the Government, that there was a
day fized before which they must give their security or lose their
chanco ; have you any recollection of that ?—I have no recollection
of that particular statement of an alleged fact, but I do not believe it.
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T think Mr. Trudeau is very careful about giving such notices as that. COnereet Nosd.
I think it extremely unlikely.

23374. Then your belief is founded upon Mr. Trudean’s cavefulness ?
—-Well, the usual practice. We were always in the habit, indeed, of Satisfied that

waiting when thoy asked for further time if it was a reasonable time. Waddie’s state-

23380. Mr. Waddle does not say he asked for further time because he Rover laow the

never knew the time was limited ?—I am satisfied that was not correct, 4ime was limited

23381. It appears his firm was passed over, at all events, and an offer Quite certain the
made to the firm of Sutton & Thirtkell. Mr. Waddle gives his evidence ggl"b‘;flrg?%f;}gf;
here under oath to this effect: that while the matter was pending In hisevidence,
between the Government and the Sutton & Thirtkell firm, he himself e Datareen
came to Ottawa and saw you and vonversed with you, and that he jjmselfand

" . Minister, when
complained that he had been passed over in the way he explained, and the laiter, in
that you then said if Sutton & Thirtkell did not take it up he could 33&‘;?&‘&331”

have a further chance before any one else : do you remember any such hehadbeen . -
conversation >—I am quite certain I never could have had such a con- oat notice,

rsati ; reation. told bim that it
versation. It would be a very absurd conversation told bim that it

23382. You are aware that this contract was given really to persons frup he woald ©

who were no tenderers themselves—Oliver, Davidson & Co ?—Yes. have another
chance—never

23383. Do you remember what their standing was and how it was 0ok place.
that they came to get the contract >—I suppose because they made an
arrangement with the real parties who tendered. I knew their starding
well enough. Their standing was quite good.

23384. Is it usual to deal with persons upon their own representa-
tion that they are the assignees of the rights of the tenderer ?—Not
unless they satisfy the Department that they are.

23385. Do you recollect that they did satisty you that thoy were ?
—No; I had no personal satisfuction, but I have no doubt it was done.

23386. There is no record of that, and Mr. Trudeau cannot explain No record :
it, and Mr. Fleming cannot explain it. Mr. Trudeau says the transaction sxpisiais: Fota-
was arranged by you individually, and that he did not enquire into !P€ canno ex-
it ?—1 do not think I ever arranged any transaction myselt in regard to el;;‘:sé:'l;tl’n;ﬂmu
contracts. There must be some correspondence in relation to it in the tfansaction was
Department. Totor, and ot
23387. It has not been forthcoming, and has not been explained by g’llr%u:ir%%’?h(ﬁby
any person connected with it ?—1t has frequently been the case that a {herSss feplies
tender has passed into the hands of another person before the work has think he ever

commenced. That was the case in the Whitehead contract, for instance. thing nimselt
He was not the original tenderer at all. It was this same Sutton and iP resard to
some other person, I think, and he arranged with them to take up the contracta
contract before commencing.

23388. That, of course, is an ordinary transaction. It was the case D050t remem-

. . . ber the grounds
in the Georgian Bay Branch coniract, which was transferred to Mr. on which the

Foster, by Mr. Munson; are you aware of the reason why the Depart- e that

ment assumed these persons to be the assignees of the tenderers ?— Qliver. Davidson
No, I am not; but they must have been perfectly satisfied with the ‘:sﬁ‘;n‘;&’%?‘t?,,

evidence, I think ; and I recollect T was very glad to get Oliver, Davidson S1¢cestful ten-
& Co. I considered them excelient men. & ' ﬁ:fﬁa’vség: Hmast
a n
23389. Were you personally acquainted with Sutton & Thompson, sufciont.
or eitllller of them ? —No; I have seen Sutton. 1 have no acquaintance
with him.

53*
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CovtraceNo. 4. 93340, While the matter was pending between the Government, on
Perfectly satisfi- the one hand, and Sutton & Thirtkell on the other, it appears, from the

h . . )
Mmanaged matters evidence, that Sutton, before the time was up which was limited for

L otye, finding security, went to Toronto and arranged with some mem-
should get the  ber of the Oliver & Davidson firm to take their rights, and that it was

Sondorof Susten  concluded between them that they should take the contract upon the

& Thompson 1o Sutton & Thirtkell tender, and both he and Sutton, and some member
& Thirtkell. of the new firm came down to Ottawa before Sutton & Thirtkell's

time was up; that before they went away it was arranged
that they shovld take it, not wupon the Sutton & Thirtkell
tender, but upon the higher one of Sutton & Thowmnpsun, about $28,200
higher. That is the arrangement which I understand Mr. Trudeau to
allude to when he says it was managed by the- Minister; do you
recollect anything of it ?—No. I am perfectly satisfied I never
managed any such transaction.

23391. Could you give us any information now as to the negotiations
which led to the displacement of Sutton & Thirtkell, and the accept-
ance of Sutton & Thompson at a higher price?—1 cun give no expla-
nation whatever, further than what would be contained in the records
of the Department.

23392, There is not the slightest record of any such transaction in
the papers that have reached us ?—If Mr. Trudeau cannot give you the
explanation, I cannot.

23393. Do you remember whether you had any interviews with
Oliver or Davidson upon the subject of this telegraph contract 2—I
have no absolute recollection of interviews; but I think it extremely
likely that I had, as vearly ail the contractors came bere.

23394. You could scarcely, then, give us the details of any conversa-
tion or negotiations on the subject between you and any of them ?—
No; 1 have no recollection.

Tender ing— 23395. Wo know of nothing concerning contract No. 5 upon which
Contract 80. 5. wo consider it neccssary to take any evidence from you, but if you
know of any fact that would be useful to us, we shall be glad to have
it—this was the first contract of the Pembina Branch ?—The contract
given was to Mr. Whitehead as the lowest tenderer, to the best of my

recollection. .
23396. I thiok a man named Peach tendered a cent lower per yard,

but he failed to comply with the requirements of the Department, and
it went to Mr. Whitehead ?—T think so.

Purchase of 23397. The next contract in order of time is for steel rails, The
Coais Nos. advertisement inviting tenders for rails appeared about the .end of
6-11. September, 1874 ; could you say whether it was about that time that
it was first considered necessary to purchuse rails ?—Yes.

The subjectof 23398. Could you say whether any acton of the subordinates in
T tnesss 5"t your Department or the Engineer's lad to that opinion?—Mr. Fleming

notico by Flew- tirst brought the matter to my notice, and sa d that it was absolutely
rallsshould be  necessary, in his opinion, that rails should be had as soon as possible, as
“"‘.:fb'n‘:"'t'h:: it would take a long time to get them up, and construction could not
hey had reached go on without them being on the ground, and, besides, he said he thought
::3 tlg:;g::l:';‘;; the price of rails had then reached the lowest rates they were likely to
= lot as possible reach, and we should secure as large a lot as possible. He was very .

d. s h .
ehouldbesecure urgent in his representations on the subject.
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23399. Did you yourself weigh the reasons which he gave before
adopting a conclus.on ?—1I think I did to some extent. Of course it
was & mere matter of speculative opinion as to the price being at the
lowest point. It was at the lowest point actually that had been
reached up to that time, and [ thought his representations were likely
to be correct as to that. They certainly were correct, in my opiniou,
as 1o the neeessity of having rails there very soon.

23400. Irrespective of price ?—Irrespective of price.

23401. What dil you consider to be tho necessity of rails there at
that time, irrespective of price ?—It wus impossible to go on with
con-truction without rails.

23402. Then, in that case, the quantity roquired would be a material
element ?—That depends upon how fust you went on with the work.

23403. Therefore the quantity would be a matevial element ? —The
quantity would be material, of course, in proportion to the extent you
wanted to go on,

23404 Could you say what proportion of the work was expected to
be proceeded with =0 us to require rails immediately >—No; I could
not say precisely, but there was every probability at that time of
several hundred miles being placed under contract within a year.

23405. Would not the line be placed under contract some time before

track-laying ? —A short time. It tukes a long time to get rails into
that country.

23406 What I mean is that neither the time of asking for tenders
nor the time when the work was placed under contract, would of itself
give a correct idea as to the time when the rails would be required for
track-laying. Tho time between giving the contract and preparing
the road-bed would have to be allowed for?—Oh, the road-bed, to a
great extent, is prepared after you get the rails. You lay the rails
fivst before the road is anything iike completed, and till up with the
cars from particular points where your borrow-beds and pits would be.

23407. At all events, a large portion of the works would have to be
let before the rails would be required ?—That depends, to a great
extent, on the nature of the country to be traversed. Mak;i{\g the road
west of Winnipeg since I left office, the ties were laid on the grass and
ballasting was done afterwards with the trains,

23408. Did the consideration of that circumstance weigh with youin
-estimating the time at which these rails would be required ?-~What
«circamstance ?

23409. The fact that rails are sometimes laid on the surface of the
ground without any preparation ?—I really do not know.

23410, Becanse my recollection is the first necossity for these rails
was between Thander Bay and Red River, excepting the Pembina
Branch ?—Yes,

23411. Then only the quantity for the Pembina Branch wouid be

required immediately ?-—{t would be material as to the argument in
favour of making the purchase then.

23112. Keeping in mind always the quantity required for that
Branch ?-~Yes.
533*
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Two things in-
fluenced decision
to purchase:

(1) necessity for
{)rocnrlng ralls if
he road was to

be built and (2)
of taxing advan-
tage of the
market while it
was low.

Declines to
answer.

23413. I only wish to know what the fact was—whether the fact of”
the rails being likely to be laid immediately on the Pembina Branch
weighed at all in the decision as to the quantity required at that time?
— I have no doubt it did. :

23414. About what quantity do you understand to have been
required for the Pembina Branch ?—It requires on an average about
ninety tons a mile. v

23415. That would account, then, for the necessity of providing some-
thing under 10,000 tons at most; as to any further quantity, do
you say that the time at which they would be required for use weighed
in the decision to purchase ?—Certainly; the necessity of procuring rails
if we were to build the road, and the necessity of taking advantage of
the market while it was low.

23416. For the present we may keep out of sight the cost; 1 suppose
if the price was even higher than it was at that time, and the rails
were actually needed, they would have been procured. I am endea-
vouring now to sce whether the necessity of having them for use at
any particuliar period was a reason for the purchase irrespective of
price 7—In other words you are endeavouring to see if you could find
fault with the policy of the Government., As 1 said before, I decline
to answer any question as to the policy of the Government ; but as so
many falsehoods were circulated regarding the purchase of those rails,
I have answered every question that was put to me, not that I have
any right to do it, but because I choose to do it.

23417. On bebalf of the Commissioners, 1 may state that, if you will
say now it was the policy of the .Government, to purchase rails, irres-
pective of the time at which they would be used, I will ask you
no further questions respecting them ?—I prefer that you go on with
your questions.

23418. Then, if there was such a policy, please understand that the
responsibility of our asking the questions on the assnmption that there
was no such policy, rests with you ?—The responsibility of what ?

23419. The respousibility of our putting the questions ?—You have
no right #¥usk the questions.

23420. 'Frepeat, that if you say it was the policy of the Government
to purchase those rails irrespective of the probable time of their use, I
will ask you no further ?—I have already told you what were the true
reasons for purchasing. What more do you want ?

23421, If you bad the two reasons, must you not of necessity have
had the one : the greater would include the lesser number ?—Which is
the greater ?

23422, Of the reasons—price and necessity for use. The number
two is greater than the single one ?—1I don’t understand you.

23423. We will speak of one first ?—One what ?

23424, One reason for getting them—the reason that they were
required for use; uow, as to the requiremont for use, I am asking
whether that was & matter of departmental administration, or whether
it was ono of the principles adopted by the Government on this
matter P—If it was one of the principles of Government, you have no
right to ask. '
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melln.m of
33425. I understand that we may not criticise it; [ only ask to Cgmfracts Nos,
know whether it was so or not?—I decline to answer. The act of pecines to

every Department must always be assumed to be the act of the Gov- answer.
ernment.

23426. I understand you to suggest that every act, every detail of
the administration of the Department must, in a constitutional light,
be considered to be part of the policy of the Government ?—I am not
here to discuss constitutional questions.

23427. T understand that you are discussing them ?—No; you are
quite mistaken.

23428. Do you decline to say whether the necessity of having the Necessity for the
rails at that time in view of the period when they would be used was U5¢ of the ralls
one of the elements in the decision for their purchase ?—I have mentsin decision

v eatd d . to purchase
already =aid it was one of the elements. to pur

24429. But do you decline to give the particulars of that reason ?—
I heve already answored.

23430. I am ondeavouring t» ascertain where the necessity for the
purchase existed ?—There were 2,000 miles of railway to build.

23431. When ?—According to the bargain of 1871 it was to be built
within ten years.

23432, And was that the reason that you thought it necessary to Declines to
urchase in 1874 ?—1 decline altogether to answer questions respecting 8nswer-
the policy of the Government, and you may as well understand that
sooner or later.

23433. I don’t want you to state the reason for any policy of the
Government, but I wish you to make it clear whether it was then the
policy of the Governmeat to purchase those rails ?—Unless it was
their policy they would not have been purchased, of course.

23434. We think the Commissioners are entitled to assume that the
details of the departmental sdministration may be inconsistent with
the principles of government adopted by the Ministry, and that those
details may be enquired into ?—1 have nothing to do with the assump-
tions of the Commission.

23435. I only “wish to state them clearly so that you may understand
the position we are taking, and may bear the responsibility of refusing
to answer or not as you think tit: do you declino to give any evidence
upon the particulars of the necessity for the purchase of those rails on
account of their probable use ? —1 have already said all that I have to
say about the reasons for their purchase.

23436. Will you say as to the price, whether that was a material The 2?:::&3&&

element in the detision to buy them ?—I have already said so. the decision to
purehase.

23437. Are you willing that that should be investigated ?—That
what should be investigated ?

23438. The reasonableness of that conclusion that the price made it
proper to buy ?—I cannot hinder you from investigating anything you
please. ‘

23439. Will you say, then, what appeared to be the reasons in sup-
port of the view that that was a good time to buy because of the
price ?—I know of no reasons except the statement of fact.
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Ooniracts Nos. 93440, And what was that?—That the price had reached a lower
The pricehad  point than it had ever reached, and that Mr. Fleming thought it was
m&%;}"l}’f]‘;d likely to rise.

Sier reachod, and 23441, Did you not consider it expedient, as administrator of the

X was lkely 10 Department at that time, to enquire into Mr. Fleming’s reasons more
" deeply than merely by hearing that that was his conclusion ?—Well, of

Witness adopted A

Fleming's course, I adopted his reasons.

ne 23442, At the time that it was decided to make the purchase of rails,
can you say whether it was considered expedient to attract HEnglish.
competition as well as Canadian competition 2—To attract English ?

23143 English competition on the prices? —As to that—I did not
understand your question at first—there were no Canadian manufac-
turers of steel rails that I am aware of.

23444. But there were Canadian dealers ?—I am not aware of any.
There are Canadian agents for English dealers. I am not aware of
any Canadian dealers for themselves,
Thought every 23445. You were aware of Canadian agents for English dealers:
:’,}eoi'},ﬂ’,‘}'t“’,;‘ﬁze was it considered advisable that the competition should not be
for competing.  restricted to Canadian agents of English dealers, and that English
agents and English dealers should compete?—I supposed every one
should have an opportunity of competing.

23446. Did you consider that eight days was a sufficient time to give-
English agents and English dealers an opportunity to do so ?—If 1 had
not thought so the advertisement would not have been issued.

Advisedtoextend  23447. Were you afterwards led to the conclusion that it was not
daye.soan e sufficient time ?—Some parties advised me to extend the time 8o as to
gusble agentsto enable dealers, instead of telegraphing to their principals, to write to-
telegraph to their them, and the time was at once enlarged as soon as that desire became
principals. known.

First quantity 23448. At tho time of the reception of those tenders in November,

Poming ol 1874, would you say what quantity it was considered expedient to

tons. purchase ?—1 think the first quantity spokeun of was 40,000 tons, by
Mr. Fleming.

23449. Did you adopt his view ?—Yes; I have already mentioned
that.

23450. This was a very large transaction, and it may be assumed
that you took a part in considering the effect of the tenders and award-
ing the contracts ?—Perhaps you had better, instead of assuming any-
thing, ask any questions you desire to ask.

Usua! course for

Usual course for ~ 23451. I will ask it in another way if you preferit: did you take

pomc part In any part in considering the tenders and awarding the contracts ?—It is
awardaing con- 1 3
Sracts; usual the usual course in awarding all contracts.

©ourse taken. 23452. Did you take the usual course ?—Yes.

23453. Do you remember, at this distance of time, the relative rank
of the tenders, giving the lowest price to the first rank, and so on ?—
No, 1 do not; but I presume the reports in the Department will show
that.

23454. Can you say whether there was any. intention to give any
preference to any party io contracts beyond what would be called for
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by the tenders themselves ?—I am not aware of any such intention. 1 Cgniracts Nos.

cannot conceive how there would be.

23455. Then, I understand you to say that the tenders themselves
will point to the persons who should have got the contract according
to the prices. There is the schedule by Mr. Fleming showing what he
understood to be the contents and substance of the different tenders on
this subject. If you wish to look at it, I shall be glad if you will say
whether it shows that this is the rank of the tenders for delivery at
Montreal ?—I suppoee the paper will speak for itself.

23456. I only wish to know whether you fiud any construction
applicable to it which I have not found ; we might differ on the mean-
ing of it Y—Ask me any question you like.

23457. I understand that the West Cumberland Co. were the lowest Tenderers in
tendcrers for 5,002 tons ?—That is Guest & Co. ? thelr order.

23458. Cox & Green were their agents; 5,000 tons at $53.53 ?~~Yes.

23459. 1 have alzo understood, from the papers in evidence, that the
40,000 tons were all contracted for to be delivered at Montreal ?—
Well ?

23460. Is that as you understand it ?—] think so; I am not quite
certain of that, however.

23461. Not only contracted, but advertised for to be delivered at
Montreal. The next lowest tender, or rather it is equally low, is that
of the Ebbw Vale Co. for 5,000 tons, at $33.53; the next lowest
is Guest & Co. for 5,000 tons, at $54; the next lowest is 10,000
tons by the Mersey Co. at 85:.26; the next lowest is by the
Aberdare Co., 5,000, tons at $54.75. Now, that quantity reaches only
30,000 tons, and still the Aberdare Co., who wero the lowest tenderers
for the portion of the first 30,000 tons, got no contract: can you
explain why that was ?—That the lowest tender got no contract ?

23462, Tho Aberdare Co., were among the lowest tenderers for the
first 30,000 tons, and still thongh 40,000 tons were ordered they weore
omitted ? —1 suppose it was because they were higher.

23463, That could not be it they were amon; the lowest for the first
30,000 tons 7—The question is, what did it cost the Government.

23464, That is all. For the tirst 30,000 tons the teaders, as far as I
can construe them, and according to that schedule which is now before
ou, show that the West Cumberland Co., the Ebbw Vale Co., Guest &
Co., the Mersey Co. and the Aberdare Co, were the five lowest tenders
for the first 30,000 tons ?—The lowest first tenderers were offered more
than what they had putin their tenders. Cox & Green, for instance,
had ouly 5,000 tons in their tender, ard they were otfered more.
23465. So far we have had no other direct evidence of that 7—I
cannot help it. 1 am muking evidence of it now.
23466. How were thoy offered it?—They were offered it by Mr.
Trudeau with my knowledge and consent.
23467. Is not that a mistake ?—No ; I think not.
23468. There is on record the fact that they wrote to you on the
18th of December offering another 5400 tons, and on the 22nd vou
telegraphed them back: “ No further steel rails wanted, thanks ?”—

-
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They had declined in the first place, and offered, subsequently, after
the transaction was completed.

23469. There is no evidence of that offer ?—I cannot help that. The
offer was made, nevertheless, and Mr. Trudeau informed me that they
declined. It must have been so.

23470. Then your recollection is, that before arriving at the quantity
of 40,000 tons, the West Cumberland Co. were offered a larger
quantity than 5,000 tons ?—Yes; that is my recollection. My recol-
lection is that every tender was dealt with that was the lowest, in
order to get the quantity we decided upon at the lowest possible
prices.

23471, Were Guest & Co. offered an opportunity of supplying a
larger quantity ?—I presume they were.

23472. Then, you have no positive recollection ?—No, I have no
positive recollection. What makes my recollection in the case of Cox
& Green is, that the newspgper correspondence brought eut the fact

that they stated themselves that they were offered it.

23473. What correspondence ?—Newspaper correspondence,.

23474. And the Mersey Co.; their offer was 10,000 tons at Mon-
treal : do you remember anything about that amount being increased ?
—I think so. It was increased to 20,000, that being the best arrange-
ment the Government could make as to price.

234'75. Tten the Aberdare Co., do you know anything about them ?
—I do not recollect anything about them. I presume we never
reached their figure.

23476. It appears that their figures were reached, and that 5,000
tons—the second 5,000 tons—were given to Guest & Co., at the price of
$55.24, while the Aberdare Co. had offered to supply the same quantity
at $54.7), giving Guest & Co. the prefecrence and 49 cts. per ton more
than the Aberdare Co. had offered to furnish them for?—I have no
recollection of it.

23477. The way that happened was this: Guest & Co. offered one
5,000 tons at 854, and another 5,000 at $55.24. Both offers were
accepted, which reduced the average to $54.62. That average would
be below the Aberdare Co.'s offer, which was $54.75 ?—My general
view, as expressed to Mr. Trudeau, was that each tender should be
followed up, beginning at the lowest, giving them as much as they
would take, and proceeding upwards oniy when forced to do so by
rising prices.

23478, Taking 10,000 tons—not from Guest & Co. alone, but half
from Guest & Co. and half from the Aberdare Co., would have reduced
the rate for the whole 10,000 tons. I do not know whether that

circumstance was called to your attention; please state if it was? —
I do not think it was.

23479. There is no tender and no correspondence upon the subject
of this increase in the Mersey Co.’s supply: could you say how the
negotiation was carried on?—It was carried on by Mr. Trudeau, and
probably referred to me as Minister.

23480. When you say probably, 1 suppose you mean that you
are not able to say positively 7—I have no precise recollection, but I

.
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have no doubt that that was the mode. I recollect of Mr. Fairman Coaticts Nos.
calling upon me once or twice, but I referred him to Mr. Trudeau,
through whom all business was transacted of the kind.

23481. After this 40,000 tons had been bargained for, there seems to
have been a halt in the traasaction. That was about the 3rd of
Decomber, 1874, and subsequently a change of tactics early in January,
and a furthor supply was procured ; could you say what led to, the
neces:ity of the further purchase ?—That is for the Pacific coast ?

23482. I think the new lots amounted to 10,000 tons—of that, 5,000 Second pur=
tons went to Vancouver ?—About that time we were about entering (2% made with
on the obligation to build the Island railway, and it was with the view ing the ratlway

to have iron rails sufficient for that that the second purchase was made. Jriand 0"

23483. You think that was what led to the changed position and the
purchase of the further lot ?-—I think so.

23484. Was that change, do you think, after the refusal to take the
West Camberland Co 's second offer of 5,000 tons at £11 in Montreal
—equivalent to £19 sterling in Liverpool 7—I have no recollection of
dates.

23485. The circumstance happened somewhat in this way, as far as
disclosed by the Blue Book reports and the evidence before us: on the
20th of December, or about that date at all events, the Woest Cuamber-
land Co. offered 5,000 tons more at £11 sterling in Montreal, which I
understand 1o be equal to £10 sterling in Liverpool, because the freight
across was £1. That was refused immediately by telegram, stating
no further rails were required. On the 4th of January, Cooper, Fair-
man & Co. write to you. Thht is the first letter upon the subject, as
appears by the reported correspondence, and they use this language:
« With refcrence to the 10,000 tons required f.o.b. Liverpool —
apparently pointing to some definite 10,040 tons, and suggesting that Thinks conversa=
bolween you and them mention had been made of 10,000 tons: do you gns may have
recollect the circumstance of any allusion to such a quantity being Cooper, Fairman
made before that letter—I mean any allusion in any corrospondence e werornt for
botween you and Cooper, Fairman & Co. ?—I think there was no cor- the way they

- h the 4
respondence. There might have been conversations. }V;.’,t:,‘:g he 4th

23486. Between you and some of them ?—There may have been.

23487. Do you say that there was 7—I really cannot say, I have a
recollection of an interview with Mr. Fairman once or twice while the
main tenders were pending, but 1 have no recollection of any subse-
quent one.

23488. On the same day, that is the 4th of January, a telegram was
sent to you from Montreal, by some persons using this signature:
« Agents, Mersey Co.”

“ Mersey Co. having signed tender deliver at Montreal, cannot now deliver west.”

Did you understand this title to mean Cooper, Fairman & Co.?—I do
not recollect of the tolegram at all.

23489. It is reported on page 38 of this Blue Book concerning corres-
pondence on the steel ruils >—There are three telegrams apparently the
same day.

23490. From Cooper, Fairman & Co ?—Yes. there are somo on the
previous page. '
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Punl;g}uue of
o?s.::'i'.c“ Nos. 23491. That is the letter to which I allude; it is a second telegram ?
—What is your question about it ?
Supposes the 23492, 1 ask whether you understood that title “Agents, Mersey
ersey Coor " Co.” to mean in fact Cooper, Fairman & Co ?—I suppose it must have

meant Cooper f]
meant Coopers  been. They were the agents.

Never any public  23493. On the 7th January you accept their tender for 5,000 tons

the 0,000 tons far at Liverpool at the vate of £10 10s. sterling; can you say whether

of Cooper, fair- there ever was any public competition or any kind of competition as

:llzn (?eg‘:twu g)aa:ny purchase of rails f.o.b. at Liverpool ?—No; I don't think there
8. Se

23494. You think not ?—I think not.

23495, At the time of accepting their offer, a spontaneous ope, as I
gather from the reported correspondence, were the following circumn-
stances taken into account, that two days before you were able to
purchase from the Cumberland Co. at £10 sterling in Liverpool. or
equivalent to that, because it was only £11 at Montreal, that on a pre-
vious occasion the Department had communicated, before the reception
of tenders, that they were receiving no tenders or entertaining mone

_for the delivery at Liverpool, and that in fact Crawford hal- offered
them there at £10 5+, and the otfer was not entertained ?— I have no
recollection of Crawford’s offer. ~

23196. It is reported on page 25 of the same Blue Book ?—It was
during the summer of next year.

23497. That would be for delivery in the summer of 1875 ?—Yes.

23498. That wounld be quite as ear]y as you wanted them or
got them ?—No; T dou’t recollect our reasons for declining that.

23494, Then, do you say that the acceptance of Cooper, Frairman &
Co’s offer was made without the consideration of those circumstances ?
—1I do not think s0; I have no doubt they were all considered.

?,‘}P;:ﬁt,“}{'was 23500. Was it considered that rails at £10 10s. from Cooper, Fair-

‘;‘;{,“,‘3’;’,‘;‘(‘,,},}‘“‘ man & Co. was better than at £10 5s. from Crawford ?2—1 cannot tell,
Cooper, Fairman It may have been. It would depend altogether upon inspe-lion and
& Co. wae better lity
than £10 58, from quality.

Crawford. 23501. Ave you able 1o say that any such matters were considered ;
that there was such a difference ax you describe ; that one firm had a
better quality or was more desirable ?—The fact that there was a
decision in the casc implies consideration. I have no recollection of
discussions respecting the matter.

23502. No one else of thosec who have heen before us has touched
upon any such ecomparis in between these offers—Crawford’s and Cooper
Fairman & Co.’s, and the other gentlemen in New York, who were
informed that their offer would not be entertained. That refusal to
enteitain the offer is found on page. 3 of this same Blue Book ?—This
has reference to the original tenders.

23603. Yes; I am asking whether afterwards in January, before

. accepting the ofter of Cooper, Fairman & Co. those circumstances were
congidercd ?—Which circumstances ?

22504. The circumstance that Mr. Justice had been told that no

tenders for delivery at Liverpeol would be accepted, and ihe circum-
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stance that Mr. Crawford had offered them at £10 5s. : I ask wlother Cgntgacts Nos:
these were considered before deciding to award the contract without
competition ?—It was a subseguent transaction altogether.

23505. Can you say if they were considered, or why it was not worth
while to ask for the competition of Urawford or of the Cumberland Co.
who bad two days before accepted £10 as a price ?—I kuow of no
Teasons whatever, except what are in the public documents in the office.
I have no documents.

23506. Is there any fact connected with any of those contracts about
steel rails which you think it proper to offer by way of evidence, that
has escaped our attention ?—1 know of no fuct.

23507. There is a circamstance upon which we do not think it ©. Mackenziess
necessary o take further evidence, but I mention it in case you should }‘:“,‘::'r::‘o n
desire to state anything upon the subject. Mr. Chas. Mackeuzic, in Cooper, Fair-
his evidence before us, said that he was a member of tho firm of ™™ %%
Cooper, Fairman & Co., and that after they got the contract for those
rails, and before he informed any of them that he intended to retire,
he had a conversation with you on the subject; is there anything
connected with that which you think ought to be explained by
evidence from you?—Well, I have no objection, as it is a personal
matter, to answer any questions you like to ask.

23508. We do not ask for any; we wish to afford the opportunity Tetephed to Chas.
it you think it desirable 2~ As soon as I saw the statement in a paper Mactenaeto
—1 think it is the Montreal Gazette—that Chas, Mackenzie, or myselt, say he had no "
or some cornections, were interested in that contract, I telegraphed to {n&f&? ll‘r;g::?ag(
him asking if it was so, if he had any interest, and if I might state & Co.
thut be had vot. I received bis answer promptly to say that he had
not any kind of interest, good, bud or ipdiﬁ'erent I then telegraphed
to some newspaper denying the allegation made, I recollect well his
speaking to me about Cooper & Fairman being concerned as agents for
some Knglish companies, and that it would never do for him to remain
in connection with them on that account. What precise date that was
I do not remember.

23509. Your telegram to him, as I understand it, was the first com-
munication with him on the subject ?—Yes.

. . ., , Hardly thinks
23510. That was before an interview ?—Yes; I think so0. 1t may this ielexram
not have been before the interview. 1 hardly think it could be. before an
interview.

23511, Then do you think you telegraphed him, notwithstanding a Telegraphed to
revious interview at which you learned his standing in the matter ?— him » fter an
presume so. I wanted a definite statement trom himself whether he Which he learned

. s his standin
bad any interest in it or not. towards the firm,

be he want.
23512, Was the telegram to usk whether he had consummated his edadefinite

intention of 1eliring, because at his interview he informed you thut he **Atement-
had that inteution 7—No; the telegram was to ask him whether 1

might state that he had not any iunterest in that contract. 1 have uo

objection that you should get that telegram—I mean from the Depart-

ment, if it can be got.

23513. We do not consider it necessary toget such particulars ; weonly
wish to learn if there is anything about it that you think desirable
should be put in the evidence?—Of course I am perfecily aware
of the falsehools eirculated in the country about it at the time. I
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Railwnay Loca-
tion—
Contract No. 13,

presulne that no one, though used for political purposes, ever belicved
that I had any connection with anything that was improper, and I
merely mention what [ have done because of those statements,

23514. It is tor the purpose of affording an opportunity to make
any desired explanation that we mention the subject. The next contract
in the order of numbers is the Georgian Bay Branch; that was made
with Mr. Foster in February, 1875, and about the end of the year,
or the beginning of next, it was cancelled ?—Yes.

23515. Not speaking just now of the Canada Central extension, but
of the Georgian Bay Branch proper—a payment of about $41,000 was
made ?—7Yes.

23516. It seems that this was the whole amount paid by the
Government, and his deposit was returned to him. The only matter
about this which we desire to enquire into is whether the fact that
this line was impracticable covld have been ascertained for a smaller
sum if the Government had undertaken the explorations and surveys
which Mr. Foster made, and for which this was intended
to reimbarse him : can you give us any information upon that sub-
ject? —We have simply Mr. Fleming’s report, in which he says that
the amount expended would be useful in continuing the explorations
westward, and if properly certified might be paid to that extent. I
forget the precise amount he suggested.

23517. Mr. Fleming, as we have gathered from a report which he
himeelf puts in, made very strong representations to the Government
based on letters of Mr. Hazlewood, that such a route as that adopted by
the Government would certainly be feasible ? - Yes.

22518. And that that turned out to be a mistake; so that the only
circumstance about it was that the Government was misled info this
contract upon incorrect information from the KEngineering Depart-
ment? —Yes; of course.

23519, Is there anything else about it which you think worthy of
mention >—Nothing occurs to me, but I would be very glad that you
should ask me any question that occurs to yourself.

23520. There is nothing else about it that we think requires
explanation ?—I have been told lately that the route selected by Mr.
Hazlewood would have turned out to be the best after all.

23521, Mr. Shanly and Mr. Fleming, at a later date, state that the
gradients could not have been secured. At first Mr. Fleming did not
agrce with Mr. Shanly’s proposition, but on the latter occasion he admits
in effect that his first information wasnot well founded : is there anything
connected with it which you think ought to be mentioned ?—~No; I am
not aware of anything as far as e:({)lanation is concerned, but I will be
very happy to give any if required.

23522. The Chairman.—Nothing occurs to us.

23523, The number of the next contract is 13, which was for the
portion of the railway next west of Lake Superior; could you say
whether any definite policy upon the question of building a line
through that section of the country had been adopted by the Govern-
ment ?— Well, the objection that I previously raised as to discussing
the policy of the Government comés in, but #s the matter was really
explained in some of my speeches, I need not have any hesitation on

’
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that point at present. The policy of the Government was to obtain

Rn;ilway Loea«

tion— .
Contract Neo. 13,
Policy of Govern-

the best and shortest line as to grades apd curves between Thunder ment to obtain

Bay and Red River, or Rat Portage, which was the objective point f,l;f shortest 1ine
. . ween Thunder

between the two. The policy of the Government looked to the possi- Bayand Rat

bility of the road east of Thunder Bay not being constructed for many Fortage.

years, and to use the water as the means of communication between
the Ontario system of railways and Fort William, and possibly to
utilize the small lakes in the interior of this country also for a term.
The Government might, perhaps, have chosen not to commence any
building at all until the entire line was surveyed and decided upon, but
we looked upon it as very important to have an immediate entrance
into that country through our own territory for the summer, if not for

the whole year, and therefore decided to construct this portion as fast Bg_cgeglfg T o
as we could got it put under contract, the two ends at least, that is, as Tast 88 It coutd

between Red River and Rat Poptage, and between Fort William and be got under

the interior line of lakes at Port Savanne.

23524. You have answered the question at greater length than I
intended when I asked it, because you have been good enough to inform
us of some of the reasons for the policy. My o.b.]ecl, in asking the ques-
tion was to ascertain what the policy was (or 1f.there was any policy)
as to the mode of building that link. That being now established, I
would like to ask whother it was so decided, without reference to
the state of the examinations by the engineers, or whether it
depended upon any conclusion as to the sufficiency at that time of those
examinations. This s asked with a view only of ascertaining whether

the engineering staff were then considered efficient?—The line was Line run in the
run in the first place from Nipigon Bay up by the Sturgeon River 5‘,’;,';&%“3&{,‘;‘3”

route, keeping far north of the present line, but was exceadingly rough

turgeon River

route far to north

—uo rough and impracticable, in fact, a8 to lead the engineers and the of present line,

Government to give up the idea of taking it by that line. In 1873 and 52} Was 8o rough

the early part of 1874 it seemed probable that the Nipigon Bay line being given up.

would be the one adopted ; but for the reasons stated and the other
reason not stated, but which I may state, that we found it quite practic-
able to obtain the minimum grades upon this line, and very straight
curves, we proceeded with that. As to the engineering staff, it is a
very difficult thing for a staff, scattered over a country like that, to
obtain in one year or two an accurate idea of the difficulties to be
encountered.

23525. Perhaps I ought to bave put my question in this way ¢ Does not think

fore making

whether, before entering upon any contract for section 13, it was under- before making
- stood that the Engineering Department had acquired such information had been such an
"as would enable quantities to be mentioned with something like accu- survey as would

racy ?—Well, I do not think there was such an instrumental survey of a%e made 1t

ible to give

the whole line at that time as made it possible.to do that. It was a quantities with
matter of calculation by observation simply, as any engineer can tell in Somomers *°

passing through a country what it is likely to amount to as to quanti-
ties. The east end and the west end were ascertained at the time,

23526. I think as to section 13 it appears that no location, properly
so called, had taken place, but what Mr. Fleming designates a trial
location, and that the quantities had not been even approximately
ascertained ?—That was not my impression.

23527. Do you remember that at the time the contractors went upon
the ground to commence this work they were not able to proceed, and
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‘Conteaet No-13. pompined some wecks while the actual location was taking place ?—
Lontractors That is while a deviation took place. Mr. Hazlewood ascertained that
yed while a . iee

location was there was a better route for many miles, both as to quantities and asto

“belog made. grades, and it appeared that Mr. Murdoch had never examined the
country as a whole as Mr. Hazlewood did, and that part that was
changed had to be gone over again. That is my recollection of the
circumstances.

23528. Mr. Marcus Smith has said, I think, among other witnesses,
that this contract was let upon a trial location; and it appears that
the specifications were dated January, 1875 ?—It was let upon preci-ely
the same data as the other contracts were let, I think.

235z9. It would be convenient to deal only with this one at this

moment. Mr. Fleming, at page 9 of his report of 1877, in’describing

all the surveys that had taken place up to the end of 1874, says a

trial location survey from Thunder Bay to Shebandowan had been

made, and he'distinguishesbetween atrial location and a regularlocation

by saying that the first mentioned, namely, the trial location, is the first

altempt at stakivg out a line for construction, the tangents being laid

down, and, when necessary, the curves being set out, and he proceeds to

describe the location survey as a more exact examination of the

The quantities  ground ?—Well, [ understand it was an exact sarvey of the ground,

werc caleulated {hat the quantities were_calculated from actual data. ~ Indeed, it could
not have been anything else.

23530. You think il must have been a regular location ?—1 think so.

23531, Is it because the specifications purported to give quantities
Atthe imeof  that you come to that conclusion ?-—Yes,

Qeclding tobulld 23532, That brings us back to the question that T first intended to |
neers reported  agk—whether the Government, at the time of deciding to build the line

that the Govern- . e . ey
ment had the  considered that they had means of arriving at accurate quantities ?—

meansof arriving Ty (r1 . >
Heansof ar So the engineers reported.

-quantities. - . . .
duantities 23533. Then it was upon that representation that the policy was

adopted, as I understand ?—Undoubtedly ; partly as to quantities and
partly as to grades. The question of grades was a governing one
always. Woe decided on a policy of having 2 minimum grade coming
east aud one going west, the one going west of forty and coming east
of twenty-six, and even if it hud made a serious difficulty in cost, we
probably would still have persevered in carrying out the line.

23534. Shebandowan was at first the western terminus of contract
No. 137—Yes.

Country west of 23535. That was abandoned and the line was deflected north-westerly
Sturgeon Falls

too rough, and a at some point nearer Thunder Bay ?—It was supposed at first that the
ey a i Pest line lay by the Shebandowan and Sturgeon Falls joute, with a
ont lengthemng  possibility of crossing by the Nurrows, but having in any case the
the line. objective point of Rat Portage. The country west of Sturgeon Falls

was found too rough to be considered practicable, and the deviation

was made northward without lengthening the line at all.

23536. All the other questions that have occurred to us concerning
-section 13 appear to be engineering ones, and it is not necessary
to trouble you further unless you think of something that ought to be
mentionod ?—No ; there is nothing that 1 know of.
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23337. The number of the next contravt is 14, That was from Red

River 1o Cross Lake. In ovder to proceed with the construction of

that, if. was neeessary, of couvse, to settle a terminus on Red River.
Selkirl seems to have been selected for that: can you say whether
you, as Minister of Public Works, took any part‘in.tbat selection, or
was it lett to the Engineer ?—It was left 10 the Engineer.

24538. As to whether it was desirable to let the contract at the time
that it was let for practical purposes, I would ask whether you are
aware that a portion of the line next the Red River could not be pro-
cecded with, and that whon the contractors areived ou the ground they
were not able to go on, and were put to lal'ge'cxpense. Please look
at this answer to question 1742 by Me. Sifton, I do not know
whetber it will refresh your memory ?—If there was any remon-
strance made by the contractor, it will be in the Department, I sup-
pose. 1 have no reccllection of anything of the kind,

23539. 1 am not speaking as to the position he afterwards tcok on

the subject, but as to the knowledge the Department had at the time of

the real stato of atfairs in that neighbourhood ?—I sm not aware ot any
special state of affuivs,

23540. Were you aware that at that time there was no located line
noxt the river, and that the contractors would be obligod to transport
their supplies for some distance into the country betore they began
their work ?7—No ; 1 was not. 5

: sro was a change from the original contract made respect-
in:?:})}tril::::':f“l l:t line ju%t at the east end by which Mr, Whit‘ql}eud
undertook to tinish that iustead of the original contractors, Sifton,
Ward & Co. 1 have herve a Written agreement which was made
between the parties subject to the approval of the Minister at the time?
—What is the date?

23542. 13th of September, 1878.  This is a copy of the contract, and
1 may refresh your memory by stating the difficulties that seemed to
exist at the time. The work at the east ond of seclion. 14 was over u
much rougher portion of the country than that west of it ? ~Yes.

23543, That seemcd to involve the necessity of using machinery,
‘engines and cars, &c., to transport the earth from one part 1o anothgr
to do the tilling. Mr. Whitehead, the contractor for section 13, had this
machinery ; Mr. Sifton had not, and some arrangement was made
between them, subject to your approval : can you say whether you
assented to that on the undeistanding that Sifton & Ward should,
nevortheless, got their original prices, or whether it was an abandon-
ment on their part of so much of the line and the assumption of it by
Mr. Whitehead 7—1 certwnly had no intention it should be anything
else but that.

21544. But what 2—That Mr. Whitehead should do the work.
23515. For the Government or for them ?—For them,

23516. Did you understand they were to get their original prices ?—
Of course not. Whatever Mr. Whitehead was to get they could nut get.

23547. Were they to get anything else beyond his contract price ?—
He was to get what their contract called for.  They could get no more,
and if Mr. Whitehead did part of the work that their contract covered,

Raflway Loca
tion—
Coutract No, 14,

The selection of
Selkirk »s the
Red River ter-
minus left to
Engineer.

Not aware at the
time contract
was let that there
was no located
lne next the
river.

Ratlway Con-

struction.
Contract with
Whitehead to
finish the work at
the east end.

Understoad that
whatever White-
head was to get,
the contractors
would get.
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he was entitled to be paid, of course, according to the agreement
between them. )

23548. I wish to ascertain now whether the particular nature of this
assent on you part, or the result of it rather, was discussed or consid-
ered at the time, and I would like to explain more fully the nature of
the dispute which has since arisen. [ am not doing this with a view
to ascertain whether their claim is a good or a bad one, but whether
the action of the Department was expedient. They had no limit to the
price which should be paid for haulage, The usual condition, at all
events, in subsequent contnacts was that after 2,500 feet contractors
got no additional haulage, but that between 1,200 and 2,500 feet they got
1 ct. per 100 feet. Tue haulage in this case was some two miles. Mr.
Whitehead undertook to do it for 40 cts. and find his own implements,
and no extra charge. Sifton & Ward say he was their sub-contractor,
that they did not give it up entirely 1o Mr. Whitehead, that they
were 10 get their price for haulage, which amounts to some $150,000-
above Mr. Whitehead’s price, that Mr. Whitehead's price should be
taken out of that sum and that they should be paid the difference: 1
wish to know if these features of the transaction werc submitted to
you and considered by you ?—I do not think they were. It was the
substitution of one contractor for another as to that particular work ;
that is my recollection. However, I was somewhat busy about the
time this arose.

23549. We have no further questions concerning section 14, but if
you think of any other fact which would be material we should be glad
to know 1t 7—I know of nothing concerning it,only what is in the
Department.

23550. There is another matter that has occurred to us, and which
may be worthy of consideration, but which is perhaps more of an
engineering question than a Departmental one. It is this: that this.
substitution of one contractor for another npon that end might have
been prevented if that portion of the country had been thrown into-
section 15, because it was the same character of country. I may ask
you whether you took any part in deciding that the terminus of sec-
tion 15 at Cross Lake should be where it is instead of a mile aud a-
half further west ?—No; it was wholly the Chief Engineer. I knew
nothing of the country personally, except what 1 could glean from
reports.

23551. There is a circuumstance connected with the expenditure at
Fort Frances Lock which has not been dealt with, I understand, by any
Parliamentary Committee—it is this: not whether it was an expedient
thing to build it, but whether the money actually paid out by tho Gov-
ernment was fairly accounted for and fully spent in the interests of the
Government ?—[ know nothing to the contrary.

23552. Do you know whether it has been investigated in any way by
the Department ?—I presume the sume investigation takes place with
regard to all payments. I know of no special investigation. The
matter of payments is always a matter between the engineers and the
Deputy Minister.

22553. Then no question has arisen specially to call your attention
to the subject *—No; I never investigated accounts unless my attention.
was called to it specially by the Deputy.
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Tendering—
. Contract No. 15
23554. Tho next number is section 15, upon which a great deal of
discussion has taken place regarding the engineering and financial
features, and I hardly think it necessary to ask you anything about
that. It has been very fully dealt with, but as to the letting of the
contract, it was let to Mr. Whitehead nominally in conjunction with
Sutton & Thompson ?—It was let to Sutton & Thompson, and they took
Mr. Whitehead in as a partner, and he afterwards bought them out
altogether. '~ That is my recollection of it.

23555. But was not the original contract in the name of the three ?
—TI think so unless the sale was made before the contract wus signed,
I am not quite positive about that. There is a printed return, I think,
somewhere, an Order-in-Council, which explains the whole of it.

23556. It was let to the three apparently together —That is my Contract let to
recollection. Y three contractors.

23557. That is what I intended to say when I said it was let to him Not sure whether
in conjunction with them ; my question about that is whether at the time &f tme.0f letting
it was actually let apparently to the three of them, you wereaware that that lm;ig"heﬁd
he was, by arrangement with the others, the single person interested ?— fnterested
I am not sure that I was at the time. I was aware afterwards—very

soon afterwards—that he was to do the work himself.

23558. It was before the contract was really awarded to them that
he arranged that he alone was to be interested ?—He may have.

23559, My question was intended to ascertain whether you or any
one in the Department was aware that he alone was interested ?—I do
not think so, then.

23560. Were you aware that Senator McDonald or his son had any Wasnot aware
interest in the contract at the time it waslet?—No ; I was not. Perhaps ibaySenator
you would allow me to look at that Order-in-Council ; I think there is son had oy
a parrative there. ~'We were dealing with Sutton & Thompson contract:
altogether in letting the contract, and I observe, as I thought, they
answered telegrams that were sent to them as to whether they had paid

Mr, Charlton or any one on his account a sum of money for withdrawing.

23561. I understand you to say that at that time you were not
aware that Senator McDonald had any interest, or was taking any part
in the matter 7—Senator McDonald called at the Department on behalf
of Mr. Whitehead, and told us that he was to farnish the security, but
we knew nothing of any arrangements between the two. T supposed,
being a relative, that he was doing it as a matter of favour to Mr. W hite-
head.

23562. Was there any reason to suppose, at that time, that they Asked Sematar

were effecting the withdrawal of Charlton ?—1I saw it stated somewhere, MoDonald who

or had a letter sent me, I forget which, that they were instrumental in whether they had
doing that, and Mr. McDonald was in my office and I asked him the getting out of the
question. He denied it very explicitly, and said it was wholly untrue, Way, and Senatoe
but I thought that a formal letter should be addressed to themselves. it very explicitiy..

Accordingly this telegram was sent :

““OTTAWA, 5th January, 1877.
¢ Megsrs. Surron & THoMPSON,
. ¢ Brantford, Ontario.
“I am directed by the Minister of Public Works to say that the Department has
been informed by parties imterested, that the firm of Sutton & Thompson, or some
54%
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person acting on their behalf, has paid Charlton & Co., or Mr. Charlton individually,
a sum of money for withdrawing their tender for the construction of section 15 of the
Canada Pacitic Railway, and to ask if there is any truth in this matter.

*(Signed) “F. EgeAUN',
cretary.’”’

On the morning of the 6th, that is the mext morning, the following
reply was received :—
¢ (Private.)

“By telegraph from Brantford, 6th, to F. Braun, Esq., Secretary Public Works
Department :

*‘No truth whatever in the statement that we, or an'y person on our behslf paid
Charlton & Co., or Mr. Charlton individually, a sum of mooey for withdrawiag &eir
tender for construction of section 15 of the Oanada Pacific Railway.

(Signed)  “SUTTON & THOMPSON.”

I assumed, upon Mr. McDonald’s representations, which were very
strong indeed, as well as this direct denial of Sutton & Thonwpson, that
they were maligned in the matter. 1 never ascertained whether there
was any truth in it or not.

23563. Do youn remember that before the matter was finally closed
Mr. Martin, who had been a partner of Charlton’s, and whose name was
mentioned in the original tender, claimed that he had rights which
should not be overlooked ?— Oh, yes, I remember it quite well; I think
it is dealt with there in that Order-in-Council. I will find it if you
will allow me. Here it is:

“ The letter of Mr. Martin, one of the principals of the firm of Messrs Charlton &
Co. already referred 10, contains a statement that he is prepared to proceed to give
the necessary security. But he did not tender any security, and as he had been given
the opportunity for two months to do so, it would have been evidenily useless to wait
longer on his account, setting aside altogether the matter of the rupture of tbe firm
of which he was a member.”

23564. The report which contains that matter is dated on the 6th of
January; Mr Martin's letter is on the 29th of December ; would you
say whether after the 29th of December you declined to negotiate in
any way with Mr Martin, or declined to recognize his standing ?—I do
not remember the precise date, but I presume from the memorandum
that we made, the tender of the work to other parties, and we ceased
negotiations with him as a matter of course.

23565. Then, at no time after receiving his communication did you
recognize his standing, or deal with him ?—We should not; I am not
aware that we did. I do not think it is possible that we could.

23566. I am not sure whether you gave as one of the reasons for not:
dealing with Mr. Martin, that you had already offered it to the next
highest tenderers ?—1I do not know that T did.

23567. Or do you understand that, as far as the next lowest tenderers
were concerned, the matter was open ?—It could not be open if we
offered it to those parties.

23568. I am only asking whether it was open or whether it had then
been offered ?—1I presume it could not be open, and after examining the
Charlton & Martin tender we were tolerably well satisfied it was not a
bona fide tender at all. It was a matter of contract jobbing, I think.

23569. Is there any other circumstance connected with section 15
which occurs to you as beihg proper to give in evidence ?—You have
not asked anything about the other tender.
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23570. Which ?—Kane & Macdonald’s.

23571. We have not considered it necessary to ask anything about
‘that ; but if there is anything beyond what appears in the reports that
you think material, we should be glad to hear it ?—Well, I understood
from an extract I saw of your proceedings, that Mr. Macdonald made
cerlain representations here.

23572. That did not lead us to think it necessary to ask anything Kane & Mac-
further ?—Very well. I have merely to say that Mr. Macdonald and gopaid tendered
Mr. Kane (I think the other party’s- name was) tendered, and they to impose a con-
wanted {o make a condition, that section 14 should be finished within ftiohfhateen-
the time mentioned. I could make no condition with any individual Onished by a
-contractor. I saw that Mr. Macdonald had made certain representa- certain time.
tions here, and I thought it proper to mention that. We would be
making a new contract without advertising, if we had done so. It
-would be making the Government responsible for implementing their
contract, and for damages if they were not through with section 14
-within the specified time. They received every courtesy and atien-
tion at all times from the Department, and I have a letter of profuse
thanks from Mr. Macdonald for the attention he had received at the

Department.

23573. The next is No. 16, which was an arrangement with the Canada Gemtzax,
«Canada Central Railway for an extension from the vicinity of Douglas. contruseNe. 2as
There is no question which occurs to us excepting that concerning the
rails. There was a loan or an advance of rails; do you remember
whether that was returned either in money or in the same quality of
rails ?—As yon are placing that in evidence it would be better Lo state
the facts, I think.

23574. If you will ?—The Government were bound by the agree- Loan of rails.
ment with the Canada Central to pay 75 per cent. upon rails delivered.
A quantity of rails were delivered at Renfrew as near the line of the
railway as they could be got. ~An Order-in-Council specified the neigh-
bourhood of Renfroew or Douglas as the beginning of the subsidized
road. Mr. Foster proceeded to construct the branch—we supposed then
it would only be a branch—to - Pembroke, and apElied to the Govern-
ment for a certain quantity, 1 forget how much, 100 or 200 tons of
these rails, as a loan, until he could deliver others. The Govern-
ment permitted him to get that quantity, he giving in security in South
Eastern Railway bonds to the extent of £60,000, if I recollect right.
The rails were afterwards replaced, or accounted for rather in the new
contract. The rails did not belong to the Government, but to the com-

ny, but we had advanced 75 per cent. of their value according to Mr.

eming’s certificate of the value of the rails. Then they became
Government property until the contract was fulfilled. After the rails
were laid, the Government ceased to have any control over them.

. 235%5. The next contract, No. 17, was for the transportation of rails Tra atiom
from Liverpool to Vancouver Island. It was made by Anderson, ¢ofcaut 1%
Anderson & Co. at the rate of £2 per ton, I think, this item amounted pig not seek ta
to something over $50,000 ; do you remember whether any steps were mﬁmﬂ the
taken by the Department to ascertain the prices of freights in England
before giving the work to Cooper, Fairman & Co., or whether they were
allowed to fix the rates >—No; we had some information, whether it
was looking at the newspapers, or getting the rates from some other
quarter, I do not remember. That was about the freight. £2 10s.

543*
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was what they asked in the first place, I believe. That we declined,
and we gave £2.

255676. I think their first offer was £2, and after it was accepted
they wanted it raised; but you held them to the original bargain?
—Was that it ? I had forgotten.

23577. The next, No. 18, is for the transportation of rails from
Daluth to Winnipeg. That appears to have been let without any
public competition. There were two offers made from individuals:
one from Fuller & Milne of Hamilton, on the 6th of April, 1875, and
another on the 21st of April, 1875, from N. W. Kittson ; do you
remember anything of that transaction ?—No; I only remember that
the contract was given to Kittson & Co.—the North-West Co., I think.
it was called, or something of that sort.

23578. The Red River Transportation Co.?—Yes.

236'79. Do you remember an interview between Mr. Hill and your-
self on the subject, he representing the Red River Transportation Co. ?
—1I saw Mr. Hill; I do not know whether it was on that occasion or
not.

23580. Do you remember any good reason why a higher price should
be paid to Kittson & Co. than to Fuller & Milne ?—1I think they were
the only parties who could do it, for one thing. They had control over
all the boats on the river, and they had conrtrol of the railway; but
besides that we had nothing for storage giving it to Kittson. They
were obliged to find storage and wharfage at Duluth, and besides there
was a question of currency which made a difference of some cents.
We thought it advisable on all grounds that they should obtain the-
contract.

23582. Then, upon the whole, do you say that there were some
reasons why it should be given to Kittson at a higher price 7—The
reason I have stated was, I believed they were the only parties who
could do it, but I do not believe the priee was higher.

23582, If it was higher, was there any reason that you know of ?—-
There could be no other reason than that.

23683, You think there was that reason— that they offered storage,
which Fuller & Milne did not ?—The others could not; they had not
the storage.

23584. But if they tendered for it?7—I do not think they tendered
for it ; that is my recollection at least.

23585. As far as the currency is concerned Fuller & Milne state
distinctly their rates are American currency ?—In their tender ?

23586. In their tender. That would dispose of that matter ?—Yes;
have you their tender there ? (Tender handed to witness.)

23587. The offer of Mr. Kittson involved serious difficulties and con-
ditions as to the state of the water in Red River; he offered to carry
them only on condition that the water was of a certain depth, Mr..
Fuller’s offer was unconditional in that r cL; and, as & matter of
fact, Mr. Kittson did not deliver the rails as far north as was intended,
the reason alleged by him being the state of the water ?—Not all.

21688, I think some 29,000 tons used in building the Branch were
not delivered ?—That was to be built in any case.
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21589. I think, in your Order-in-Council you advised the building of €ontr=etNe-18-

that Branch ?—It had to be built at any rate.
215690. I mean built at that particular time ?—Oh, yes,

21591. This is a letter of the 23rd of May, from your Department to
Mr. Kittson upon the subject. I do not know that the correspondence
-shows that particular advantage which you think governed the decision
about storage: are you aware whether it was arrived at by conver-
sations and not by writing ?—I think there is no dcubt whatever that
they had control of almost every boat on the river.

23592. And was that a reason why they should get a higher price ?
—It was a reason why they should have the contract if they were the
parties, and the only parties, likely to deliver them.

23593. Fuller seems to have been a responsible party for a contract,
because he had a contract for constructing a telegraph line ?—I sup-
pose so.

* 23694. And, if a responsible person, I suppose he could be dealt
with ?—No doubt. It was quite impossible for him to take them in in
the same time.

23595. I natice thut in 2 memorandum of yours in pencil at the foot
of Kittson’s offer of the 21lst of April, you direct some.one to write and
say that Mr. Hill’s offer —I suppose alluding to a verbal offer —covered
all charges at Duluth, and asking that this be also put in writing ?—
Yes.

23596. He afterwards makes a written offer, but this item of storage
which you mention does not appear to be in the writing ?—It should
have been.

23597. There is wharfage and dockage, andjhandling?—Yes; they
were responsible for it altogether. The moment they were delivered
over the vessel’s side they took charge of them.

23598. After getting his revised offer in obedience to your pencil
memorandum, I suppose it was assumed that the documentary evidence
was complete as to the offer of both parties ?—I suppose so. It ought
to be, at all events.

23599. Do you know what the usage was as to the weight of tons in
transactions concerning rails where no weight was mentioned ?—I think
the usual ton with us is 2,000 lbs.

23580. You think that was the usa%e at that time in dealing with
rails 7—I know nothing about rails. 1 mean to say that was the cur-
rent weight of our ton.

23581. I ask whether you considered that applied to rails ?—I do not
remember whether we had that under consideration. It was, I think,
the long ton at sea—the English ton. :

23602. There was a contract (No. 20) with Cooper, Fairman & Co.

Fuller a responsis
ble Person' nevepe
theless qufte
impossible for
him to take ralls

in in the same
time as Kittson. .

2,000 1bs. the tom
of usage.

Contract No. 20,

representing the Merchants Lake line for the transportation of rails The lowest ten-

from Montreal to Fort William. That was submitted to public com-

derer 1id not
the contract get

petition, and a Mr. Samuel appears to have been the lowest tenderer : which was flyen

do you remember any of the circumstances connected with the mat-
ter? He did not get the contract?—I do not remember the precise
<circumstances. I know there was some questiou arose about it. This

to Cooper
man & Co’.
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Qentract Ne. 20 memorandum of the 29th of April, 1875, gives, of course, the whole-
history of the transaction.

23603. That appoars to be based entirely upon the circumstance
that Mr. Samuel was not a steamboat owner ?7—There is & paragraph.
to that effect.

23604. Do you remember whether there was any other reason ?—I
know of no reason—at least, I remember of no reason.

23605, Contract No. 28 was also for the transportation of rails; it
involves, apparently, an amount of something over $200,000, It was
awarded to the Red River Transportation Co. contractors, and without
competition : do you remember whether there was any reason for
not submitting it to competition ?—What is the date !

Does not know 23606. 16th of May, 1876 ?—And what is the date of the other?

the reason why

this was not sub-  23607. The other is just a year before 2—No; I suppose the reasons
mitted to com-

Potition, are given in some departmental document.

‘Molts and Ruts- 23608, A subsequent contract, No. 30, of March, 1875, appears to-
:;:’;:::g;:o‘ havo been made through Cooper, Fairman & Co. for bolts, and without

Contraet No.38.

o Faiman & ublic competition. Do you remember any reasons for that course ?—
‘withoat pubtic Its or spikes ?
eompetiion,

23609. Bolts and nuts ?—That was to fill their contract for the steel
rails. There was a certain quantity to be supplied with the steel rails..

23610. The Mersey Co.’s tender had apparently offered to do so; but
they informed the Department that this offer by Cooper, Fairman &
Co. on their behalf was unauthorized, and they refused to fulfil it,
which left the Government open to get the best ofter they could. 1
am asking now whether any steps were taken to get a better offer ?—
I cannot say. . Mr. Trudeau can tell that.

2361i. He intimates that he is not aware of any steps, but the story
seems not to be complete, and you may be aware of some steps ?—I

have no recollection, only I recollect enquiring if they had falfilled.
their bargain as to the bolts.

23612. That was a contract concerning bolts to be delivered at
Montreal ?7—Yes ; that is where the rails were delivered.

Cantract No.31. 23613, In addition to that, contract No. 31 was brought about by
Cannot explatn  Cooper, Fairman & Co., representing a firm in England, the Patent
how Cooken Ralr- Bolt and Nut Co. This offer of theirs, apparently a spontaneous
tomake s spon=~ offer, was $94.77 at Liverpool ; but before that, at the time the
{‘715’3“&3‘“5’ °F original tenders were made for rails and nuts and bolts together,.
have been accept- geveral persons had tendered, offering to deliver nuts and bolts in
competition. England at very much lower prices—from $80 a ton down to $77:

do you know any reason why this spontaneous offer should be accepted.

without competition ?—I know of no reason except to fill the rail
contract.

23614. Tt is not connected with any contract, so far as we can
learn ; it was an entirely spontaneous offer from Cooper, Fairman &.
Co. to sufply bolts and nuts 7—It must have been connected with some
’ other rail contract, otherwire they would not be wanted.

23616. The nuts and bolts may have been intended to be connected,
with the rails, but the nuts and bolts are provided by a distinct ¢on~
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t;;ac;.) '_l;’he n%xt in };)rder t?f :irlaxe is scgntract 5A. It is the extension of :;:‘::';] A
the Pembina Branch northward to Selkirk. The only poict requiring egram
investigation about that is the authority for a teleg{all)n of th% 11tk Bricos, niTeet
of May, 1877, sent by Mr. Braun, which had the effect of giving

very large prices for part of the work, although it was in a

Pprairie country—paying as high prices as for similar work on section

15?—The earth work, [ think, was the same price as for the South

Pembina, and it was on that ground it was given, and it was a question

with the Government whether it was not all one contract, the Pembina

Branch, the termination of which was uncertain at the time it was let.

It was built to the neighbourhood of Winnipeg, but it had to be built to

connect with the main line.

23616. Whether it was, or was not, a continuation of the South
Branch, was it discussed whether the prices allowed on section 15, that
difficult country, should be paid to Mr. Whitehead on the Pembina
Branch ?—For earth work ?

23617. Yes; ditches—off-take ditches?—The ditches, Mr. Fleming
fixed a price for them. The off-take ditches were not considered to be
in the contract, but the embankments were all the same price, accord-
ing to my recollection.

23618, There is no evidence of any one fixing a price for off-take
ditches; but, on the contrary, it appears to have been founded on a tele-
gram from Mr, Braun, the authority for which we bave not so far been
able to discover ?—The price was fixed by the Engineer, of course.

21619. Was the Engineer permitted to fix prices not mentioned in Recollects discus-
the contract ?—The prices of off-take ditches, and other work not con- § 38 Piiceof ot
templated in the contract had to be fixed by the Engineer. Who else Fieming.
would do it? T have a perfect recollection of discussing the price of
off-take ditches with Mr. Fleming, but what the price was I'could notsay.

23620. Having looked at Exbibits Nos. 23 and 24, which are Mr, Agicd whethér
Fleminy's recommendation and goux- report to Council, and now looking 3uthorized by
at the telegram sent by Mr. Braun of the 11th of May, can yon ~ay couid matau-s
whether that telegram, in its terms, was anthorized by you?—I could t5arize suything
authorize nothing in opposition to my report to Council and the recom- report to Counil,
mendation in the report of the Engineer. There must be some mistake. ?ﬁ‘?s:a&s:m:

mistake.

23621. This telegram is much more comprehensive than Mr. Fleming’s
report or your recommendation ; it embraces all work that was
to be done—not the four specified items only ?2—Except the earth
work. 22 cts. for the earth work is the same in this telegram as in
the other.

23622. But it speaks of all other work. Under this, in effect, Mr. Always spectally
Whitehead has been paid 45 cts. for off-take ditches which he says in fefee e oo
his evidence, could have been done for 22 cts. if offered to competi- not in Engineory
tion; can you say whether, as far as that kind of work was concerned,
this telegram was under your authority or not ?—Oh, certainly not. I
could authorize nothing but what wasin the Engineer’s report, 1 was

always specially carefu} about that.

23623. There is one matter which I have omitted to ask concerning cContract Ne.25.
contract 25 on which a tunnel was built instead of an open cutting
through some rock locality ; it appears, by the evidence, that the con-
tractor had arranged with the engineer on the spot to do the work at
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$8, but that he came down to Ottawa and had some negotiations with
you, upon the strength of which he declined to do the work at the $8?
-=It was a different contractor—one contractor making an arrange-
ment about it there while the other was here,

23624. You mean two members of the same firm ?—Yes; that is my
recollection of it. I recollect very well hearing the price arranged
by Mr. Hazlewood.

23625. The price afterwards was a higher one ?—1 know. We had a
correspondence about it.

23626. 1t was paid afterwards on a report of Marcus Smith’s for this
reason : he said these men had undertaken to do some work on 13,
which bad been cmitted by the contractors of 13, and in view of that
they had better be paid the $§9. They got the 89. What Iintended to ask
you was, whether, when you fixed upon the 9 hery, there was any reason
for concluding that to be a fair price, because one of their firm at that time
congidered $> was enough *—There was no particular reason, except
calculation arrived at of the cost of similar work elsewhere on discus-
sion with the engineers. Making the tunnel saved a mile and three-
quarters of 1ailway nearly.

23627. I am speaking of the price of $§4. It was not arrived at in
consequence of any individual negotiation with you 7—No. I saw him
ahout it, and Mr. Trudeau and one of the engineers. I forget whether
it was Mr. Fleming or not.

23628. Contract No. 34, as described in Mr. Fleming’s report of 1879,
appears to cover two transactions, one accomplished by correspcndence
with individuals, the other by tenders in the ordinary way. The latter
was concerning the transportation of rails from Kingston to Manitoba,
and the former for transportation from Fort William to Manitoba.
The expenditure under each bargain is given in this report by Mr.
Fleming at page 129. He gives the item for tranmsportation from
Fort William of 1,600 tons as costing $27,000. Now it appears
that without any competition the same price was thus given for
transporting from Fort William as for the whole distance from King-
ston ; do you remember any of the circumstances connected with
the making of that new bargaio, and the reason for waking it
without competition ?—No. The principal price in transporting rails
is loading and unloading. The mere matter of a day's sailing does not
amount to much. I presume the fact was we bad to take some of
those rails to supply the want in the west, and we were obliged to
take them from Fort William instead of waiting for them to come
from Moutreal.

23629. Some of the witnesses say that $18 was an extravagant
price to pay for transporting them that distance: do you remember
any reason for giving that price ?—The extravagance cannol be great
if $15 wuas the price to Duluth, and the $3 was to Fort William, and
that made up the $18.

23630. Do you remember that as a fact >—No, I do not. Isay, if
that was the rate, the prices were about the samle as usual.

23631. Nothing further occurs to us to ask you. If there is any-
thing in addition which you think ought to be stated by way of evidence,
we shall be glad to hear it 2—No, T have nothing to state.
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OrrAWwA, Tuesday, 3rd Janaary, 1882,
TovrssaiNT TRUDEAU'S examination continued :

By the Chairman :—

23632, In the progress of your evidence you stated that most of the
decisions of the Department would be recorded by some memorandum
showing that the Minister had instructed them to be carried out : are
you still of the same opinion, or have you found decisions of any im-
portance in which there was no such memorandum ?—T'here is not
always a memorandum., I huave found several instances in which
we had no written instructions.

23633. I was asking not only for written instructions, but written
memoranda made at the time to show that such instractions were
given: such memoranda might be made by some subordinate ?—There
are instances without memoranda of that description.

23634. In some of the cases which have been explained before us we
have not been able to ascertain clearly the authority by which the
contracts have been entered into, or the proceedings which were con
summated by the contract. In one case, that of contract No. 4, given
to Oliver Davidson & Co., you stated that it was managed by the
Minister, and that you did not enquire into it deeply. Mr. Mackenzie
himself, under examination, led us to understand that in no instance
did he award a contract without the acquiescence of his subordinates,
and this is one of the matters upon which you got notice that you
would be examined. I now wish to know if, after investigation, you
are able to say whether you took any gmrt, and if so, what part, in the
arrangement of that contract No. 4 ?—I have nothing to add to my
former evidence on that subject. I have not found any memorandum
showing what part I had taken, and I do not think I took any part.

23635. Is there any written report on record in your Department,
showing the quautit{ of rails which, in the fall of 1874, were within
some specified time likely to be used on the railway ?—No.

23036. I gathered from your evidence upon former occasions, in
which you explained the practice of the Depurtment concernin s official
trunsactions, that all correspondence was intended to be recorded: is
that still your impression, or was 1 right in supposing that to be the
substance of your answers ?—Yes, it is still my impression.

23637. We find, in the correspondence concerning steel rails, several
communications directod by Messrs. Cooper, Fairman & Co, to the pri-
vate secretary of the Minister at that time, Mr. Buckingham, and the
correspondence is not complete because of the omission of the answers
to these communications, as far as any printed return shows: can you
say whetber there is any record now of the answers from Mr. Bucking-
ham to this firm ?—No; there is no record.

23638. Was that an exceptional case, or is it usual that private
secretaries should deal with departmental transactions and not place
the cerrespondence on record?—The intention of the Department is
that auy official letter written by the private secretary should be
recorde({ I am not aware of any correspondence being exchanged and
not recorded; there may have been correspondence, or there may not,

23639. Then, you mean that you are not sure that any answer was
given by Mr. Buckingham to these communications 7—I do mean that;

yes.

Practice of
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ingham to
Cooper, Fairman
& Co.

The intention of
DPepartment that
any official letter
wxi tteux; by a tary
rivate secre
ghould be
recorded.
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FPurchase of
Bails—
C3=frnets Nos. 93640, Have you any reason to think that there was?—I do not
know personally whether there were any answers or not.

23641. Iunderstand that you do not know, buat I was asking whether,
from your knowledge of the transactions that were going on at that
time, you have any reason to think that there were answers to the
communications ?—I should rather reply to a special instance than to a
general question of that kind.

23642. Will you select the instance, or shall I 7—You may seloct

the instance.
Does not know 23643. If you will look at page 41 of a Blue Book return to the House
e answered Of Commons, dated 6th of April, 1876, you will see some communica-
Sooper, Fairman tions from Cooper, Fairman & Co., and from Mr. Cooper: will you

s letters. X

please look at them and say whether you know anything aboat the
negotiations at that time, and whether Mr. Buckingham probably
answered them ?—I do not know whether Mr. Buckingham answered
them. '

23644. Is it usual, in negotiations concerning departmental transac-
tions, that a correspondence should take place between tenderers or
contractors and the private secretary ?2—No.

Telegraph— 23645. Upon a former occasion, you were asked concerning the time

ooenderings . given to Waddle & Smith to put up their secarity in support of' their
tender for contract No. 4; I understood that you were not aware of
any correspondence, and could not find any in the Department boyond
that which was published in the Blue Book. Since that, Mr. Mackenzie,
a8 & witness, stated that he had no recollection that they had been
passed over without being informed that a day was fixed before which
they must give security, and he did not believe it, bocause he thoaght
you were very carefal about giving such notices. I wish to know now,
whether you were careful enough to give such 4 notice, or whethe
Waddle & Smith were otherwise notitied of a day hefore which they
must put up their security or forfeit their position ?—I have not found
any formal notice, and I do not recollect what kind of notice was given

No reason to them.

fhink Blue Book  93646. Have you any reacon to think that the Blue Book rcturn does.

contain the whole not include the whole of the correspondence on the subject ?—No reason.
eorrespondence.

Purchase of 2:647. There were several contracts concerning stecl rails, nambered
o s Nos, drom 6 to 11 inclusive; I gaiher trom the evidence of Mr. Mackenzie
6=11. * that it was his habit to take the judgment of yourself and Mr. Flewing,

or some others in the Department, before deciding upon these con-
tracts : I wish you to say now whether your judgment was asked -
concerning those contracts, and to what extent your views were invited ?.

Fas nodoubt  —I have o recollection that my judgment wus asked on that occasion.
that as to those

rails contracts, 23648. Is it, in your mind, a matter of doubt whether you were asked
B s Jefement. OF 10t to give your judgment ?—In the matter of rails it is not.

The Minister hii?;?sfg. Then, which way do you say it was?—The Minister decided

23650. We have asked you to furnish a statement of the highest
authority which is recorded as having directed the differont contracts
before the closing of them: has that been prepared ?—It is now being:
prepared, and it will be ready in a very short time.
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Surveys, B.C.—
Kitlope Valley,

CanNapiaN PaciFic RaiLway Rovar Commission,
Otrawa, July 9th, 1881,
C. H. Gamssy Esq,

Civil Engineer, British Columbia.

Drar Sir,—Some of the witnesses before the Commissioners Letter from
t]}gpointed to enquire into matters connected with the Canadian Pacific Secretatyof

ilway have given evidence concerning the examination of portions Railway Com-
of the country between the Dean Inlet and the Gurdner Inlet on the Samay smbody- -
Pacific coast ; the first of these having been made under Mr, Horetzky 1pg quesions for
in 1874, the second under you early in 1876. Prbvcaild

You will no doubt remember that your instructions were to explore
from “the head of Garduer’s Inlet, vid the valley of the Kitlope
River across the summit to Tochquonyala Lake.”

Mr. McNicol, who was one of your party on this occasion, has given
his testimony on the subject, and inasmuch as Mr, Secretan and he,
according te his'account, made the examination without your presence
over that part of the country which was evidently intended to be
examined more critically than any other—namely, the neighbourhood
of the height of land and Tochquonyala Lake~—it is likely that he would
have within his own knowledge more facts concerning the subject than
you could have. Yet as you were his superior officer it is possible that

ou may be better able than he is to give reasons tor the course adopted
your party, and for the conclusions which you reported to the Chief
ngincer.

Therefore, the Commissioners have thought it proper to communi-
cate to you the material parts of the evidence heretofore received, the
con.clusions to which it seems to point, and to ask you for such expla-
nations as seem to them to be required, as well as those additional ones,
if any, which you may think it expedient to offer.

The probability of your being able to give direct testimony, concern-
ing the country alluded to, more valuable than ‘that of Mr. McNicol,
seems 30 slight that the Commissioners do not feel justified in calling
you from British Columbia to give eviderice in the ordinary way before
them, involving as it would so much loss of time and a serious expense.
They hope, however, that you will not object to further their investiga-
tion by affording in another way such reliable evidence as you can in
the shape of a written deposition, under oath, before some officar duly
qualified to take it. Any magistrate may take it.

Under date of Nov. 15th, 1574, Mr. Horetzky reported to the Chief
Engineer that on the 9th Sept. of that year he left the Dean Inlet and
explored up the valley of the Tsatsquot, that after caching the canoes
on the confluence of a tributary of that stream, he proceeded north-
westward, and then after reaching a watershed in the valley (1,200
feot elevation) he crossed the middie fork which came from the
mountains on his right, and a short distance further reached a sheet of
water to which he gave the name of the Beaver Lake. He gives the
elevation of this lake at 1,100 feet above sea level, and the latitude of
its lower end 53° 14’ 45”. At this point he said that a mountain
torrent from the northward entered it. This stream being a north-
east fork of the Kitlope had its source in a glacier distant about seven
miles from the lake. He reported that a mile or so east of this glacier
source he discovered a pass through the comparatively low mountains
forming the rearmost longitudinal mass of the Cascade range. This
pass communicated between the ravine of the north-east fork of the
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Letter from
Becretary of
-Canadian Pacific
Rallway Com-
mission to
Gamsby embody-
ing questions for
Gamsby to
.answer.

Kitlope, and a sheet of water on the eastern plateau, to which he gave
the name of Lake Tochquonyala. Of this lake he gives the altitude at
2,920 feet, and the latitude at 53° 20’ 13",

He proceeds to ray that having camped on the left bank of the north-
east fork of the Kitlope, at an elevation of 2,900 feet above the sea, he
ascended the mountains to a height of 5,000 feet above the sea, and at
that spot, turning t> the south-west, a large flat glacier lay a little way
beneath, discharging the waters of the north-east fork which could be
traced like a silver thread as they rushed down the steep ravine to
Beaver Lake.

Mr. Horetzky’s full report, from portions of which the above is
summarized, is printed at page 137 of Mr. Fleming’s special report for
the year 1877. ,

Together with his report, Mr. Horetzky furnished the Department
with a topographical sketch of the country examined by him. Of
this a tracing (on a scale of 4,000 feet to the inch) was furnished to
you, and from what he had seen of that tracing, Mr. McNicol was able
to recognize the original filed in Ottawa. .

Mr. Horetzky’s report and sketch both being before the Commissioners
seem to suggest that a railway ascending from tide water to the
plateau east of the Cascades through the pass near his Tochquonyala
Lake, would find an insuperable obstacle in this part of the Kitlope
Valley, for there it must, within a distance of some six or seven miles,
have been necessarily carried from the level of his Beaver Lake,
1,100 toet to the pass 3,100 feet above the sea, or at a gradient
of much more than 300 feet per mile. In other words, that if the
pass was to be utilized it could only be so by finding some easier
grade than the best which could be obtained between these two points
in the Kitlope Valley. The easier one is indicated as possible on aline
descending gradually from the pass along the slopes of the mountains,
on the eastern side, first of the Kitloje and then of the Tsatsquot
Valley, down to Dean Inlet.

After this report and sketch by Mr. Horetzky it seems to have been
considered expedient to obtain from instrumental examination more
-exact information than a bare exploration had afforded, and accordingly
that Mr. Fleming instructed you to proceed to the locality and make
the necessary examinations, taking with youn the tracing of Mr.
Horetzky's sketch, to which Mr, McNicol alluded.

From the proceedings up to this step one comes naturally to the
-opinion, that you were desired at the very least to ascertain more pre-
cisely than could be done by a track survey, the features of the country
in the Kitlope Valley, between two sheets of water, one in latitude
b3° 14' 45" at an altitude of 1,100 feet above the sea, and the other in
latitude 53° 20’ 13” at an altitude of 2,920 feet, both having been
named by Mr. Horetzky in 1874: the first *‘ Beaver Lake,” the second
“Tochquonyala Lake.”

1. The Commissioners desire to know whether, before entering on
this service, you were aware of the substance of the above summary of
part of Mr. Horetzky’s report, or if not aware of all that is above men-
tioned, of how much of it? :

2. Your report states that your initial point being in latitude
53° 12’ 20” and your course of exploration a little south of east for
twenty-four miles, at about the eighth mile of your progress you found
a lake the shape and bearing of which corresponds to the lake called
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Beaver Lake on Horetzky's sketch, but you say it is much larger, ;?;?;o:“.,'

being from eight to nine miles long and nearer the coast Ly seven or Becretary of

eight miles and only fifteen feet above the sea. The Commissioners %‘;‘,‘f‘.‘,’a“;f‘c’;&f’.‘““

desire to know why*you marked the lake as Beaver Lake on the topo- isstion ?mbody.

graphical sketch which accompanied your report of this expedition ? ing qug‘:utgm for-
&msoy

3. Also, whother you ascertained the shape of the lake, and how ?  answer.
4, And whether you ascertained the length of it, and how ?

5. And again, whether you had then any, and if so, what means of
knowing how far from the sea Mr. Horetzky or any one else had repre-
sented his Beaver Lake tobe ?

6. Mr. McNicol stated that you went no farther than the end of the
first twenty-six miles, and that on reaching that hI)oint; you prepared to
return to the sea coast, you yourself retaining Mr. Horetzky’s sketch,
and directing Mr. Secretan and him to proceed to complete the
examination without you. Inasmuch as you had not then reached the
neighbourhood of any lake which you could believe to be the Tochquon-
yala of your search, the Commissioners do not understand why you
should not personally have continued the examination of the country,
and they wish to be informed of the reasons which led to the course
then adopted by you?

7. How was it that with Horetzky’s sketch of his exploration at
your command, you reported in effect that Tochquonyala Lake
emptied into a stream which joined the Tsatsquot in its progress to the
sea, his sketch showing as it did that Tochquonyala Lake emptied
entirely into waters flowing from the oKposite side of the height of
land towards the central plateaun of British Columbia ?

8. Did you, in fact, assume that all the data given by Mr. Horetzky’s
report and sketch were incorrect ?

9. If not, pleaée state the several data of those shown by him which
are consistent with the accuracy of your report ?

10. In your re})ort you say that streams flow into the basin of the
Kitlope from all points, evidently meaning the valley of the/Kitlope
as explored by you, and that the only exit from the valley is by the

explored (aleo pointing to the pass found by your party), and
that this is only a divide between the waters flowing into the Gardner
and Dean In{ets. The Commissioners desire to know whether
you had any reason for making this statement beyond the information
derived from this examination made by you in 1876, and embraced in
your report ?

11. If so, what the reasons were ?

12. They also desire that you should say whether you have, since
the making of your report, come to the conclusion that your party
failed to examine either the whole or some part, and if so, what part
of the country, which at the time of giving you the instructions the
Chief Engineer intended to be examined ?

13. They farther desire to know whether you received written
instructions from the officer directing the surveys in British Columbia ?

14. Whether written or verbal—who instructed you ?
15. Please also state the substance of your instructions ?
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Letter from 1 send you a tracing of a portion of a large map now being prepared

Yooretary of oo for the hingineer's Branch of the Department of Railways here, and
Rallway Com-  apparently covering the fields of the actual operatjons of yourself and
Dismin to pody- Mr. Horetzky, on the occasions referred to. Please return this tracing
ing questions for with your deposition.

SGameby to In giving your testimony as above requested, it will be a sufficient
reference to any of the above questions, if you will attach to any
paragraph of your answer relating to any given question, the same
number as you find prefixed to such question.

Assuming that your attention to this matter will occasion some
disbursements, including the fee to the officer taking the oath, I send
a cheque for $15 to cover your expeanses.

1 am, dear Sir,
Yours truly,
(Signed) N. F. DAVIN,
Secretary

Camr Kanaka CREEK,
6th August, 1881,
N. F. Davin, Esq., Secretary,
Ottawa,

Gamshy'sletter ~ DEAR Sie,—1I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication
e oary ofic dated July 9th, 1881, on the 27th ult., and embrace the carliest oppor-
g?gmzy()om- tunity of replying thereto. We have been very much engaged with a
) rather difficult bit of country, which required close personal supervision ;
this, with thedifficulty of reaching a magistrate, has caused some delay
in replying, which 1 trust the Commissioners will excuse
Difficult to give I have no doubt the Commissioners will recognize the difficult posi-
g wpoeconcern- tion in which I am placed in being called upon to give evidence con-
place five year’s cerning transactions which took place nearly five years ago, without
480 any previous preparation. My instructions, notes, memoranda, diavy,
&c., are all at my residence in Canada. Apart from the information
furnished in your communication I am obliged to trust, almost wholly,
to memory.

If you take into consideration the fact that I have been continuous}
and actively employed on surveys or exploiations, demanding my whole
attention and taxing my energies to their utmost, you will easily
understand how very difficult it is for me to recall details of work so
far back. Should any omissions occur in this statement, or anything
not reconcilable with my former report appear, I trust the Commis-
sioners will attribute it to the peculiar circumstances, in which I -am
placed. I have nodesire to omit or conceal anything pertaining to this
enquiry, .

Gamsbysreport My report of the explorations made from the head of Garduer Inlet,
astatement of  pid the valley of the Kli)tlope River, in the winter of 1876, is a statement
intended to have of facts, the knowledge of which was obtained by the party under my
T ereng® ' direction. It is not and never was intended to have any reforence to
another. any other person’s report, survey or exploration. We were instrueted
to go to a certain point (head of Gardner’s Inlet), follow a certain
river (Kitlope), try and reach the summit of the Cascade range -of
mountains, taking a certain Lake Tochquonyala as an objective point.
In order to do this asspeedily and cer:ainly as possible, we hired guides,
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natives of the Kitlope Valley, who readily undertook to guide us

to our terminal point. They were quite familiar with the name Guides quite

ochquonyala, as it is, or was, the name of the great Indian chief familar with the
whose people dwell at and in the vicinity of Dean’s Inlet. We quonynla.
followed our guides, recording (to the best of our ability)
the names of the lakes and rivers as they gave them to us. We
explored the various streams falling into the Kitlope as far as the canyons
and deep snow permitted. The stream dotted on the tracing sent to
me as Kitlope River running through Horetzky's Boaver %ake, our
guides called Tenaicoh, and affirmed that its source was a large
glacier high among the mountains. If the Kitlope turned southward
in its course we followed it hopefully, as every practical engineer,
who has any knowledge of the Cascade range, knows that a stream’s
deviation from a direct course offers a greater probability of a more
practical gradient to overcome that range.

Minute details of the whole expedition are set forth in my report of
1876. The description of the point reached, the return and the reasons
for returning, are fully gone into. o

I respectfully beg leave to call the Commissioners attention to the
facts as thore set forth, and, if they should consider it necessary, to
summon Messrs. Secretan, White, Orr, McDonald, Dewdney to substan-
tiate the same. .

I remain,
Yours truly,
(Signed) C.H. GAMSBY.

AMSBY’S

DxposiTION in answer to questions submitted by the Canadian Pacific GDEPOSITION

Ruilway Commissioners dated July, 9th, 1881 :

1. I had such information as the sketch afforded. I do not remember (1) On entering on

whether I had read Mr. Horetzky's report or not. his ex J,‘.’e"fzté‘;'.‘s
2. Because the guides called it by that name. 3%:@23 {%%;,gn ne
3. The shape was probably obtained by & compass traverse, ber to have read.
4. The length by micrometer measurement. ‘ 2 Calledthe
Nore.—These and like questions I can only answer from memory ; if Decause the’

1 had access to the notes taken on the spot I could be certain. gutdes ko named
5. We judged the distance by measurement on his sketch. ﬁ)a‘ggg{fgg‘;r::of
6. When we had reached the twenty-sixth mile we had traversed the BeaVer Lake was

ascertained by a
Kitlope Valley and reached the first canyon on our course. As the river compasstraverse.
was not frozen it became necessary to transport all our camp equipages (# And the length
and supplies over the high bluffs. To do this would occupy the whole - 1o o oer:

force for some time, and the season for winter exploration was rapidly (s & T 41
drawing to a clore. It became of the first importance to us to know [eizky's Beaver
something of the country beyond this canyon, hence the expeditions sea by measure-
tudertaken by Messrs. Secretan, White, McNicol and others. If fenionhis
the canyon was short and a favourable country lay beyond, we () Expiatns whir
might' hope to get over and make some progress towards our he and othersdid
terminal point, the summit of the Cascade range of mountains. expioration.
1f, on the other hand, the canyon was long, or if the exit
from the lake beyond was impracticable. we had only to get back to

the coast as quickly as possible. The latter was found to be the case,

xploration.
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) Asked to ox- 80d we returned. It was probably at this stage of our proceedings

plain how here- that Mr. McNicol alludes to my remaining in camp. Our means of
ported that Toch- Y 8 ﬁ

quonyala empti- transport (sleds and snow shoes) had become so much broken up when
e zeys We reached this point that a thorough repairing became necessary
sketch showlng & before we could proceed. Economy in the use of these implements.
whicn the Depart- becamo of vital importance. As I was a heavy man and the soft snow
ment wasalready gver fourteen feet in depth, it will readily beseen that I could not take
fnto waters flow- part in explorations.

1og 1 ite . .
difection, he says . My report refers entirely to the lake reached and described by
2},{,’%&;?’%‘1{’&3 my assistants, and called Tochquonyala by our guides.

two asslst)a;.'nt.:, 8 and 9. I assumed nothing respecting Mr. Horetzky’s data. Heis
Aarraiaby the describing one portion of the country, I another, at quite a different
guide. elevation.

9,’0‘:,?,’.,3?:“,“""’“, 10 and 11. The statement is made on the reports of my assistants,

to sketoh of Ho-  gnq from information obtained from the guides.

retzky who des-
Cribed adifforent  12. 1 have not come to that conclusion since making my report as it

ocountry . Ve . . .
that described by i shown in that report that we failed to examine any portion of the
eponent. country above 1,000 feet above the sea, togother with the reason for
12) Report shows .
that his party  such failure. R
failed to examine . . . . ves
thecountry. more  13. I received instructions in writing.
than 1,000 feet )
abovethesea,and 14. From Mr. Marcus Smith.
{ves reason for
allure. 15. As near as I can recollect: to go to the head of Gardner's Inlet,
(15 Lostroctions  follow the valley of the Kitlope River (making Tochquonyala Lake an
bead of Gardner objective point) to the summit of the Cascade range of mountains.
i e
mit of Cascade  Sworn before me this sixth day of

P monyais  August, 1881, at New West-} (Signed) C.H. GAMSBY.
an

ol:}:otlve minsber, B.C. [Seal.}
poins,
(Signed)  Joun Rosson, J.P.
! WinNipEG, June 14th, 1881.
'“.S’Sfé‘,‘;.‘é.so" To the RovaL CommissioN, Ottawa : . '
Sarveys, B.C. GENTLEMEN,—In Mr. Fleming's evidence before the Royal Commis-

sion, published in the Montreal Gazette, May 17th, 1881, there are
reflections on me which are most uncalled for, and it is with extreme
regret I feel, in justice to myself, obliged to give explanations that I
hoped would be avoided.
Explained to A long personal acquaintance with British Columbia, previous to-
Fleming o iiine Confederation, enabled me to come to a decision which was the better
was from Bur- - line for the railway to follow; this was a subject since 1858, when I
Kamloops, but__ first landed in that colony, that was always foremost in my mind, and
g:g;t:!zzltﬁr)}y the whenever I had an opportunity I availed myself of it to make explora-

petween the tions and gain the most correct information in all respects. on I
o ionrsand Jofy the service of the Imperial Government in 1867 I was positive-

ead Paes, that the line from Burrard's Inlet to Kamluops was the one to,adopt,
but from that point to the prairie region, east of the mountains, it was
doubtful whether the line by the Yellow Head or that by the Eagle
and Howse Passes would be preferable, and 10 be able to decide upon
their respeetive merits most careful surveys should be made of hotgoof
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thom. These were the views I explained to Mr. Fleming in June,
1871, when I arrived in Ottawa and was appointed by the Dominion
Government to take chargo of the Howse Pass surveys. I was confi-
dent, and am so still, that should the latter line prove to be practicable
it is the better one to adopt, and I used every exertion to have a most
thorough survey made of it. The results obtained the first year—1871
—were published in my report of 1872.

I did not think it necessary to make any instrumental surveys in Telegraphed
British Columbia with the exception of the two lines from Kamioops Flemin ,’gb{’,ﬁh.
above mentioned; I thought it well, however, that explorations of the ing that 'O';ne-
more northerly portion of the country should be made, and regardin 3‘3.,}&”2,‘},3;‘.’.
the Bute Inlet one I telegraphed to Mr. Fleming to that effect, as I theclamourof
saw the clamour of certain persons on Vancouver Island would not be Vansouver.
appeased unless a fair and full examination was made of their favourite
but very hypothetical lines.

1 always regarded the heavy expense of the instrumental surveys Always thought
in the northerly portion of British Columbia as a great mistake, as I ‘he beavy outlay
felt certain the railway would ultimately be forced to the lines above surveysin the
mentioned. IIad I been in charge in British Columbia, not one of the B2 ereat
parties that made such elaborate surveys in the northerly portion of
the colony should ever have gone into the ficld. I am glad to hear
that Mr. Marcus Smith, who had charge of those northerly surveys, has
8o substauntially endorsed my views as to go out this year as Dominion
Engineer to construct a portion of them,

I'returned from the interior to Victoria in 1872, expecting to have
to go to Ottaws, but left my parties in the_mountains so as to resume
work early in the spring. I found it would be far better for me to
remain on the Pacific sile and mako preparations for the following
year, and communicated my views to Mr. Fleming, I remained in
British Columbia.

It must be borne in mind that when I took charge of the surveys in When deponent
the mountains the 1ne for the Canadian Pacific %%ailway was to be gk chargetn o
dofined in two years, and when I was in Victoria in 1872, one year had therallway was
then nearly elapsed, anl there was a great deal of work to be done to :3,,‘,";‘.125:"" In
- thoroughly complete the work from Shuswap Lake to the longitude of
Fort Edmonton, and I found it necessary to ask for a third party to
enable me 10 finish the work by the end of the second year, which
roquest was granted, and I received a telogram from Mr. Fleming to
say it was of primary importance to push forward the survey of the
Howae Paais. 4 N , .

Having long distances over which to convey supplies, men, &c., I Surprised when
had, witEout a moment’s loss of time, everything nggessa’ry en ;oute for pim ﬁ:&?ﬁ?
the Columbia Lake; but before leaving Victoria with my "third party, ielegram direot-
which was already on board the steamer, I received a message from abandom the
the Lieutenant-Governor to say ho wished to seo me on important 13736 Fast. and
business, so I at once saw him and was greatly surprised when he and supplies into
showed me a telegram from Mr. Fleming to say I was to abandon all **® **"°" ‘
surveys on the Howse Pass route and take my parties and supplies into
the Yellow Head Pass by way of the Athabaska Pass, These orders left
‘me in a very serious dilemma, as all my arrangements were made for
the Howse Pass work, nnd the localities in which my parties, supplies,

&c., were, these could not be more unfavorably situated for the Yellow Arran ements

Head surveys. The heavy expense of purchasing animals, of opening ontiay hea 7

trails, of building boats, &c., for the completion of the survey of the siready been =

Howse Pass, and the exploration of the neighbouring country were to Howse Pass.
55*
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then made, and I could not have been in a better position to complete
Purther pur that work when these most unfortunate orders arrived. Further

chases required purchases of animals, supplies, &c., were unavoidable for the transport

for the survey  and work required in opening the trails and making the survey through

Yeliow Head  the Yellow Head Pass.

Pass. I explained the difficulties of the Athabaska Pass to His Honour, and
the conclusions we came to were that two great mistakes were made in
those orders: one being the abandonment of the surveys of that route
prematurely, and the other being the route 1 was ordered
to take by the Athabaska Pass. also pointed out to him the
proper plan to follow under the altered circumstances to carry out the
surveys of the Yellow Head Pass with my parties. His Honour tele-
graphed to Mr. Fleming our views regarding the proposed transfer of
parties, &c., &c., from Howse to Yellow Head Pass; and after waiting

;ﬂm&n from. several days—I think twelve days—a telegram was received by His

ing suggeations of Honour from Mr. Fleming to say our suggestions were not approved of

Yhness and 80 we could see no other course to follow, but obey Mr. Fleming’s orders

Ing witnessto =~ and go by the Athabaska Pass. I was well aware of the difficulties I

the Athabaska > would have to encounter in gotting througl_] by that pass, having years

Pass. before explored the Columbia River from its source to the boundary
line; and I informed His Honour that it was doubtful if I could get
through by the close of the season, and that great expense and loss of
time would be incurred, and that it might be attempted to place the

- responsibility on my shoulders, which is what Mr. Fleming is now
trying to do. The above orders then led me to think the system of
carrying on the surveys of the Canadian Pacific Railway would prove
very unsatisfactory in the end.

Extravagant Mr. Fleming, in his evidence, says: * when the exploration of the

Poreneseer  HowsePasswas abandonedin April, I ordered all purchases to be stopped,
) but I found aflterwards that large purchases, amounting altogether to
$28,000 had been made at Port Caldwell (Fort Colville) in the United
States. After that date, some of them as late a&s August, there were
some things purchased which I could not see were wanted, such as
gold pens, quicksilver, &c. I cannot account for such large quantities
of supplies being purchased after I gave orders that the survey should
be stopped. I know that large quantities of supplies were sent up the
Columbia River and into the Jasper Valley and were abandoned, and
for all I know may be there yet.”

Challenges Flem- I have to say the above statement is the first time I ever heard that

ings slawement Mr. Fleming had ordered all purchases to be stopped. Had such an

oo drdared to arder ever reached me I should simply not have gone to the Yellow

ppoc. Head Pass, for I would not have taken a number of men into the moun-
tains to starve to death when the winter setin. The supplies purchased
above alluded to, were for the surveys of the Yellow Head Pass, and
not for those of the Howse Pass. Iknew it would take me that
summer, the following winter and summer, to get through and make
the surveys of Yellow Head Pass to somewhere about Edmonton, and

- instead of adopting Mr. Fleming’s plan of recalling the parties in British
Columbia as winter approached and taking the staff over to Ottawa at
great expense and loss of time, and a further loss of time in getting the
parties re-formed and into the field, I took them into the mountains
and kept them, was able to work until January, and to resume work
in the middle of March, and I took in supplies for that purpose, and for

‘4he two seasons instead of one, and before I got the survey through to

“the neighbourhood of the Pembina River I was obliged to send over to
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Edmonton for various supplies and men, which wore provided me by E;W
the Hudson Bay Co., and had it not been for their assistance I could *™PP™
not have got through. I regret they were most unwarrantably kept

out of their money for four years. Mr. Fleming said to me, at Moose
Lake, I should not have taken in supplies for such a length of time ; I
differed from him then, and I do.so s.t,ill.

With regard to gold pens, uicksilver, &c., I have a distinct recol- As to charge of
lection of purchasing one gold pen for a friend of mine which I cer- BULCRAting goid
tainly paid for out of my own pocket. There was, I remember a hlsmustbes
little quicksilver which would be used for two purposes: one for pans and the 4
artificial horizons to obtain latitudes, which I often did, and the other T2icksiiver was
to “ prospect” occasionally as trails were opened to see if gold existed pecting.” P
in the streams crossed. I endeavoured to obtain as much information
of the country passed through, not only as regarded routes, but also
the climate, soil, nature of the timber, minerals, &c¢. I think, if refor-
ence is made to the accounts, it will be seen that ¢ gold pens” will turn
out to be “gold pans,” which we used, and they are very generally used
on the Pacific coast for baking bread in as well as for “prospecting.”

The supplies sent up the Columbia River into the Jasper Valley were stores turned
neither lost nor abandoned up to the time I finally left the Yellow Head ‘x’,‘{g;‘}g :ggggg
Pass, when some stores were turned over, with between thirty and foriy )
horses, to Mr. Fleming’s confidential man, whom he transferred over to
me on his way across the mountains. He and Mr. Fleming corresponded,
and Mr. Fleming had better find out from him what he did with them.

Some supplies weore abandoned in the Eagle Pass in the “Gold
range.” Value, to cover cost and transportation, I estimated at $7,000.

The expense of getting them out would have been so great, compared
with their value when they could be again available, that it would not
do for me to send for thom.

Mr. Fleming goes on to say: “In 1872 I made a trip across the
mountains partly on horseback and partly on foot, and met Mr.
Moberly in yasper Valley, he not having done nearly as much on his
survey as he should have done; he could not satisfactorily explain his
delay.” This matter is placed in & most peculiar way. I told Mr. Told Fleming
Fleming that his orders forcing me to go by the Athabaska Pass, con- ’,;}ﬁfﬁ‘gg;mmr
trary to my advice, was the cause of the delay and of the great expense Athabasika:Pase
incurred thereby. I also told him I was perfectly well aware :i‘ﬁ.c:?”“
before [ loft Victoria of what the result of carrying out his instruec-
tions would be, and that if he liked he cnuld call on the Lieutenant-
Governor and hear from him what my opinion was at that time. From
conversations we had on the above and other subjects, I saw he was
going to try and put the responsibility on me, and I was on the pointof -
resigning at Moose Lake, and the only thing that prevented my doing
8o was the position my different parties, animals, supplies, &c., were in
at the near approach of winter in the different passes, and the know-
ledge that my then leaving would entirely break everything up and
cause more foolish expense and delay, if not of loss of life as well.

Aguin Mr. Fleming answers the following question :—

« g‘id you consider the subject of pack animals purchased by him ?—
A. 1 could not see the necessity of them. ¥ * % Tinstructed Mr.
Moberly to return to Kamloops, but he did not obey my instructions,
and stayed out all winter, his excuse being he did not get my letter.”

I never made such a statement to him or to any other person to the Alleges thet 1ig
effect that I had not received that letter. I wrote a private report to Deyer sald hedtd
Mr. Fleming in the early part of 1873, which accompanied my general ing's letter, but
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supplies,

on the contrary

sent a report in
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ed everything.
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‘When informed

that the Govern-

ment had fixed
on Yellow Head

Pass

concluded

Jocation surveys

would go forward

and he prepared
for them.

N

roport, and plans of survey of Yellow Head Pass, forwarded by Edmon-
ton and Winnipeg, that explained & great many things not touched
upon in my general report. Mr. Fleming received that report, and he
knows there is a full explanatiou in it regarding the purchasing of the
animals. I certainly had other reasons besides those mentioned in
that report, some of which I will now mention. On my leaving Mr.
Fleming at Moose Lake, I had thoroughly made up my mind to leave
the service, for I found that the style of management of the Canadian
Pacific surveys would be characterized and distinguished by incdpacity
and enormous expenso, and, as far as I was concerned, that I would
experience underhand treatment. For the last seven years I have
been unable to say my opivion thon formed was incorrect. I did not
place confidence in the person to whom he ordered me to hand over
such large quantities of supplics and such a number of animals. On
recoiving the letter above alluded to, the instructions conveyed in it
were too childish to be followed, and I then decided that I would carry
on any further work to the best of my judgment for the interests of
the Government; that I should obey orders when I could see they
were sensible, but not otherwise, and as soon as I could do so get out
of the railway service as quietly as possible. I went on the survey
for business, and not to be made a fool of. I did not come out of the
mountains for a year after receiving those orders, and during that
time completed the preliminary survey through the Rocky Mountains
and the Foothills. As for taking all the men out of the mountains
just when the troublos of the Athabaska Pass were over, and the party
ready to go on with the survey, which was made that winter from the
summit of the Rocky Mountains to Lac 4 Brulé, was beyond compre-
hension, when another party would have to be sent up, and that was,
a8 I afterwards learnt from a paragraph in “ Oeean to Ocean,” a part
of the plan proposed, where it is mentioned that party M, then in %a:d
River Valley, were tolegraphed to proceed to the Rocky Mountains in
the winter, and do work that at that time I was actually going on with.

Having read the lelegram informing me the Government had
adopted the Yellow Head Pass for the railway, I naturally con-
cluded the location surveys would go on when the preliminary
ones were finished, and I prepared for them so that loss of time
and running about from one end of the country to the other
would bo- avoided as much as possible. I had my pack trains—
a most important department in mountain surveys—in a most com-
plete and thoroughly organized state for the prosecution of further
work, and the supplies mentioned as having been handed over to Mr.
Fleming's agent should never have been taken away from the Yellow
Head Pass, but have been supplemented with others for the work
mentioned. After I loft the service other parties went up to do the
location work, and had to take supplies back again with them. One
party was even sent to make explorations of the mountains south of
the Athabaska River. I was amused to meet the gentleman in charge
of the party in Winnipeg a few days after I first arrived here, and to
find him ordered to explore for passes up the “ Matique ” and “ Rocky”
Rivers which were close to my main depot; this certainly inferred
that I had not explored them. I think I have made many explorations
Mr. Fleming has no idea of. Such expenses as the above should not
have been incurred. '

The great obstruction I had to contend with was the opening of some
800 to 1,000 miles of trails, costing about $100,000, T reported this in
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the last report written by me in Ottawa, but have never scen it pub-
lished. There were many other obstructions and petty things done to
hamper me that are needless to dwell upon unless necessary, so I shall
not enter into them now. I may say I saw through the scheming too
soon to be deceived, and was thoroughly cognizant of the object sought
long before I came out of the mountains.

The proof that I did not give incorrect information is in the fact that Points to the
the railway is now in course of construction from Burrard’s Inlet to :33::%‘?135?&;
Kamloops, and from thence the route by the two passes still undecided ipg bis correct-
by the Syndicate until they have fully completed the examination of ?f;‘:’ﬁﬂﬂgg"m
the Howse Pass left unfinished by me, and I take it as a high compli- 229uid have been
ment that after nine years of expensive surveying of other %ines mine though remmi;
are now found to be the correct ones, but I regret it has cost the %ﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ."‘"
Dominion millions to endorse me. endorsing him,

When I finally got clear of the railway I was defrauded out of a
whole season, and had to pay my expenses during that time as well,
and before I left Ottawa 1 told Mr. Fleming I had been unfairly treated.

I was well aware there were gersons in British Columbia who wished
to get rid of me, and they may have represented things to Mr, Fleming
which I am inclined to think bave very much misled him,

1 have the honour to remain,
Gentlemen,
Your obedient servant,
WALTER MOBERLY.

In THE MATTER of the Royal Commission issued respecting the Canada
Pacific Railway :

T, Walter Moberly, of the City of Winnipeg, in the Proviace of Mani-
toba, Civil Engineer, do solemnly declars that the within statement in
detail is true in substance and in fact, regarding all matters therein
referred to; and I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believ-
ing the same to be true, and by virtue of the Act passed in the thirty-
seventh year of Her Majesty’s reign, intituled: “An Act for the Sup-
pression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths.”

Declared before me at the City of
Winnipeg, the 28th day of
June, A.D. 1881.

J. McKENzIE,
A Commissioner in B. R. and for the County of Solkirk,

WALTER MOBERLY.

— r————————

OrTawa, 15th December, 1881.  NIXON'S
To Trosas NixoN, Iisq., DEPOQOSITION.
Winnipeg.

Sir,—The Commissioners appointed to enquire into facts concerning
the Canadian Pacific Railway instruct me to send the accompanying
interrogatories to you, and to request that you will, on or before the
tenth day afler the receipt thereof, deliver to Messrs, Bain & Blanchard,
Solicitors, of Winnipeg, your answers in writing to the eaid interrogsa.
tories in a closed envelope, addressed to mo.
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You will receive herewith the sym of two dollars as witness fees.

If your answers are numbered respectively with the same numbers
as the questions to which they apply, no further reference will be
necessary in order to indicate the question to which each of your
answers is given.

I have the honour to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

N. F. DAVIN,
Secretary, C. P.R. Commission.

————————

INTERROGATORIES administered by George M. Clark, Samuel Keefer and
Edward Miall, appointed by Royal Commission dated 16th Juuo,
1880, to enquire into facts concerning the Canadian Pacific Railway
to be answered by Thomas Nixon, of the City of Winnipeg, in the
Province of Manitoba, as a continuation of his evidence under oath
for the information of the said Commissioners.

Sep.9ofthira 1. You are reported to have given evidence on the 17th day of

feportof Select  April, 1878, before the Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts
on Pub. Acots, of the House of Commons at Ottawa, Mr. Young being in the Chair,

April, 1878, and (speaking of W. F. Alloway) to the following effect, the questions
having been put by Mr. Kirkpatrick :—

Buying Horsess b (Question.) You also employed him to buy horses? (A4nswer.) Yes ; that is his
usiness.

(Question.) Did he charge what price he liked, or did you pay him a commission,
or how? (Answer.) No; I paid bim no commission. He was paid under the direc-
tion of the engineer who wanted the horses ; the engineer did.

(Question.) How did you pay Mr. Alloway for his trouble ? (Answer.) I paid the
accounts that were brought in.

(Questson.) Then you did not know the number of horses and the details of each
horse’s price, and so on? (4nswer.) I remember he had Mr. Lucas with him on one
occasion, and of course he knew aboat the prices and the time.

(Question.) Who is Mr. Lucas ? (A4nswer.) The engineer in charge of the party.

(Question.) Was that the only occasion? (Anawer.) There might bave been one or
two others. I had him with me once or twice. I paid him no commission,

(Question.) But you do not know whether he received his commission in the
prices he charged the Government? (Amswer.) [ suppose he did.

(1.) Is this a correct report of the evidence which you gave upon
the occasion above mentioned ?

(2.) Do you say now that the above evidence was the trath ?

(38.) Give now the variation (if any) from the above evidence which
is necessary in order to state the truth upon the subjects covered by the
said questions of Mr. Kirkpatrick, and also the explanation (if any)
which you think it proper to give, concerning the said evidence so

roported as aforesaid ?
Purchase of (4.) A certificate from the office of the Registrar for the County of
jointly with  Selkirk, in the Province of Manitoba, shows that a conveyance of cer-
Alloway. tain land in the sub-division of lot No. 79 in the Parish of St. James,

dated in July A.D. 1875, purporting to be made from one Burrows to
Thomas Nixon and W. F. Alloway jointly, was registered in that office :
are you the Thomas Nixon referred to in that conveyance ?

(6.) Was that, or any land, conveyed to you and W. F. Alloway
jointly while you were purveyor ?
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(6.) Give the explanation (if any) which you think necessary, in Buyingherses.:
order to show the truth upon the question, whether you and W. F. -
Alloway were jointly interested in the purchase of land while you were
purveyor at Winnipeg ?
: GEORGE M. CLARK,
Chairman.
Ottawa, 15th December, 1881.

1. The report of the evidence given by mo before a Committee of the () The evidence

House of Commons is, I presume, correct., given by depon-
. | ent before Lom-

2. The evidence, so far as it relates to the purchase of saddle horses, 2itiee on Public
buggy horses and ponies, for Mr. Lucas and other engineers’ parties, which he said he

which were those to which Mr. Kirkpatrick’s questions reterred, was ‘c’:}ﬂ,ﬁ}l_gygz mo

the truth, and being the truth it does not now require any explanation. and that he re-

3. Some vears later Mr. Alloway purchased saddle horses and bu, mission in prices
horses for L%r. Marcus Smith and ns’;n}r)le of the engineers on contractg ﬁz g‘,‘::g:g:g:,,‘;g{'
and, I think, also on the Pembina Branch; aud if I remember right he g?quldegce the
was allowed a commission of $5 on each. I now further, and roquIres no. such
once more, for the last timo, positively assert regarding the assertion f;‘g:;t‘?ﬁ-
as being under the oath taken before the Royal Commission, that purchased saddle
neither directly or indirectly, in any manner, was I ever interested ?;’lf‘w‘;gggg’sggﬂ
with Mr. Alloway in any single or collective transaction of his with and others on
the Government, or he with me as an agent of the Government ; that mjowes » rom.
neither directly or indirectly did he ever offer, or I ever receive, any mission, §5each.
profits from him, or sny commission on either horses or anything
else during the whole time I was in the employ of the Government,

nor at any time since.
4,5 and 6. In July, A.D. 1875, I purchased from the Hon. Dr, Purchaseof

O'Donnell, of this city, seven city lots on the Burrows Estate, at the ,’:.?,'.F:‘;,“;,‘;a.
rate of $60 per lot, and the doctor wanted the whole amount to be paid Alleway.

at the time of the purchase. Iasked Mr. Alloway to take a half interest py,opased se
with me in the said lots. I paid my share, $210, without any assist- lots at $60 pexY Tot,
ance from Mr. Alloway or any one else. Some time after, I disposed of 35J 4ked Allo-
my interest in the said lots at the same ;Iorice for which I purchased haif interest.
them, and neither before nor since have I had any interest with Mr. Puretase of land
Alloway in any scrip, any half-breed lands, any city lots, or any land in Which hew.

. . . interested
either in this or any other country. Allorwesy. v

THOMAS NIXON.
Winnipeg, 3rd January, 1882.

CanapiaN Paciric RaiLway Rovarn CoaMission,
OTTAWA, January 4th, 1832,
CorLINGWO0OD SCHREIBER, Esq., SOHREIBER,
Chief-Engineer,

Department of Railways and Canals.

Sir,—Mr. Fleming having seen your evidence given before ihis Ratiway Come
Commission, first as reported in the nowspapers and afterwards 88 ¢JurrcueNo. 43
recorded, and desiring to have put in evidence a fuller explanation than
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struction—
Contract No.42. wag given by yon reiarding the periods in which certain steps were
Probable saving directed which are likely to result in the saving referred to: I am
& soma No- instructed to submit the following interrogatory to yon in order that
your answer may be added to your previous testimony given viva voce

and under oath.

1 am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
N. F. DAVIN.

INTERROGATORY.

In your evidence you have spoken of a large probable savinz in the
cost of the work on contract No. 42, saying that in the beginning of
1879-80 you had authority to make, with & view to economy, any
change which could be made without injuring the character of the
road, and you named the sum of $1,500,000 as the difference between
the original estimate of the cost of this section and your estimate at
the time of giving your evidence.

Please state whether you are still of opinion that the amount
ultimately saved will be in the neighbourhood of tho above sum, and
what proportion of it will have been due to engineering efforts or
dirccrions made before you became Engineer-in-Chief ?

Canapian Pacrrio RaiLway,
OFFICE oF THE ENGINEER-IN-CRIEF,
Orrawa, January 5th, 1882,

Deaw Sir,—In reply to your lettor of yesterday, I desire to say that
the difference between the original estimate of the cost of contract 42,
and the approximate estimate I gave in my testimony before the
Canadian Pacific Railway Royal Commission, was placed at $1,500,000.
Theabovesum ~— This will probably be somewhat reduced, authority having since been
reduced. " given to introduce, in several instances, solid earth embankments and
rock-borrow foundations, where, at that time, timber structares wero

proposed. :
Difforence be- he difference bstween the present and the original cost of this
tweenpresent  gection is, I consider, due to efforts made and directions given before

y A . f
estimated cost of I became Engincer-in-Chief.

o mngue o Having acted as superintending engineer in connection with these
ing Fleming’s ~ works during the latter part of the year 1879 and the early part of 1880, I
) became aware of a great desire on Mr. Fleming's part to keep the

expenditure largely within the original estimate of cost.
I am, Sir,
Yours truly,

COLLINGWOOD SCHRRIBER.
N. F. Davix, Bsq.

(The exhibits produced in evidence are set out or referred to at the
end of the next volume which contains the rest of the report.)
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ABERDARE Co. :
See Contract No. 8,

ACCcoUNTS :

Moberly, 425.
Wilson, 526.
See Book-keeping and Banking ; Nizon’s Purveyorship.,

ALLEGED IMPROPER CONDUCT :

Sutherland, 342.
Wilson, 534.
Murdoch, 800.

Airoway, W. F.: .
Nixon’s purveyorship, 382, 432,

ANDERsON & Co.:
See Contracts Noe, 17, 39,

ANDRrEwS, JonEs & Co.:
See Contract No. 42.

APPOINTMENTS:

Freming, S. 3 .

manaer of appoiating officers, 1314.

sectional, pelitical and religious considerations consulted under all
Administrations, 1314.

insnﬂicienc{ of skilled men at inception, 1314.

difficulty of getting rid of inefficient political nominees, 1315.

cannot recollect having remonstrated, 1315.

officers appointed in defiance of witness's recommen dations to the
contrary, 1316.

public interest has suffered through political patronage, 1317.

power of dismissal sparingly used, 1319.
on political grounds, 1666,

ASSISTING NEWSPAPERS :

WHITEHEAD, J. X

respecting assistance given to Mackintosh, 242,

also & newspaper in Winnipeg, 243,

witness persuaded by Mackintosh that Parliamentary Committee
reqrtlaNd g&;&hng after, gave Mackintosh acceptances to arrrange

- matters, 606.

amount about $11,000 or $12,600; had given him some before ; in all,
perhaps, $25,000, 607.

Bain recovered $11,200, 607.

Mackintosh to look after witnese's business in Ottawa, 608.

found him sureties on several different occasions, 609,

departmental intimation to witness that he had better communicate
direct to the Depsrtmenﬁ 609,
kind of service rendered by Mackintosh, 610.
assistance to Winnipeg Times, 611.
reasons why given, 611.
further as to transactions with Mackiutosh, 628.
WarrssEap, O

sentsg;s ‘father's attorney to recover acceptamces from Mackintosh,

acceptances to amount of $11,000 given up, 329.

believes Mackintosh must have received acceptances for $30,000, 329

3 FOf which about $20,000 was paid, 330.

Bamy, J. F.
! undertook to arrange with Whitehead’s creditors, became for a time

trustee, 614. :

communicated with Mackintosh as to notes, 614.
which were given back, 614.
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AssIsTING NEWSPAPERS—continued.

Bain, J. F.—continued.. -

Mackintosh’s book-keeper had probably notified him of witness's
intended visit; he had recently visited Winnipeg for purpose of”
collecting acceptances, 615.

Mackintosh made condition as to exonerating letter, €17.

Luxron, W. F.

complains of Whitehead’s strictures regarding Winnipeg Free Press,
681.

offers evidence in contradiction, 686.

Scrurrz, J., M.P.
Whitehead stated to witness his reasons for assisting Tuttle, 717.
Tuttle without political influence. 718.
Torrx, C. R.
Whitehead advanced mqnegs taking lien on plant, 723.
never pretended to Whitehead to have influence with Ministers, 723.
Litiz, W. B,

labourer on Fort Frances Lock, 825.

paid for working in the cut and for publishing newspaper besides, 826.

arrangement that he should publish paper, and Government should
pay for his labour, 826.

arrangement made with Hugh Sutherland, 826. .

paid for t‘ull8 tjlme by Government, but gave most of his time to news

aper, 827.
80 psi for a year, 827.
gave value by trying through newspaper to open ap country, 837.
SuraerLaND, HueH. .

knows nothing of arrangement by which Litle was paid for publish-
ing a paper, 829.

how newspaper came t2 be started, 830.

understood that Litle worked at his newspaper at night, 830.

MaokiNTosgs, C. H.

witness reads a statement as to his transactions with Whitehead, and
is cross-examined thereon; receipt of money from Whitehead ;
service was rendered therefor of a commercial not pol.iticai
character, 869—915.

Bain, Jonn F.:

contract No. 15, 613.
assisting newspapers, 614.

BANNATYNE, ANDREW G. B.:
Red River Crossing, alleged improper influence, 724.

Barnarp, F. J.:
See Contract No. 3.

Barrow HazmaTITE STEEL Co. :
See Contracts Nos. 44—17, 53—55.

Brarry, HENRY :
See Contracts Nos. 34, 69, 70.

BIirrELL, JAMES :
Frager & Grant-Whitehead partnership, 264.

Bort anp Nur Co.:
See Contract No. 31.

Bowrts AND NUTS :
See Contracts Nos. 30, 31, 51.

BoOK-KEEPING AND BANKING :
Sutherland, H., 337.
Sutherland, J., 452, 807.
Brown, 508.
Oonklin, 556, 628.
Qurrie, 577,
Thompson, 625.
See Nizon's purveyorshsp ; Fort Frances Locks

BourreER, ALFRED, M.P. !
contracts Nos. 41 and 42, 1109.
alleged improper influence, 1111.
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BowIE, ALEXANDER :
contract No. 15, 1150.
No. 68, 1144, 1151.
No. 41, 1142,
alleged improper influence, 1152,

Bowie & McNAUGHTON :
See Contract No. 66.

Bown, Warrer R.: .
Nixon's paymaster-and-purveyorahip, 721

BrauN, FREDERICK :

practice of Department, 1763, 1756, 1763.
contract No. 54, 1754, 1761,3'1765. » 1762
gteel rails, 1763

Horetzky’s claim, 1766.

BRIDGES :
See Contracts Nos. 56, 64, T1.

BriTisa CoLUMBIA : ¢ rail
transportation of rails. See Contracts Nos.
bolts and nuts. See Contract No. 31. os- 11, 39.
constraction. See Contracts Nos. 60, €1, 83, 63,
BrowN, GEORGE :
Fort Frances Lock, 508,
Nixon’s paymaster-and-purweyorship, 509, 737, 763,
assisting newspapers, 727, 764.
Brown, P. J.:
contract No. 4, 773.

Burrg, T, R.:
section 5, telegraph, 1344-
contracts Nos. 6—11, 1664,

Bute INLET:
Fleming, 1339, 1384.

Cappy, Jonn S.:
contract No. 4, 657.
Nos. 13, 25, 649.
Nos. 25, 41, 643, 850,

CAMPBELL, GEORGE :
transportation of rails, 1119.

CameBELL, H. M. :
contract No. 48, 144,

CANADA CENTRAL RAILWAY SuBsIDY :
8ee Contract No. 16.

CARRE, HENRY :

exploratory survey, party K, 122.

North-east Bay to Stur, .
contract No. 14 1;6, 1448, ﬁ:’?, l;:g:’ wl

Nos. 1¢and 15, 129, 1489, 1447, 1455, 1460, 1471

No. 15, 130, 183, 118, 14 g
Red Rwer’(}ros’ain:,, 177, 02, 1458, 1496, 1474, 1489, 1499.

.

CARRE’S ALTERNATIVE SOUTHERN LiNE:
See Contract No. 15.

CHAPLEAU, SAMUEL E. St. ONGE :
contract No. 43, 850.
No. 66, 860.
influencing. olerks, 850
8ee Influencing Clerks; Contracts Nos. 43, 66.

563%
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INDEX.

CuarrLesois & Co.:
See Contract No. 41,

Cuarrees & Co.:
See Contract No. 13.

CHEVRETTE, MoSES :
Bee Contract No. 19.

Craiy BY ENGINEER :
Bee Lngineer’s Claim.

CrAmMs BY CONTRACTORR :
8ee Contractors’ Claims.

Crark, ALBerT H.:
contract No. 14, 259.

Crosk, P. G. :

contracts Nos. 41 and 42, 1160.
alleged improper influence, 1170.

ConkLIN, EL1aAS G. :

Nixon’s paymaster-and-purveyorship, 556, 628,

ConnERs, JonN L. :
contract No. 1, 595.
No. 4, 601.

Nos. 14 and 15, 603.
location, north of Lake Manitoba, 599, 604.

CONSTRUCTION :
See Engineering ; Contracts.

CoNTRACTORS’ CLAIMS:
QoxTtrACT No.1:
Sifton, 326.
Coxtract No. 2:
Fuller, 464.
CoxtraoT No. 3:
Trudeau, 45.
CoxTtrACT No. 12:
Fleming, 1364,
(loxtraCT No. 13:
Truleaun, 64.
Sifton, 102.
Fleming, 1319.
CoxrTrACT No. 14:
Sifton, 104, 112, 264.
Clark, 260.
Molloy, 315.
Forreat, 358.
Molesworth, 593,
Rowan, 704.
Fleming, 1319.
Smith, M., 1610.
Coxtracr No. 37:
Smith, M., 951.
Trudeau, 995.
CoxTrACT No. 43:
Trudeau, 1047.
COoxTrACT No. 48:
Rowan, 750.

ContRAcT No. 1.—Telegraph:
TENDERING—

TrupEav, T.
tenders advertised for,
lowest: R. Fuller, inel
second, H. P. Dw{
third,

schedule of tenders produced, 5.

uding maintenance, $68,750, 5.
ght, $93,50, . B
addle & Smith,

$131,350, 6.
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Contraor No. 1.—Telegraph—continued.
TENDERIN G—continued.

TrUDBAU, T.—continued.
fourth, Sifton, Glass & Co., excluding maintenance, $107,850, 6.
maintenance a subject of subsequent correspondence, 6.
no doubts as to Fuller's standing, 6
Fuller's additional demand for clearing, 7.
making his tender, say $1:8,750, 7.
contract offersd to Dwight, 7.
dates at which tenderers offered to complete, 7.
Dwight reqnires modifications; declined, 8.
tenders received up to 22nd July, 1874, 8.
envelope attached enly to Sifton, Glass & Co.’s tender, 8.
alterations in teader, 8.
Sifton, Glass & Co.’s tender for whole line, not for section 1, 9. -
Waddle & Smith offered section 5, 9.
failed to put up gecurity, 9.
Fleming reports on Fuller's amended offer, 10.
Sifton & Glass get $20,000 maintenance plus profits of dperating, 11.
Waddle & Smith estimate profits at half cost of maintenance, 11.
Law Clerk requires an Order-in-Council, 13.
usual in such cases, 13.
not procured in this case, 13.
twelve days between receiving and opening tenders, 18.
Sifton, Glass & Co.’s tender comparable only as to constraction, 15.
Fuller's figures for construction better by $9,100, 16.
negotiatiors, Sifton, Glass & Co. and Fleming, 16,
Sifton, Glass & Co.’s letter of 30th October, 1874, interpolation, 17.
Fleming’'s report no recommendation, 38.
witness’s view of Sifton, Glass & Co.’s tender as modified, 40.
rofits not referred to in tender, 41.
Erst mention of receiving profits in letter of Sifton, Glass & Co., 41.
return of 1ith March, 1878, asked for by House of Oommons, not
iaid before the House, 42.
Sifton, Glass & Uo.'s letter, 30th October, and Chief Engineer’s reply
not included in return, 42.
no Order-ina-Council Ba,ssed, 43.
correspondence with Dwight, 44.
statement of expenditure, 60.
Sirrox, J.
) Fleming, Glass and himgel'in Ottawa when tenders received, 0.
saw Chief Engineer before filling in amounts, 96.
resumes clause 13 to be offer for section 1, 91.
new nothiog of lower tenders for some days, 92.
information from Chief Engineer, 93.
tender completed day it was put in, 94.
no information from Department of moment, 94.
ceased to expect contract, 95.
letter of 14th October, in Glass’s handwriting, 95.
no consultations as to maintenance, 95.
mainst:nsnce of section 1 leas costly than section 3 by 16 to 25 per cent.,

fina] arrangements in Glass's hands, 97,

operating not an element in tender, 97.

telegraphic correspondence with Department, 98,

thinks Glass made first overtures of partnership, 105.
he had no practical experience, 105.

tariff for messages, 105.

FuaMineg, 8.

latitude as to form of tezder, 1323. ~

& pioneer line, 1323,

maintenance clause a guarantee, 1324.

disappointed at resnlt, 1324.

Bifton, Glass & Co 's tender no offer for section 1, 1326,

profits a further advantape, 1329.

profits a new proposition, 1329.

cannot explain how Sifion, Glass & Co. were considered tenderers
on section 1, nor why profits were added, 1330.

took no part in negotiations, 1330.

remembers Glass’s visit, 1330,

Macksnzm, Hox. A.
contracts were awarded upon the calculations of the Engineer, 1787,
assumed to be lowest available, 1788.
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Contraor No. 1.—Telegraph—continued.
TENDERIN G—continued.

Maoxsxnzin, Hon. A.—continued.
decision invariably in acquiesence with the views of the officers of
the Department, 1788.
thought there was a distinct tender tor this section, 1788.

CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE—

TrupBAU, T.
inefficiency of section 1 the subject of report to House, 18.
report not printed, 18.
Rorran, H. N.
difficulty of telegraphic communication in 1876, 34.
lines down weeks at a time, 34.
owing chiefly to construction through muskegs, 35.
Sirron, J.
teleiraph poles mainly poplar, life three years, 93.
purchased wire from Government, 89,
character of country, 100.
piles and poles carried away by ice, 326.
claim on government for piers, 326.
Conness, J. L.
operator aad repairer, 595.
a8 to poles put in ice, &c., 595.
witness sole repairer over 165 miles, 595.
line not proper 'y maintained, 596.
destruction by falling trees, 597.
poles nearly all poplar, 598.
mode of repair described, 598,
Srroxacs, J.
operator and book-keeper, 639,
statistics as to eficiency of line, &c., 640,
Rowax, J. H.
line down a month at a time, 691.
maintenance clause too much relied on, 691.
recommended inspector vver construction, 692, 780.
thought unnecessary by Chief Engineer, 730.
MursoLLAMND, J. B
foreman, 1021,
describes method of construction, not considered permanent, 1022-1031
PLauixg, 8.
maintensnce unsatisfactory, 1335,

OPERATING—

Sirron, J.
operating not an element in tender, 97.
no arrangewent with Government as to rates, 99.
tariff of messages, 105.
a3 Lo operating reoeipts and expenditure, 324,

ContrACT No, 2.—Telegraph :

TENDERING—

Tavomav, T.
ﬁ‘" of section No. 3, Fort Garry to Edmonton, 18.
ullet’s tender the lowest for No. 3, 18.
amount of contract, $180,250, 18.
section 8 embraced also section 1, 18.
as finally let No. 3 costs $310,100, 19.
statement of expecditure under coutract, 60.
Fuuiee, R.
did not tender separately for this section, 462,
arranged by subsequent negotiation, 463.
FumMing, 8.
section not tendered for saparately, 1331.
how arrived at, 1331 ’
alterations in tenders not usvally allowed, 1333,
excepsion herein ou pecuniary grounds, 1333.
McKenzie, Grier & 0o.’s tender for No. 3, $203,900, 1332,
Rifton & Co. and Fuller’s price as contracted, $325,100, 1333.
Builer's terder for section 3, $216,000, 1333,
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«ContRAOT No. 2.—Telegraph—continued.
TENDERING—continued.

FirEMmiNg, S.— continued.
most favourable tender not adopted, 1334
maintenance unsatisfactory, 1335.
Mackkxzie, Hox. A.
never dealt with any contractors except through officers of the De-
partment, 1789.
cannot recollect details, 1790.
guided solely by Engineer’s opinion, 1790. 3
comparative merits of tenders dealt with solely in the interests of
economy, 1792.

CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE—

FoLg, R.
a lump sum per annom for maintenance, 463.
respecting extra claims, 464.
cutting through a wood, 464.
stoppage by Indians, 464.
movement of material, 465.
line not fully located, 467.
cutting trees, 468,
operator to Edmonton, 469.
difficulties from fires, 471.
tariff, particulars of, 472. -
deduction made by Government for deviations on account of lakes
474.
Luca#’s view sustained by Fleming, 475.
character of country traversed, 47
FLeming, S. . .
maintenance of Sifton, Glass & Co. and Fuller unsatisfactory, 1335.

<Contracr No. 3.—Telegraph:

TENDERING—

TrupEAT, T. . .
equivalent to section 4, as advertised, 48.
matter now before Department of Justice, 45.
statement of expenditure, 60.
documents in hands of Department of Justice, 833.
WappLE, J. .
uaderstood his tender to be lower than Barnard’s, 1118.
contract was not offered to him, 1118.
Frmaxe, 8. .
witness recommended Barnard, 1338,
report of 12th August produced, 1336.

CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE—

Frenmig, 8. L
line from Edmonton to Téte Jaune Cache not proceeded with, 1337, '
various instructions to contractor, 1338.
reasons for diverting line vid Fort George, 1339.
Bute Inlet then the probable terminus, 1339,
losses, consequent on changes, not the contractor’s, 1339,
modifies previous statement as to Bute Inlet, 1384,

<Contraor No. 4.—Telegraph:

TENDERING—

TaUDRAU, T. .
lowest tenderer, Waddie & Smith, failed as to lecnm%&
second lowest, Sutton & Thirtkell, 3214,450, also failed, 46.
third lowest, Sutton & Thompson, did not get contract, 46,
contract given t%‘ Oliver, Davidson & Co. at Sutton & Thompson 3
res, 4
corresg;ondence with Oliver, Davidson & Oo., 46.
transaction contrary to usual practice, 47.
witness cannot explain why it was done, 47,
no. correspoudence with Sutton & Thompson, 47.
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INDEX.

ContrACT No. 4—Telegraph—continued.
TENDERIN G—continued. )
TrUDEAU, T.—continued.

Sutton & Thompson’s tender $28,200 higker than that of Sutton &
Thirtkell, 48.

managed by the Minister, 47.

no report of engineer as to this award, 48.

no Order-in-Council authorizing contract, 48.

statement of expenditure put in, 60.

took no part in arrangement of this contract, 1817.

can find no formal notice (nor recollect) given to Waddle & Smith,
1818.

Browx, P. J.

of Oliver, Davidson & Co., 773,

did not tender; took Sutton & Thompson’s tender, 773.

negotiations: Oliver at Ottawa with departmental telegram to
Sutton, 773, .

Thompson & Thirtkell ignored b Sutton; 775,

witness subsequently purchased Davidson’s interest, 775,

Sorroxn, R. T

tendered both with Thirtkell & Thompson, 1032.

Thirtkell's tender awarded, but passed over in favour of Thomp.-
son's, through influence of Oliver, Davidson & Co., 1033.

negotiations ; higher price paid, 1034—1040.

Oliver, Davidson, and witness in Ottawa, 17th or 18th December
(1874), 1069.

telegram from Judge McMahon, 1070,

Braun to Sutton & Tairtkell, 12th December, and reply 16th De-
cember (1874), 1070.

Oliver, Davidson & Co. arranged with Department, 1070,

WapbpLs, J.

tendered for all sections and whole line, 1103
interview with R.W. Scott, 1103. .
correspondence with Mackenzie as to security, 1104.
agreement with A. M. Smith’s nephew, 1104.
never knew why contract not awarded to him, 1105.
Minister attributed it to delay as to security, 1106.
promised further chance if Thirtkell failed, 1106.
interview with Minister, 6th or 7th December, 1106,
further mterview, 1107.
Glass offered $10,000 for contract; refused by witness, 1108,
further a8 to security ; icterview with Minister, 1113,
Satton (i;n Ottawa while these negotiations with Minister going on,
111

interviey'v with Cartwright; promised chance never afforded g
witness had ample means, 1117.

Davmson,

J.

of 61iver, Davidson & Co., 1126,

negotiations with Sutton, 1126.

subsequent visit (19th December, 1874) to Ottaws, 1127.

interview with Chief Engineer, 1129,

thinks Oliver had communication with Fleming after leaving
capital, 1131.

Oliver's interview with Mackenzie, 1134,

remembers nothing about Sutton & Thirtkell’s tender, 1139,

cannot explain how he knew Sutton & Thompson's tender was.
next lowest, 1139.

or how latter was substituted for former, 1140.

thinks they got higher price than first talked of by Sutton, 1141.

8v. Jxaw, Dz

Fumaaw

tcousmpsnied Waddle to Department ; recollections vague, 1246,

e, 8.

Waddle’s tender without profits, $239,520, 1340.
Sutton & Thirtkell’s offer, $214,950, 1340,
Sotton & Thompson's offer, $243,150, 1340.

Braun the official mouthpiece of Department, 1341. .

in this case witness acted as such on Minister’s instructions, 1341.

no reason assigned for passing Sutton & Thirtkell’'s tender for
one $28,200 higher, 1342, .

no explanation as to how negotiations came to be opened by letter:
from Oliver, Davidson & Co., 1343.

up to 19th December Oliver, Davidson & Co. prepared to assume

_ tender of Sutton & Thirtkell, 1343.
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OontrACT No. 4.—Telegraph—continued.
TENDERING—continued.

FLEMiNG, S.—continued,
on leaving Ottawa decided to take higher tender, 1343.
witness remembers their visit, 1344.
cannot explain above-mentioned circumstances, 1344.
Mackexzik, Hox. A.
does not believe Waddle was passed over without notificatior of a
fixed day to bring up security, 1792.
denies Waddle’s statement as to giving him & further chance, 1793.
denies managing this transaction, 1794.
no recollection of conversatior with Qliver or Davidson, 1794.

CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE—

CoxxErs, J. L.
Winnipeg to Whitemouth in fair condition, 601.
‘Whitemouth to Cross Lake carelessly erected, 601.
Oross Lake to Rat Portage too cheaply put up, 601.
defects as to working due to improper men on repairing staff, 602.
SrroNAcH, J. . .
frequent interruptions during coustruction of section 15, 641.
since blasting completed line works well, 641.
Cappy, J. 8

descnb;s g;;.te of line, faults”of maintenance, delays therefrom,
657—659.
Rowan, J. H. . '
defective ; line down one-sixth’of time, 692.
Jenninas, W. F.
a8 to general insufficiency of maintenance, 768.
Brown, P. J.
defective maintenance chargeable to contractors and engineer, 776.
poles on section 42 all tamarack, 777

OPERATING—
TrupEAT, T. ’
Order-in-Council produced as to operating line, 76.

ConrtracT No. 5.—Railway construction :

TrupEAU, T.
invited by advertisement: lowest: C.Peach, 48.
wanted time ; refused, 49.
Whitehead and A. H. Clark, same amount, 22 cts., 49.
Order-in-Oouncil awarding contract, Tth September (1874), 49.
description and specification produced, 50,
WaITEHEAD, J.
one of three lowest tenderers, 213.
lowest tenderer became witness's foreman, 212.
explanations a8 to changing tender from 28 cts. to 22 cts., 214.
financially assisted by Senator McDonald, 214.
reasoas for building Pembina Branch then, 215.
_extent of contract, 215.
work remeasured, 315;

snbse&nenﬂy allowed 65,000 yards more than certified, 215.
Roway, J. H.

construction begun before surveys complete ; no estimate of quan--
tities, 687.
Franing, 8.

line not located when tenders invited, 1344.
CoNTRAOT No. B A.—Railway construction :

TENDERING—

Taupzav, T.
no document signed by contractor, 51.
Whitehead’s offer reported on by l{'leming, 51,
Ord%rz-in-council specifying conditions and limiting cost to $60,000,

actual cost to 31st December, 1879, $141,800, 52.
no contract made; treated as extension of contract No, 5, 52.
$87,689 for work not mentioned in contract No. 5, 53.
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ConrtraoT No. 5 A.—Railway construction—continued.
TENDERING—continued.

TrooBaU, T.—continued.
this portion never submitted to competition, 53.
Braun telegraphs instructions: 22 cts. earth, and other work at prices
in contract No. 15, 53.
oﬂ‘-tgge ditches paid for at 45 cts. as against 23 cts. in contract No, 14,

no advertisement for tenders, 54.
Order-in-Oouncil defines specific items as to which prices of contract
No. 15 shall appl{, b4.
witness cannot say why other prices of No. 15 were made to apply, 54,
does not know Braun’s authority for telegram, 55.
WHITRHEAD, J.
did not tender, 243.
reasons for award of contract; made an offer, 244.
off-take ditches paid for at 45 cts.; could have been done for 20 cts.
or 25 cts.; this item $25,000, 245,
Rowarx, J. H.
reported probable cost 16th July, 1877, 73L
this work facilitated carrying rails to contract No. 14, 748.
Frexing, S.
not offered to public competition, 1345.
‘Whitehead’s offer ; reasons for acceptance, 1345.
cost limited by Order-in-Council to $60,000, exceeded very largely,
1345. :
Braun telegraphed authority, 1347.
the whole thing a mistake, 1346.
SuxLums, W. B.
pricelzi‘gr off-take ditches reducéd by witness, restoredby M. Smith,

every item beyond the four mentioned in Fleming’s letter paid
without authority, 1349,

no investigation made, 1349.

Baauw, F.

thinks instructions to telegraph received from Minister, 1754,
remembers the circumstanoce, 1755.
oannot state positively his authority to telegraph, 1756.
can find no authority, but message could not have heen sent

without authority, 1761. . .
telegram sent four days before receiving Order-in-Oouncil, 1762.
no instructions as to details from Engineer’s Department, 1765.

OONSTRUCTION—

Fimavg, 8. .
Smellie notified Department as to high prices, 1348.
received no reply, 1348.
Mackenzix, Hox. A.
rices fized by engineer, of course, 1815.
scussed off-take ditches with Fleming, 1815,
especially careful to authorize nothing not in engineer’s report, 1815.

ONTRACT No, 6.—Steel rails, &c.:

Trupmav, T.
public competition invited by advertisement; time postponed, 838.
contractors: Guest & Oo., 10,000 tons, 834.
no Order-in-Council awarding contraclt, B44.
See Steel Rails.

«ContRACT No. 7.~Steel rails, &oc.:

Truprav, T.
evidence under contract No. 8 eqnally apg&@ble, 833.
contractors: Ebbw Vale Co., 5,000 tons,
no Order-in-Covncil awarding contract, 844.
See Steel Rails.

ConTRAOT No. 8.—Steel Rails, &ec. :

TrupEav, T.
Mersey Steel Oo. tendered for 5,000 to 10,000 tons, 834,
Cox & Green lower price, 834,
awarded contract for g ,006; why increased, 834,
telegrams to and from Cox & Green, 835,
cannot produce any proof; merely impression, 841.
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‘ContRACT No, 8,.—Steel Rails, &c.—continued.

TrUDEAU, T.—continued.

increased quantity ordered from Cooper & Oo., 841.
thinks lower tenderers applied to first, 843.
eannot explain correspondence between Cooperand Buckingham, 843,
no record indicating by what authority secretary informed tenderers
of acceptance, 843.
no Order-in-Council awarding contract, 844.
CooPER, J. .
of Cooper, Fairman & Co., 915.
a8 to postponement of tenders, 916.
made two tenders: onme purports to be on account of Cooper,
Fairman & Oo.; one on account of Mersey Co., 917.
relations with Charles Mackenzie, 917, 919—933.
Famuax, F. .
extent of Cooper, Fairman & Co.’s authority as agents, 1176.
no authority to tender for bolis, &c., 1178,
Mersey Co. repudiated bolt contract, 1179.
agreement mutilated by witnese ; no authority can be given, 1180.
arles Mackenzie’s relations to firm, &c., 1187,
subsequent retirement, 1188.
Fueumine, S.
does not_remember whether before recommending this contract he

enquired if more favourable purchase could be made elsewhere,1357.
See Steel Rails.

Conrtraors Nos. 9 ANp 10.—Steel rails, &c.:

TrupEay, T. . .
slight deviations between tendersand contracts as to delivery, 834, 841.
contractors : West Cumberland Oo., 5,000 tons, 834.

Cox & Green, age%!’, 834, 841.
Bee Steel Rails.

ContRACT No.” 11.—Steel rails, &ec.:

Taupeav, T.

contractors : Naylor, Benzon & Co., 5,000 tons, 834.

witness cannot explain correspondence between Cooper and Buck~

ingham, 843,

Qooreg, J.

a3 to correspondence with Buckingham, 922,
Farruax, F.

of Cooper, Fairman & Co., 1187,

interest of firm in contract defined, 1184.

no formal tender, only a letter, 1184,

teadency of market downward, 1185,

Bee Steel Rails.

ConTRAOTS Nos. 6 T0 11.—Steel rails, &ec.:

Trupzav, T. .

public competition invited, 833.

schedule of tenders (twenty-five) produced, 833
report by Ohief Engineer, 832,

tenders and correspondence in return of 2nd March, 1876, to House
of Commons, 833,

no Order-in-Oouncil awarding contracts, 844.

no r:gf;t on record showing quantity of rails required for use in 1874,

no record of Buckingham’s repliea to Cooper’s telegrams, 1817.
not usual that correspondence between tenderers and private secre-
tary should take place, 1818. .
the Minister decided upon these contracts himself, witness's judg-
ment not asked, 1818,
Raynotps, T.
agent Ebbw Vale Oo. and Aberdare Co., 1001.
tendency of market in fall of 1874 downward, 1001,
steady fall till 1879, 1002.
thought in November, 1874, market had touched bottom, 1002.
FLemixg, 8. .
reasons for purchasing, &c., 1350--1353.
Maoxenzis, Hon. A,
no public competition, 1802.
no recollection of Orawford’s offer, 1802,
See Stee! Rails,
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ContrAOT No. 12,—Railway location and construction:

TENDERING—

TrupBavU, T.
tenders regularly advertised, &r.; schedule produced, 844,
awarded to A. B. Foster, 844.
abandoned by consent, 844.
$41,000 paid for surveys uander Order-in-Council, 8485.

ENGINEERING—

MurpocH, W.
after leaving Government service, in 1874, became Foster's engineer,
801.

instrumental survey : French River to Amable du Fond, 801.
condemned proposed road, corroborated by Shanly, 802.
opinéon not shared by Hazlewood, his examination not thorough,

03.
no probability of feasible route when contract awarded, 803.
route with heavier grades mi%ht be had, 803.
witness proposed Ottawa Valley route, 804.
determines terminus on Oanada Central Railway on Lake Nipissing,
805.
December, 1878, soundings Lake Nipissing, 805.
size of party eighteen, 805.
Fuemang, S.
Georgian Bay Branch part of Canada Pacific Railway system, 1358.
direction and location established by Order-in-Oouncil, not recom-
mended by witness, 1358.
Order-in-Council passed on Hazlewood’s report, 1359.
never could see immediate necesmty for that work, 1359. :
thinks line not gelected on engineering grounds altogether, 1359,
witness trusted to Hazlewood, 1360.
Foster reported 20th December, 1875, difficulties as to gradients, 1361.
endorsed by W. Shanly, 1361. k
witness recommended farther sarveys, 1362.
as to Lumsden’s location, 1363.
Foeter’s claim for £63,000, 1364.
witness reported that expenditure would be available in fature,1368.
Foster's detailed account for Georgian Bay Branch survey, 524,632,
paid $31,838, 1365.
witness cannot explain this, 1365.
Suire, M. .
in 1877 Lumsden started to locate from French River to South
River, Lake Nipissing, 1569.
survey from Freanch River westward, 1570,
Mackenzie, How. A.
$41,000 paid Foster on Fleming’s recommendation, 1804,
Fleming mistaken as to feasibility of route, 1804.

ContrAcT No. 13.—Railway construction:

TENDERING--

Tropeav, T.
ublic competition, 60.
owest tender Charters & Co., 61.
Charters withdrew offer, 63.
second lowest, Taylor, who abandoned contract, 63.
no claim made against sureties, 63.
Srrrow, J.
witness’s brether and Ward chief actors, 101.
Fairbanks and Farwell joined afterwards, 101.
no negotiations with other tenderers, 102.
Fumnive, S.
would have preferred, for engineering reasons, letting had been
postponed, 1368.

ENGINEERING—

Taupgavu, T.

change in location, Shebandowan abandoned, 64,
contractors claimed damages for delay in locating, 64,
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Contract No. 13.—Railway construction—continued.

ENGINEERIN G—continued,

Swrron, J. A

as to claim on account of delay, 102.

location chantged, 102.

thought bill of works nearly correct when tendering, 103.

e?:enence a8 to correctness of estimates with other railways, 103.
Cappy, J. 8. .

section 13 well finished when he took charge, 619.
Fremine, 8. o

not ready for contractors, 1319.

damages claimed ia consequence, 1319.

first effort to find direct route from Red River to harbour on Lake
Superior, 1367.

effort to find route by Shebandowan, 1367.
more accurate information should have been had, 1368.
engineering reasons outweighed by public ones, 1368.
water stretches, 1369,
Rat Portage a governing point, 1369.
contract let before route determined, 1369,
not much work abandoned, 1370.
no very great inaccuracy as to estimates, 1371,
MoLenxax, R. .
contractor’s men arrived before proper location made, 1530.
work began 22 miles from Prince Arthur’s Landing, 1631.
better location had more time been allowed, 1531,
work west of Sunshine Creek stopped, 1532.
Surre, M.
examined section 13 in 1876, 1570.
walked over 20 miles; portions graded, 1570.
not satisfied as to measurements, 1570.
left to junior assistants, 1571,
chief causes of extra cost, 1604,
See Engineering.

ContracT No. 14.—Railway construction :

TENDERING—

TrupEAT, T.
let by public competition after advertising, 65.
lowest tender, Wallace & Co., 65.
application for extension of time refused, 65.
contract covers 77 miles, 66.
swarded by verbal order of Minister, 66.
5 F{Fming did not report recommending passing over lowest tender, 67.
irToN, J.
fmd no negotiations with Wallace & Co, 103.
conversations with Trudean before contract awarded, 106,
not nearly completed within contract time, 107.
Carse, H. .
bill' of works made up from profiles of witness and Brunel, 178,
Mackexzie, Hox. A

at the time contract was let, was not aware line waa not located from
river, 1807.

ENGINEERING—

SURVEYS.

Cageg, H,
heard_that adoption of southerly line would involve abandonment of
work worth $65,000 ; net saving by southerly line, say,
$200,000, 149,
does not think abandonment necessary, 150.
a good reute from Falcon Lake to Winnipeg, 150.
location of contract by Brunel to Brokenhes&, thence by Forrest, 178,
" witness’s survey only preliminary, 176. .
Brunel’s survey expedited work about a fortnight, 176.
1aid out two lines in neighbuurhood of, and another south of Cross
Lake, 1446. .
Jarvie ran line half a-mile north omsent croseing, 1446,
points out in map line he thinks better than that adopted, 1447
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ConTRACT No. 14.—Railway construction—continued.

ENGQINEERING—continued.
SURVEYS—continued.

Carag, H.—continued.
better line at Cross Lake was found by Forrest, witness not aware of
it till long after final location of crossing at Cross Lake, 1456.
particulars as to Forrest’s line, 1455. -
after section 14 put under contract, witness had nothing to do with
it, 1457.
how a better line was sacrificed to etiquecte, 1458 1462.
section 15 might have been slightly diverted to join improved line at
eastern end of 14, 1461.
MorpocH, W.
told Fleming in 1872 about swamps, Rowan contradicted, 816.
Rowan, J. H.
produces map showing profiles of Cross Lake surveys, 821.
survey of contract made in winter, 821.
Fuzumiye, S.
Selkirk terminus selected chiefly on account of its immunity from
floods, 1372
considers 1t preferable to Stone Fort, 1372. .
connection with deep water navigatlion at Lake Winnipeg, 1372,
proximity of a large inlet for sheltering shipping in winter, 1372.
reasons against Stone Fort, 1373. .
Government owuership of land at Selkirk a reason for the selection,
1373. .
witness interested in no land there, 1374,
no serious engineering difficulty in making bridge anywhere be-
iween Winnipeg and Selkirk, 1374.
river navigable to Stone Fort, 1375.
SurtH, M.
walked over some 20 miles under constraction in 1876, 1574.
suggested to Carre alternative line at Croas Lake, 1580.
Carre found one, but grades not approved by Fleming, 1580. \
poiat of junctior with 15 an unfortunate selection, 1609.
a mile and a-half rock should have formed part of contract No. 15,
1609,

CONSTRUCTION.

RurTax, H. N.
east end transferred to Whitehead, 33.
subsidence of muskegs, 33.
o en:'bankments, through drained muskegs, unnecessarily high, 33.
1rTON, J.

considered quantities in bill of works correct, 104.
turned out about 60 per cent. in excess, 104.

excess in rock due to deviations in line, 104.

contractors making claim on Government (Julius Muskeg), 104.

delay in completing contract due to work not having been laid
out, 107.

twelve hundred men left because Engineers were not ready, 108.

had to commence five miles back from river, 108.

had to build road to get out supplies, 108.

were stopped all winter at Julius Muskeg, 108.

delayed a whole year, 108.

line not located east of Julius Muskeg, 108.

correspondence respecting re-location, 110,

Marcus Smith not satisfied with prog%gas, 110.
sugges:ied arrangements with Whitehead to complete eastern

end, 111.

threat to take contract out of contractors’ hands, 111.
interviews with Whitehead, 111.
arrangement made with Whitehead, 111.

coatractors’ price 26 cts. per yard and extra haul, 112.
Whitehead got 40 cts., 112.

copy of agreement produced, 113.

Marcus Smith said he was acting under instructions, 113,

his threat was made in S8eptember, 1878, 114.

/:ontractors were quite able to complete the work, 115.

contractors’ claims for compensation, 116, 121,

coffer-dams, 264.
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ConTRACT No. 14.—Railway construction—continued.

ENGINEERING—continued.
CONSTRUCTION—continued.

SirroN, J.—continued.
teaming plant, 265,
waggon roads, 265.
increase of rock, 269.
station ground at Selkirk, 271. *
Whitehead's sub-contract, 271—374.
Cagrg, H. .
eonstruction commenced before location of southerly line, 149.
WHITEHEAD, J.
took over completion of Sifton & Ward’s contract under agreement
approved by Minister, having necessary plant, which original
contractors had not, 238.
has been filling Cross Lake since spring of 1879, 239.
two steam-gshovels, three locomotives and 100 men at work night
and day, 239.
thinks big bay at Cross Lake might have been avoided, 246.
OLasg, A. H. X
employed two years as walking boss, 259.
contractors’ claims for compensation, 260—264,
Mooy, J. 3 .
contractors’ claims for compensation, 315.
Juling Muskeg, 315.
re-location of line, 319.
witness's claim on Government, 321.
WaiTEEEAD, C
negotiations with Sifton & Co., 327.
Rowax, J. H.
contractors’ claims: delay, compensated for by extension, 704.
changes of location, advantageous to contractor, 704.
coffer-dams, foundationless, 704.
uge of contractor’s roads, worthy of consideration, 705.
Selkirk station ground, recommended, 705.
two miles of contract transferrea to Whitehead, 706.
original contractors have no claim under this, 707.
question of haulage thoroughly discussed, 709—711.
FiemiNg, 8.
Carre's southerly line, 1376.
some delay, but contractors magnify difficulties, 1378.
explaing wl’:y no maximum limit to haul, 1616.
limited by discretional power of engineer, 1616.
liax'nit established in subsequent specifications, 1617.
SuitH, M.
"Jalius Muskeg, 1675.
muskeg can only be measured in excavation, 1575.
muskeg should have been sounded, 1576,
never knew work in Europe being let without fpllest previous infor-
mation, 1576. '
witness advised cross-logging, 1579,
suggested no material improvement in location, 1679.
Chief Engineer returned in spring of 1877, 1680.
a mile and a-half'rock, which should have formed part of contract
No. 15, sabsequently transferred to Whitehead, 1609.
Sifton’s claim, 1610
excessive quantities arose from change of location and shrinkage of
embankments, 1611.
Maoksyzie, How. A.
. transfer of Oross Lake Section to Whitehead, 1807.
mere substitution of coatractors, 1808.
See Engineering.

ContrAoT No. 15.—Railway construction :

TENDERING—

TRUDEAU, T,

submitted %?1 public competition, and let after three advertise-
ments, 67.

lowest tender, A. P. Macdonald & Co., 68.
second lowest, Martin & Charlton, 68.
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Contracr No. 15.—Railway construction—continued.

TENDERING—continyed.

TroDBAU, T.—continued.

third lowest, Sutton & Thompson, 69.

contract awarded to them by Order-in-Council, 69.

further Order-in-Council, recognizing Whitehead as contractor, 69.

deposits made with tenders, 71.

WEHITEHRAD, J

lives at Winnipeg since 1874, 211.

followed railroading since 12 years old, 211.

tender thirteenth lowest amongst twenty-six, 216.
did not get contract on his tender, 216.

joined Sutton & Thompson after consulting Minister, 216.
paid Satton & Thompson $10,600, 218,

admitted by Order-in-Council a8 sole contractor, 218.

correspondence with Minister respecting Oharlton, 218.

information as to tenders easily obtainable at Ottawa, 220.

the $10,000 paid to Sutton & Thompson by McDonald in witness's
presence, 220.

Senator McDonald put up witness’s security, 221.

agreed t]ol pay him 10 per cent. and share profits with his son
equally, 221.

Mitch%ll McDonald neither wealthy nor experienced, insolvent at the
time, 222.

paid him $20,000 which he gave to his father, 222.

subsequent settlement with McDonald, $112,000, 223,

Senator McDonald not satisfied with arrangement, 223.

reasons why witness was willing to adopt tender $188,000 less than
his own, 226.

respecting éhsrlton, 228.
McDonald paid Charlton $20,000, 229.
arrangement with Charlton made & few days before contract

- was let, 231.

further evidence a8 to transaction with Charlton, 236,

relative position of tenders well known, 236.

produces agreement and statements of account with Senator
McDonald, 241.

Senator McDonald charged 10 per cent. on security to Government
though that security was in lands, 242.

monzgspa.id Charlton at Prescott station, not Cornwall, as atated,

further a8 to agreement with McDonald, 612.
Macpoxatp, A. P.
tendered each time section advertised, 977.
third time contract awarded to his firm, 977.
required conditions Department not willing to concede, 977--980.
Charlton and Sutton & Thompson, 981.
Sorrown, R. T, ’
tendered in name of Sutton & Thompson, 1040.
Thompson only lent his name, 1040.
virtually sold out to Whitehead for $10,000, 1041.
error about rip-rap, 1043.
respecting telegram denying payment to Charlton, 1043,
negotiation and understanding with Whitehead and McDonald, 1045,
when he sold out, thought Charlton had contract, 1045,
Whitehead knew how tenders stood, 1045.
Mackexzis, Hon. A.
extent of witness’s knowledge as to Sutton & Thompson’s partner-
ship arrangements with Whitehead, 1809.
not aware ot Senator McDonald’s interest in contract, 1809.
McDonald denied effecting the withdrawal of Charlton, 1809.
why Martin was not considered, 1810.
Kane & McDonald wanted to impose a condition, 1810.

ENGINEERING—
SURVEYS.

TrupEav, T.
work largely exceeds estimated quantities, 69.
progreas estimates did not give that information, 69.
no record of estimated quantities kept, 70.
change of grade discussed, 70.
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ConTtrACT No. 15.—Railway construction— continned.

ENGQINEERING—continued.
SURVEY8—continued.

Oaers, H. . :

in charge of location sarvey, June, 1874, 129.
party over forty men, 129,
8o engaged till January, 1875, 129. .

witness afterwards took soundings on Red River, while the party -
ran 4 line from Shoal Lake to Selkirk, 129.

in December, 1874, asked to send in plan and profile, 129.
made it roughly on unprinted wall paper, 130.

Frank Moberly and party calculated the quantities from it in.
Ottawa, 130.

thinks the profile made from it correct, 130.
not cross-gectioned or test-pitted, 130.
when in Ottawa, scheduled out quantities, they were enormous, 131.
asked to find a better route, 131.
returned for that purpose, June, 1875, 131.
the survey was exploratory and location combined, 131.
line finisbed in December, 1875, 131,
thinks party consisted of fifty, 13i.
ran also the Dalles line at same time, 132.
returned to Ottawa, until May or June, 1876, 132,
FLeMinG, 8. .
thinks7gro|s-sectlons taken two.years before advertising for tenders,
1379.
essential in such country, 1379.

reads his report of May 16th, 1879, accounting for discrepancies,.
1380.

corrects statement as to cross-sections, previous page, 1380.

SueLuie, W. B.
reads letter from Chief Engineer, respecting Carre’s evidence, 1484.
west of Cross Lake, Carre undertook no more than trial location,
thinks there is no ?oint in Fleming’s letter, 1486.
never saw Ferrest’s line until {esterday (22nd April, 1881), 1488.
cannot say if Carre’s plans of 1875 survey are in the Department,

Suire, M.
found the works would be heavy, 1573.
rades about 40 feet, 1573
terminus established by letting section 14, 1574.
was not at Cross Lake in 1876, 1574.

CONSTRUCTION.

Rurran, H. N.

became engineer for contractor Whitehead on Fleming’s recom-
mendation, April, 1877, 25.

reached section 15 in May, 1877, 25.

permanent location not then completed, 25.

ground very rough, could get no croes-sections, 25.

allignments and grades changed, 26.

instructions as to rock bases in water stretches, 26.

Oarre the division engineer in charge, 27.

final instructions not practicable, 2%.

rock protection walls authorized by Rowan, 28.

Qarre’s instructions in June, 1877, to borrow earth, 29.

differences between coutractor’a engineer and Oarre as to classifica~
tion of material, 30.

thinks -Government in April, 1880, owed Whitehead $60,000 more
than admitted, 31.

at that date work taken out of Whitehead’s hands, 31.

Rowan’s instructions as to earth embankments in July, 1877, 31.

saw on first ingpection that all material for embankments could be
borrowed, no trestle work necessary, 32.

not enough timber on section to build trestle work, 36.

should have been well known after five years’ surveys, 36.

Oagemy H. ] N .

appointed engineer on construction, May or June, 1876, 132.

original location line of 1874 adopted, 132.

re-located whole section between Jure and December, 132.

b7
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ContBAOT No. 15.—Railway construction—continued.
ENGINEERING —continued.
CONSTRUCTION——Continued.

Carex, H —continued.
four assistants took measurements of cross-sections and were respon-
sible for their correctness, 133.
thinks final returns were correot, 134,
cross-sections completed in March, 1877, 134.
tenders asked for about time orogs-sections were commenced, 134.
uantities not calculated from cross-sections till 1878, 134.
anges in grade and allignment, increased rock cuttings and earth
excavations, 135.
without epecific data, tenders were necessarily speculative, 138.
accurate quantities conducive to economy, 138.
eross-sections necessary to accurate oa.lcuiations, 154,
quantities calculated from cross-sections, January, 1878, 154.
after lowering grade two feet, 154.
rock cutting increased by lowering grade, 113,200 yards, 164.
earth excavations increased by changes, 224,000 yards, 155,
line thereby improved, 155.
increased cost mainly due to changes and substitution of earth em-
bankments f.r trestle work, 156.
deep fillings in water stretches, 160.
Oruss Lake probably requires 223,000 yards, equal to $82,000, 161.
trestle work probably $17,500, 161.
if filled according to original specification, full rock base and trestle,
$345,832, 163.
as actually executed, $142,500, 162.
trestle cheaper in heavy land vcids, 163.
instructions from superior officer, 163.
refused contractors certain information, and why, 164.
cross-sections not returned from Ottawa till September, 1877, 164.
meantime change of grade, 165.
grade determined in Ottawa four months after contract com-
menced, 168.
solid rock bases found impracticable, 166,
witness proposed protection walls, approved October, 1877, by
Rowan, 166.
protection walls temporarily approved in August, 167.
mstrl}cti%?r 'Itol%gbatitute earth tortrestle wherever possible in summer
of A
ordered by Rowan not to touch a stake, 169, 1476.
Rowan’s inspection of line described, 170.
witness's suggestions ignored at Ottlswa., though supported by Rowan,
gince carried out by Schreiber, 171.
in charge of construction four years, 171.
Haney made superintendent in June, 1880, 171.
Rowan’s letter permitting earth borrowing produced, 172,
left i uncertainty as to grades, 173,
#tatement phowing comparative quantities for rock bases and protec-
tion walls respectively, preduced, 175.
differences between Government and contractor's engineers as to:
bottoms left in cutting, 179.
loose rock, 180.
mazgin for finishing work, 180.
_ rock outside of prism, 180.
Fleming’s and Smith's interpretation of loose rock clauses, 181—-187.
recommended permanent bridge at Lake Deception, 188.
not responsible for discrepancies between bill of works and estimate
of 1879, 1474.
des were altered, 1474.
‘bill of works did not include fillings for shallow voids, 1475,
detetrimmin ég{tdea determined quantities irrespective of his calcula-
ons, A
trestle work superstructures very expensive, 147T.
calculation a8 to increase of quantities by lowering grades, 1478.
increage due to coange in degniﬁon of loose rock, 1478.
further items of increase accounted for, 1481.
trestle work as origint,li designed worth $63,180 per mile for super-~
strueture alone, 1481..
;proposed rock protection walla adopted by Smith, 1483,
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ConTRAOT No. 15.—Railway constraction—continued.

ENGINEERING—continued.
CONSTRUCTION—continuéd.
Carrs, H.—continued.

s73*

muskeg material described, 1483.
corre'ct'ﬁfgnres given in previous evidence, 1489.

length of trestle, 11,841 feet, at $9.83 & foo for superstructure; cost
per mile, $51,902, 1489.

further details as to superstructure, 1490.

Rowan’s visits to the section, 1491.

grades and curves used under Schreiber’s directions which witness
was not allowed to use, 1493,

grades increased from -35 to *50 per 100, 1494.

-superseded by Hane{i February, 1880, 1500.

differences between Haney dud witness, 1501.

WHITEHEAD, C.

lived on section 16 from June, 1877, till May, 1880, as contractor'’s
manager, 203.

difficulties between contractors and Government engineers, 204.

determination to substitute earth filling for trestles first known
through Rowan, September, 1877, 205,

instructions as to Lake :Deception, 205.

Rowan’s directions, 208.

Government took over contract without neggtintion, 207.

thinks Marcus Smith’s first visit was December, 1878, 207.

differences with Government engineer as to loose rock, &c., 207—310.

difficulty with Rowan a8 to culling ties, 211.

WHITEHEAD, J.

expected when contract entered into that specifications would be
adhered to, 235.

change from trestle to earth work beneficial to contractor, 225.

trestle work could not have been completed in twenty years, 225.
his reasons for this statement, 225

signed contract January 9th, 1877, 230.

understood in:February trestle work would be used, 230

was not examined before Parliamentary Committee, 231,

dispute with Government Engineer as to loose rock, ties, &c., 232.

thinks about $96,000 was kept back, 232.

got édvanceabout $456,000 on plant, 232.

advised to take partners, 232.

Frager & Grant's names:sugges ed by Cooper, Fairman & Co., 234,

had large ‘ransactions with Oooper, induced by his pressure to take
partner, 235.

axpegst; net proceeds of contract as carried out by Government,

conversations with Rowan as to earth fillings, 240.

Government have advanced large proportion of margin retained
under contract as security, 626,

Frasze, J. H.

arranged to buy half Whitehead’s contract, 356.
arrangement made through Cooper, Fairman & Co., 267.
no conversation with any one at Ottawa respecting pertnership,

338,
found Whitehead more involved than they thought, 259.
partnership with Whitehead not due to ‘departmeqtal inflzence, 648,
made by Grant through Oooper, 648.

Rowanw, J. H

, J. H.
trial line made to avoid Oross Lake, 703.
. heavier rock, greater curvatare, increased length, 703.
difficulty of getting grades, 703. : X
change from trestle to ea: th authorized by Marcus Smith, 738.
increaged cost'probably $250,000, 739. A
further increase due to :change of grade, and partly to inaccuracy
of quantities originally given, 739.
explanations in reference thereto, 739.
uanéities based on centre line only, 740.
ow far Oarre was responsible for discrepancy, 740.
diﬂ'ereno;s with contractor's engineer as to rock measurements, &c.,
43

trestle and uarth bank equal at eighteen feet, 744.
value.of work-doae when idiscrepancy discovered, $437,000, 831, 822,
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ConTBACT No. 15.—Railway construction—continued.

ENGINEERING—-continued.
CONSTRUCTION—continued.

ScaurTtz, J.,, M.P.
Whitebead in ficancial difficalties, 718,
Grant's offer seemed only way out, 718,
reasons for thinking no Ottawa influence used,’719.
Browx, G
never heard from Whitehead or Tuttle that hope of political influ-
ence led former to assist latter, 727.
Whitehead attacked by Winnipeg #'ree Press, wanted means of
defence, 728.
Torris, C. R.
Cooper, Fairman & Co. furnished contractors, not the Government,
with supplies, 764.
Cooper & Co. assisted witness long before he started a newspaper,
765.
how he came to know Whitehead, 765.
CoorEx, J.
part taken in Whitehead’s partnership arrangemeats, 924.
Burely on business basis ; thinks no Government influence used, 924.
ad large claim against Whitehead for explosives, 925,
Hagaarr, J.,, M P. .
object of moving for Committee of enquiry. 1012,
no prior conversation with Whitehead, 1013.
Committee reported before witness spoke to Mackiatosh, 1014.
conversation with 0. Whitebead, 1014.
Mackintosh's relations with Whitehead first known to witness, 1880,

1015.
Bowim, A.
one of Whitehead's sureties with Mackintosh, 1150.
considered signing Whitehead’s bond mere matter of form, 1151.
TurpER, Si CHARLES.
rawback allowed to Whitehead in pursuance of departmental
practice, 1278.
Order-in-Council surrendering drawback covered what had been
advanced by predecessor, 1278.
Mackintosh’s relations with Wbitehead, 1279.
ample security, 1281.
Order-in-Council doing away with sureties, 1282.
Whitehead supported on public grounds, 1283,
a.dvancées pot applied towards progress of work, therefore stopped,
1283.
finally taken over by Government, 1284.
why partnership with Fraser not assented to, 1284.
embankment substituted for trestle during preceding Administra.
tion, 1285.
Minate to Council recommending embankment acted on by
Department as if approved by Council, 1286.
Pors, Hox. J. H.
advance to Whitehead, 1303,
bill of sale on plant, 1303.
negotiations with Whitehead, not Mackintosh, 1303.
interview with Macdougall, 1304.
advance to Whitehead made in public interest, 1304.
PFLEMING, S.
res‘g‘;ms for location of line, at Oross Lake, 1380.
s, W. B.
increase of grades extends over short portion of line, 1497.
a8 to reduction, 1498.
Surra, M.
suggested s :Eht changes reducing cost, 1605,
location on the whole not bad, 1605.
d!ﬂicultg of getting timber for trestles, 1606.
trestles in some cases impossible, 1606.
some trestles would have been 60 feet, 1607,
cost of moving rock, 1607.
Cross Lake, 1608. .
considering required grades, present location at Oross Lake ag
good as any, 1608.
question of re-locating line at junction of 14 and 15 not taken up
by witness when on ground in 1878, 1609,
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QontrACT No. 16.—Railway construction —continued.

ENGINEERING—continued.
CONSTRUCTION— continued.

SurtH, M —continued.
junction badly selected, 16¢9.
section 15 should have extended a mile further west, 1609,
SCBREIBER, C.
vis:ted section December, 1879, 1769.
character of work good but torce on work deficient, 1769,
financial inability of coutractor led to Government assuming work
in March, 1880, 1770. )
change in general {ocation impracticable at that time, 1770,
work too 11“?;'1 advanced to consider advisability of any alternative
lines, .

CABRE'S ALTERNATIVE SOUTHERN LINE.

Rurran, H. N. .
describes more southerly feasible line by which $500,000 to $750,000
- might have been saved between Keewatin and Winnipeg, 34.
Careg, H.
Eoutherly route would have saved $275,000, 140.
reported strongly to Rowan in favour of southern line, 142,
alternative line run before second advertisement inviting tenders
appeared, 1453.
detailed evidence respecting proposed line, 1464.
would have cost less, 1464.
estimaced difference in cost $472,986, 1466.
explains evidence before Senate Committee in May, 1879, 1469,
fewer water stretches, 1470.
his views submitted to Department in winter of 1875-76, 1471.
if adopted, §68,000 expended on section 14, would have ‘been lost,
1471.
Juliue Muskeg would have been avoided, 1473,
Rowax, J. H
views as to alternative southern line, 702.
Carre’s southerly line in some respects favourable, 731.
but work executed on contract No. 14 would have had to be aban~
doned, 732.
had route west been south of Lake Manitoba, Carre's line would
have been cheaper, 732. '
Fuemine, S.
sug;ﬁsted line compared with present one, 1376,
thinks rough land less, but quantities and mileage greater, 1376.
work on contract No. 14 not proceeded so tar that abandonment
precluded adoption of suggested line, 1376.
still thinks selection of existing route judicious, 1377.
suggested line might bave been preferable had Winnipeg been
objective point, 1380.
produces letter of 4th May, 1881, from Rowan, asserting saving only
$100,000 from ita adoption while lengthening line five miles and
a-half, 1630.
Suare, M.
witness’s views endorsing this routs, 1596.
See Engineering.

©onrtracr No. 16.—Railway construction:

Trupeav, T.

exteasion, Douglas to Nipissing, 846. .

no pa‘;l();“c competition; Order-in-Council granting $12,000 per mile,

work abandoned, 846. *

letter of President, 22nd August, 1874, praying for subsidy, 1215.

reported on by Chief Engineer, 6th October, 1874, 1215,

Order-in-Council, 4th November, 1874, ratified by House of Commons,

13th March, 1875, 1215,

company contract with A. B. Foster, 1215.

261h October, 1875, Foster reports difficulties, 1216,

10th February, 1877, route by Ottawa Valley proposed, 1217.

apprlozvesd by Order in Council 18th April, 1878; subsidy, $1,440,000,
18. ’
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Corrracr No, 16.—Railway construction—coniinued. -

TrUDRAU, T.—continued. :

formal contract thereunder with McIntyre & Worthington, 1218.
Freming, S

route not chosen on engineering grounds, 1366.

contract let on walking exploration, 1366.

thnralg’s authority for action, Order-in-Council, 4th November, 1874,

. 1.

Mackeszim; Hon. A.

a4 to loan of rails to Fogter, 1811.

Cortraor No. 17.—Transportation of rails:

TrupzaU, T.
arranged through Cooper, Fairman & Co., 846,
Braun telegraphs offer to Oooper, Fairman & Qo., 846.
furtlier correspondence in relation- thereto; 847;
no correspondence as to specific contract with Anderson & Qo., the
shipowners, 847.
Fameuax, F.
Cooper, Fairman & Oo.’s offer at £2 per ton, 1182,
witness acted in shipper’s interest, 1163.
did not hear that less than £2 was paid, or that more than £2 was.
agreed on, 1185,
Fianiwe, 8.

witness not concerned in this contract, 1381.

ContrACT No. 18.—Transportation of 1ails:

FuLLzr, R.
tendered, but did not g[:t contract, 472.
contract given to Red River Transportation Co., 473.
witness's offer the lowest, 473.
nam%y, $13.50 per long ton, American currency, from Duluth to-
innipeg, or $15 1o Selkirk, 473.
no conditions as to channel of Red River, 473.
competing lines justified witnesg’s offer, 1294.
remarks as 10 long and short ton, 1295,
Rowan, J. H.
produces letter from Ottawa, 25th June, 1875, his first communica~
tion on the subject, 731.
told contractor to land rails at Selkirk; he refused, 748.
Trupmav, T. .
no formal contract, 848.
no advertisement for tenders, 848,
produces Fleming’s report on Fuller & Milne’s offer, 848.
which ig simply scknowledged, 849. .
cannot explain why another offer at a higher price was accepted, 850.
nine 9:51;00”“ short tons for Pembina Branch, the rest for Selkirk,

Fuller's offer more favourable than that accepted by $13,500, 967.
that advantage increased if offer based oa long ton, 967.
no conditions by Fuller as to depth of water, 968.
rails did not reach Nelkirk by water, 967T.
necessity for their transport hastened Pembina Branch North, other-
wise $11,500 additional expensge incurred, 968. - L
Fleming estimates transport expenses saved ‘ry prematere bulldig of -
Pembina Branch North, at $30,000, 968.
possibly verbal arrangement with Hill made by Minister before receiv-
. ing Fullers offer, 969.
Wwitness places the loss at $15,000, 970.
CawereLy, G.
a ton of rails understood to be 3,240 1bs., 1120.
Framive, 8.
oan recollect nothing about it, 1383.
the lfé’s% ton understood in respect of rails unless otherwise specified,

Mackeszir, HoN. A.

reasons why Kittson.get contract at higher price than Fuller, 1813.

does not remember whether question of long or short ton was con-
pidered, 1813,

See Contract No. 28.
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ContracT No. 19.—Engineer’s house at Read :

Taubsav, T.
amount of contract, $1,600, 867.
contractor : Moses. Chevrette, 867.

ContrAcT No. 20.—Trapsportation of rails:

TroupEAvU, T. :
arranged through Cooper, Fairman & Oo., 927.
public competition mvxteé; tenders produced, 927.
contractors not mentioned in schedule, 927.
E. Samuel lowest tenderer, $6, 937,
Order-in-Council 30th April, 1875, awards to Qooper, Fairman & Co.,

928,
contract claimed under Mersey Co.’s tendgr, 929.
witness thinks their claim not a one, 931.

$12,400 would have been saved nd Perkins & Co.’s offer been acoepted
instead of Cooper, Fairman & Co.'s, 931. )
Famuax, F.
no authority from Mersey Co. to tender for inland transport, 1187.
Uooper, Fairman & Oo. interested with contractors, 1190.
tender in own names, 1191.
no reference to transportation in Mersey Co.’s tender; 1192.
price, with extras, $6.20, 1193.
Prmave, 8. . .
had nothing to do with this, 1383.

ContRacT No. 21.—Transportation of rails:

Taoupzav, T.

tenders asked for by Morin, 861,

cannot explain how Cooper & Co. had prior information, 867.
FLamine, S. )

managed entirely by the Deputy Minister, 1383.

ContrAcT No, 22.—Transportation of rails:

Taupeay, T.
oﬂ"qrpd to public competition by circular, 932.
Ohaeg'singxneer’ 8 report recommending Holcomb & Stewart produced,.

Fimare, 8
explains his recommendation, 1383,

Contract No, 23.—Railway ties:

Tzopsau, T. . )
Tet after public competition, 868.
satisfactorily fulfilled, 868.

CoxtRACT No. 24.—Erection of a house:

Taupsav, T.
amount of contract, $3,500, 868,
Fuouing, 8.
instructed, 15th May, 1875, to authorize Hazlewood to enter into
arrangements as above, 1383,

Contrac? No. 25—Railway construction:

TENDERING—

Trupsav, T.
report of engineer, 72.
Pureell lowest tenderer, 72.
tenders opened on day stated in sdvertisement, usual delay of two
R H or three days not accorded, 72.
vax, H.
interested in tender of Brown, Brooks & Ryan, 1220,
not lowest and not accepted, 1220.
contract awarded to Purcell, whom, witness joined, 1220.
Purcell’s tender lower than any other by $100,000, 1239.
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ContrAcT No. 25.—Railway construction—continued.

TENDERIN G-—continued.

Freuing, S.
Purcell lowest tenderer, 1384.
bonus to hasten construction, 1384.
figures oo tender altered, 1384.
explanation of witness's part in transaction, 1386,
respecting increase of bonus and penalty, 1387,
MoLEnNan, R, :

had no communication with contractors Lefore contract awarded,
1536.

ENGINEERING—
SURVEYS.

Fuauxg, 8.
object of surveys to obtain most favourable line irrespective of
soil, 1390.
summer gurveys were made but no boring done, 1390.
how contents of embankments should be paid for, 1391,
these views not of general applicability, 1391.
two and a-half yards of muskeg moved to make one in embank-
ment, 1392.
thinks borrowing might have been resorted to, 1393,
took steps to prevent similar diﬁicult; in future, 1393,
facts as to difference between McLennan’s and Bell’s measurements,
1396.
has not been on ground himself, 1397.
McLexwax, R. .
in winter of 1875-"6 made survey north of Lake Shebandowan, 1534.
profile sent to Ottawa, 15634, )
thinks estimate of quantities based on this, 1535,

CONSTRUCTION.

Trupmavu, T.
estimates considerably exceeded, 73. .
re-measurement ordered, reducing first quantities, 73.
Cappy, J. 8.
position of section when he took charge, 649.
much muskeg, 649,
considerable seitlement of road-bed, 650.
disputes with contractors, 654.
subsidence of embankments, 654.
Ryay, H.
work completed, October, 1879, 1220,
dispute regarding quantities, 1231.
re-measured by L. (i} Bell, excess chiefly in earth and rock, 122.
McLennan made first measurements, 1222.
pihn({; ten times as much as estimated, 1223.
1screpancy due to ignorance of country, location made in
winter, 1223.
shrinkage of embankment, 1224.
increase in off-take ditches, 1224,
changes increased cost but shortened and improved line, 1224.
shrinkage of muskeg, 1225.
could easily have ascertained depth of bogs &c., in winter, 1237,
bog in all cases lying on hard material, 1 2‘1.
allignment is right, 1227, .
reagon for lowering grades and increasing number of ditches, 1228,
road somewhat narrower than specified, 1229,
reason why re-measurements could not be correct, 1230.
no allowance in estimates for muskeg earth, 1245,
Fusumve, 8.
quantities greatly in excess, 1388,
thought at the time information sufficient for letting work, 1388.
natare of soil not understood, 1389,
principles which should guide an engineer as between Government
and contractor, 1631.
principles applied to muskeg question, 1632.

Government should fix price for muskeg material if none in contract,
1633.
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CoxTRaCT No. 26.—Railway construction— continued,

ENGINEERIN G—continued.
CONSTRUCTION—contsnued,

Freming, S.—continued.
sub-section 3 of clause 17 classes muskeg as earth, 1634.
earth measured in excavation, 1636.
thinks muskeg should be measnred in embankment, 1636,
directions to stop further certificates, 1654. . :
on discovering cause of excess, sent instructions to engineers, 16855,
specific instructions to Jennings, 1656.
instructions to measure muskeg in embankment, 1657,
Order-in-Council governing procedure thereafter, 1658.
McLenNay, R. .
quantiti? turned out much larger than estimate, 1536.
made mdterial changes, 1536.
shortened line nearly two miles, 1537.
changes hastened completion of line, 1537.
and decreased cost, 1538.
good deal of muskeg, 1539.
subsidence of muskeg in embankments, 1539,
general sinking of muskeg country when drained, 1540.
gome reasons for discrepancy betweea the two measurements, 1541.
measured material in excavation, 1544,
tunnel of 6515 feet, 1646.
Sy, M.
chief causes of extra cost, 1604.
SurLuir, W. B.
tuanel decided on in 1876, 1614.
ScHeeiBER, C.
beld different views from Fleming as to muskeg measurement, 1772.
must be measured as earth work in excavation, 1772.
substitution of earth for muskeg might have lost two years without
increasing efficiency, 1773.
earth five times the weight of dry muskeg, 1773.
excavation (f muskeg necessary to drain country, 1773,
muskeg ‘“blinded’’ the finest of embankments, 1774.
sinkage vs. shrinkage, 1776
results of re-measurement compatible with correctness of original
measurement, 1776.
MacoxENzig, How. A.
a8 *0 price of tunnelling, 1816.
See Engincering.

ConteacT No. 26.—Construction of engine house :

Tgopeau, T, .
pui)lic competition invited, 933,
awarded 10 lowest tenderer, 933.
work satisfactorily performed, 933.
Fieuing, 8.
immaterial evidence, 1398.

ContrAacT No. 27.—Transportation of rails:

TrupBav, T. .

pui)lic competition invited, 934.
Promixng, S

his evidence herein, 1398,

CoNTRAGT No. 28.—Transportation of rails:

Trupsav, T.
based on an offer from Kittson, 1046.
engineer's recommendation subsequent to Kittson's offer, 1046.

no record of previous communication with Kittson, 1046.
no other competition, 1046.

expenditure included under contract No. 18, 1046,

amount involved and properly chargeable against this eontract,
$143.000, 1047.

amount expended under contracts Nos. 18 and 28, $315,679,62, 1153,

contract No. 18 for 5,000 short tona. 1153.

contract No. 28 not the result of public competition, 1153,
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CortrAcT No. 28.—Transportation of Rails—continued.

Frewing, S.
recommended that provision should be. made for transport May 13th,
1876, but took no further part in this specific arrangement, 1399,
Mackmnzi®, Hon. A. .
cannot say why not subjected to.public competition, 1814.
See Contraet No, 18. .

ContBAOT No. 29.—Railway spikes:

Trupmay, T.
awarded after advertisements and competition, 934.
Fimaye, S.
vritnle::;;9 prepared specifications; no other part in this transaction,

\
ContrAOT No. 30.—Bolts and nuts:

Tuupsavw, T.
contractors, Cooper, Fairman & Co., agents for Robb & Co., 935.
offer accepted without competition, 935.
how contract came to be made, 938,
recommendsd by Fleming, 936.
Paruaw, P. . .
Oooper, Fairman & Oo. had to pay duties, 1197,
contract brought about by letter of Cooper, Fairman & Co., 1198,
cannot remember as to state of markes, 1188.
rice received $101 per ton, 1198.
earned since that bolts and nuts were offered at a lower figure, 1199.
no explanation why Government should accept a higher offer, 1199,
Fueaxe, S.
caanot explain why he recommended this contract, 1399.
thinks it quite likely he did not give it much attention, 1400.
Maoxzxsis, Hon. A. .
made with Cooper, Fairman & Co. without public competition, 1814,
cannot say if steps were taken to get better offer, 1814.

CoNTRACT No. 31.==Bolts and nuts;

Tavpaavu, T.
no public competition, 937.
Oooper, Fairman & Co.’s offer accepted on Fleming’s recommenda~
" tion, 937.
Faruan, F.
offer spontaneous, 1200.
could not say if the market had fallen, 1200.
interview with Minister and Deputy, 1200.
Fremine, 8.
no recollection about it, 1401.
in recommending it no doubt thought the proposal was a reasonable
one, 1401.
Maokanzis, Hoxn. A.
a spontaneous offer, accepted: without public competition. 1814.

CoxtrAcT No. 32.—Railway spikes:

Truprav, T.
public competition invited, 937.
grices varied from $54.95 to $75 per ton, 938,
oo%eatg Fairman & Co.’s tender 6 ots. per ton less than next tender,

FaRuaw, P, -
nggl(;,lhirmsn & Co. offered to supply spikes at price in July, 1878,

cannot explain how be knew that 100 tons were wanted, 1201,

cannot spesk as 1o relative prices in July, 1876, and January, 1877,

soon after tendered at $54.95 inatead of $57, 1202.

Pillow, Hersey & Oo. tendered at $85, 1202,

Cooper, Fairman & Oo. often worked with them, 1203.

cannot recollect detaile, 1203, .

Frzuisa, S. .

a3 to Oooper, Fairman & Co.’s letter of 19th July received before

tenders were invited, witness eannot explain, 1401,
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ContrAcT No. 32 A.—Engineers’ houses:

TENDERING—
TrupEaAU, T.
lot bge ;;nblic competition through Hazlewood on Fleming’s authority,.

no record of other authority, 964.
~ expenditure, $17,730, 864. v
Fumaneg, S.
Hazlewood had general authority, 1402.

COONSTRUCTION—
Teooeay, T.
explanation as to excess of price, certain materials burnt, M. Smith's
recommendation as to delaying ereotion, 990:
\
ContrACT No. 33.—Railway construction :

TrupRav, T.
Kavanagh's tender the lowest, 56.
contractors failed to execute the work ; taken out of their hands, 66.
subseguently done by days’ work, 5% i
Rowan, J. H.
ordered to.take work out of contractors’ hands and complete by
da’lya' labour, 749,
Kavaxaen, T. ]
witness's the lowest tender; contract offered to him, 835.
artoer objected to by chi:enzie, 836.
: ur%l;g & Upper took contract at hig figures, witness consenting,

farther evidence, 840.
MaopoxNaLp, A. P.

about Kavanagh's relations with Falardeau, 981.
Freming, 8.

contract entered into during. witness's absence, 1402,

ContrAcT No, 34.—Transportation of rails:

TrUDEAU, T.
let by public competition, 956.
transportation from Fort William included in this contract in
Fleming’s report of 1879, improperly so placed, 957.

the g,m;%%tors were the same, the North-West Transportation
0., 957.

that work let without public competition, 957.

Fort William to Emerson, $18; same price as from Kingston, 965.

‘"“;5?[‘1865"’96%" correspondence authorized by Minigter, amount

21,864, 966, 4 mou

kunows no reason why it should beincluded under contract No. 34, 966,
CAMPBELL, G.

iwenty years’ experience freighting, 1119.

$1.50 gross ton fair rate from Fort William to Duluth, 1120.

1873 to 1879 cheap years, 1120.

_witness’s line carried mails on Lake Superior in 1874 and 1875, 1120,

in fall of 1878 Collingwood line available in competition on Lake

Superior, 1120.

furtber evidence as to prices of Lake Superior freight, 1121—1135.
Fimane, S:

knows very little about it, 1403.
Mackanzie, Hown. A,

does not remember the facts, 1816,

ContracT No. 36.—Railway spikes:

Tauprav, T.
spikes made at Montreal, 957.
other tenders would have been lower minus daty, 967—958.
duty always considered in foreign tendeérs, 958.
Faguaxw, V.
5 cts, lower than the next highest tender, 1203.
ot the result of departmeutal information, 1203.
Fremine, 8.
nothing to do with it, 1403,
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‘CONTRACT No, 36.—Railway ties:

Trupsav, T.
tenders opened by Nixon, 57.
management left to Marcus Smith, 58.
considers Nixon made proper selection, 58. .
Robinson's tender accepted by Order-in-Council, 58.
delays in execution, 58.
contract taken out of contractor’s hands, 58.
Rowan, J. H,
Robinson failed to perform his contract, T49.

“CoNTRACT No. 37.—Railway construction :

TENDERING—

Trupeau, T.
submitted to public competition, 993.
work authorized by Order-in-Council, 2nd September, 1878, 993,
let to lowest tenderers, Heney & McGreevy, 993.
no report by engineer, 994.

ENGINEERING—

Suarm, J. N.
became a partner with Government’s consent, 949.
work stopped by Government, 950.
nature of claim against Government, 950.
actual outlay $100,000, 951.
loss of contemplated profits, 951.
Trupzau, T.
work stopped by Orders-in-Council, 995.
date, 26th J: ul{, and 14th August, 1879, 995.
contractors’ alleged claim under consideration, 995.
McGreevy withdrew and Heney took other partners, 996.

TUPPER, SIR CHARLES.
reasons for cancelling the contract, 1375.

“ContRACT No. 38.—Neebing Hotel :

Trupmav, T.
competition invited and lowest tender accepted ; amount involved,
' $3,400, 938.
Freuivg, 8.
not in Canada at the time, 1402.

“ConrtracT No. 39.—Transportation of rails :

Truppav, T.

Eublic competition invited, 958.
raun telegraphs Robson, Victoria, to advertise for tenders, 13th
June, 1878, 973.
Order-in-Council passed 13th July, 974.
letter from Robsor, 19th June, suggesting extension of time as
likely to lower offers, 974,
no record as to any consideration of this, 974.
work stopped 31st (ctober, 974.
rails not then required at Yale, 974,
¥ not!sxing to show whether weig‘xt of ton was considered or not, 975,
LEMING, S.

not in Carada at the time, 1402,
‘ConTrAOT No. 40.—Engine house :

Trupzav, T.

public competition invited, 973.

Gouin & Co. lowest tenderers, 973.
authorized by Order-in-Counecil, 973.
satisfactorily completed, 973,

explains extras under this contract, 991.
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CoxTrAOT No. 41.—Railway construction :

TENDERING—
TrupEaAU, T.
submitted to public competition after advertising, 75.
time for receiving tenders extended twice, 76.
lowest tender, Marks & Conmee, 76.
correspondence as to Purcell and others being admitted, 76.
this correspondence subject of & return to the House, 76.
two-fold condition as to time of completion, 77.
po difficulty with contractors, 77.
Chief Engineer's report of tenders 40 and 41 produced, 78.
Bowig, A.
one of the sureties of Charlebois & Co., 1142.
took no part in arriving at prices, 1143.
R nﬁl aware of any information having been given by officers, 1144,
van, H.
witness’s tender not the lowest, 1231.
work awarded to Marks & Conmee, 1231.
whom witness joined, 1231.
no Government influence, 1232.
Murke’ prices in some cases very low, 1232.
utilization of plant the main inducement to join contractors, 1239.
TupPER, Sir CHARLES
Marks & Conmee lowest on A, not sufficient financial standing, 1264.
ssked if they could strengthen themselves, 1264.
no suggestion a8 to acceptable names, 1265. -
. Marks & Conmee bore loss arising from their errors in tendering, 1275,
Freuing, S.
time extended to obtain more accurate quantities, 1403.
separate tenders lower than combined, 1404.
recommended that tenders for short periods should not be entew--
tained, 1405.
would have preferred letting combined sections to men of known
capacity, 1406.
does not recollect objecting to pecuniary standing of Marks & Conmee,
1410.
no recollection of converaations with Purcell & Ryan, 1410.
pointed out to Minister mistake in tender and suggested contractors
should be informed of it, 1411.
Minister insisted on theirexecuting contractaccording to ténder, 1411.
after the experience on contract No. 26, no special provisions made as to
muskeg country, 1412.

ENGINEERING—
Cappy, J. S. .
witnegs's opinion a8 to contractor#’ prices, 655.
about muskeg earth, 655,
inconsistent prices, 656.
deviations result in clay inatead of rock, 657.
RYu’ H. Py
allignment considerably changed, 1234.
ckanges will save $300,000, 1234,
made by Bell and Middleton in 1879, 1234.
FreuiNg, 8. . . .
instructions to Jenningsand others as to measuring muskeg earth, 1414,
pressed importance of despatch on Minister, 1418.
See Engineering.
ContrAcT No. 42.—Railway construction :
TENDERING -
Taupsavy, T,
usual public competition, 78.
same advertisement as contract No. 41, 78.
similarly reported to the House, 78.
lowest tender, Morse, Nicholson & Marpole, 78.
who with:lrew their tender, 78.
second lowest, Andrews, Joues & Co., 8.
who failed to make deposit, 78. .
third lowest and suceeufurtender Fraser, Grant & Pitblado, 79.
a8 to introduction of new names, ’19.
no disputes between contractors and Department, 80.
Chief Engineer's report of tenders for 40 and 41 produced, 80..
respectinli irregular tenders, 80.
none lower than tender accepted, 81.
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B

ConTrACT No. 42.—Railway construction-—continued.

TENDERING—continued.

Frasme, J. H.

of Fraser, Grant & Pitblado, 247.

firm put in tenders for sections A and B and one for the whole, 248.

contract first awarded to Nicholson, Morse & Co., 248.

who were negotiating for their security when witness first became
acquainted with them, 249.

supposed that: Andrews, Jones & Co. got eight days to put up their
-deposit,*250.

Manning wanted to take an interest, 351.

terms agreed dpon, 362, .

understood from one of Manning's firm that Andrews, Jonea & Co.
would fail to put up security, 252.

thinks Andrews, Jones & Co. had ample time to furnish security had
they wished, 258.

Fraser, Grant & Co. sold out to Manning, Shields & McDonald, 256.

first intimation of Clope’s interest, 643,

witneas not:priv{ t0 arrangement, 644.

-general impression that Andrews, Jones & Co. would not put up
seourity, 644.

McDoxatp, J. J.

of ‘the firm of Manning, Shields & ‘McDonald, 299,

joined Fraser, Grant'& Co., the contractors, 209,

arrangements provisionally made before contract was let, 299.

subsequently bought-out Fraser, Grant & Co., 803.

respecting arrangement with P. G. Olase, ove of Morse & Co.’s bonds-
men, 303,

respecting information gained about tenders, 304.

respecting amount promised to Chapleau, 305.

bistory of this arrangement, 308.

Snunm} J.
of the firm of Manning & Oo., 307.
umug;ments with Fraser, Grant & Co., also with P. G. Close,
307—313.
witness’s withdrawal from the firm, with sabstitution of his father,
313.
Manwise, A. .
became interested with Fraser, Grant & Pitblado, 496,
did no; become interested with them urctil after they got the contract,
497.
merely entered into it to help other people, 497.
took very little gsrt in the negoﬁa'ﬁgl. 497,
 a matter of indifference to witness, 497.
1o recollection of Fraser & Co.’s letter of 29th February, addressed
to Minister of Public Works, suggesting an amalgamation, 499.
-CrarLaav, 8. E.8r1. 0.
practice of Department, 850.
transaction-with-MeDonald, 8532.
with Smith, 8563.
use of patent, 8656 .
See bhaplaau; Influencing ClerRks.
Swmirm, J. N. )
oarriés on bueiness in New York, 938,
vigited Ottawa as intending surety, 938.
aubs;ggent negotiations with Andrews, Jones & Go. as'topacivemiip,

their promise to put up security without: proper-fosndation, 941.
does not remember Chapleau’s arranjenient as to telegraphing, 842.
moneyéd men at witness's back refused to entertain the project, 942
refassl ohiefly due to itamrinent Yreaking up of winter, 943.
relations with Ohaplean, 947.
never any talk as to Ohaplean’s partnership, 948.
Goopwiy, J. )
tendered unsuccessfully for Q?wons A and B, 1005,
neégotigtions with ﬁdmw_g, Jones.& Co., 1006.
finally declined to join them, 1
HageasT, J.,,"M.P. o
%mad%' enc%ilrey-u to alleged Hamte'in passing over Andrews, Jones &
. ‘0o, 1016,
gives ex'plauation offered to him, which he deemed satisfactory, 1016.
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<Contracr No. 42.—Railway construction—eontinued.

TENDERIN G—continued.

Mors», G. D
witness’s firm tendered for A and ‘B w#eparately, and collectively
nader O, 1048.
B awarded, 1049.
withdrew from offer, 1049.
negotiations with.Close and Shields, 1051.
lowest separate tenders less than their combined tender, 1052,
proposition tojoin next highest tender, 1053. .
agreement made before withdrawing, 1654.
evidence as to deposits, 1055
not all put up within the time, 1056.
negotiations with F. Shanly, 1057,
March bth, notified contract awarded to Fraser, 1058,
negotiations with Olose, 1060.
Marrorn, R. .
of Morse, Nicholson & Marpole, 1063.
other partners interested, 1063,
pegotiations with Close and Shields, 1064.
tendered for sections B and C, 1085.
tender for B not conditional, 1066.
relative position of tenders known, 1066.
known immediately sfter tenders in, 1067.
believes t.l;g}l lShielda bad no advantage over others as to informa-
tion, . :
witnens disagreed with partners a8 to prices, 1073.
Shields advised lower priees, 1072.
Fleming and Smith said prices too low, 1073.
before declining contract arranged with next higheat tender, 1074,
when Jones and Smith-left Ottawa expected they woul’d put up
gecurity, 1075.
oot az%re that Smith's decision depended on others in New York,
1075.
a8 to delays in Rutting up security, 1076,
hardly expected extengion, 1077.
notice of contract being awarded to Fraser before entire deposit
was made, 1077,
conditional arrangements with ¥. Shanly, 1078.
thinks no just complaint can be made, 1079.
agreement with Olose modifiea, 1084.
Boultbee not personally interested, 1084.
not aware of any berefit to Member of Parliament or official, 1084.
McOomNMicE, A. ‘
undefined interest in Morse & Co.’s tender, 1079.
gre‘sent during negotiations with 8hields and Close, 1080.
oultbee's relations thereto, 1080. .
infoxix&;c’l Minister that only-the combined sections woald be accepted,
reasons why notification not given in writing, 1083.
NicsoLsoy, F.
‘of Morse & Co., 1088.
made no tender for A separately, 1085.
tender for section B wholly nnconditional, 1086,
notified %83} February that section B was awarded to witness’s firm,

.declined contract, 1087,

agreement with Andrews, Jones & Co. produced, 1088.

communicated substance of arrangement to Minister, but withheld
certain information, 1090.

difference between witness’s tender and that of Andrews, Jones & Co.,
8448;47;6. 1091.

neiﬂ;:r Smith nor Jones in Ottaws, between 26th February and 5th

arc

h, 1091.
'“"fgg'. fetter respecting security, dated 5th March, not correct,

agreomient with Close and Shietds produced, 1093,
led to believe that they could ob! contract, though not the loweat
tender&r;; consideration mientfoned in agreement not the real
one, 1095. :
Close signed and acted:for himself and Shields jointly, 1095.
negotiations leading to modification of agreement with Olose, 1096.
heard Chapleau's name mentioned as possible participant, 1099.
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ContrACT No. 42.—Railway construction—continued.
TENDERING—continued.

NicHOLSON, F.—continued.

original figures in tender B reduced at Shields’ suggestion, 1099.

witness lost all fuith in Shields’s influence or reliability, 1100,

capacit; in which Macdougall acted, 1101.

witness’s firm never offered to sell or received any money, 1102.

telegraphic correspondence respecting Audrews, Jones & Co.’srefusal
to proceed, 1298.

telegraphic correspondence as to security, 1299.

second $100,000 not deposited when contract awarded to Frager, 1301,

Crosg, P. G.

retired from the grocery business, 1160.

in January, 1879, Morse asked witness to become surety, 1160.
Morse wanted a surety known to Government. 1160.
compensation, & commission on tender, 1161.
reasons why witness's name strengthened tender, 1162,
witness never undertook to secure any improper advantage for

Morse, 1162.

made no effort to influence Government, 1163.

knows nothing of any message sent by McOormick, 1165.

Shields negotiated all arrangements, 1165.

after Morse & Co. were out, arranged for interest in section B with
Manning, 1166.

no arrangement with them till6th March, 1166.

had discussed matters with Shields before withdrawing from Andrews,
Jones & Co., 1167.

final interview with Morse, 1168.

agreement with Shields stipulates witness shall not be surety for-

Morse, 1168. .

reasons for this proviso, 1169.

no negotiation with any Minister in reference to contracts A, B, or O,
1170,

TupPER, Six CHARLES. .

deliperations as to advisability of asking for tenders separately or
togetber, 1261.

no step taken without consulting colleagues, 1262.

tenders for C slightly in excess of A and B, 1262.

would, however, have been considered if from a firm of sufficient
strength, 1263.

Ohief Engineer would not recommend Morse & Co. for whole work,

tenders for separate sections adopted, 1264.

no intimation of Morse & Co.’s intended withdrawal, until their
letter declining contract received, 1265, 1273.

winter passing rendered disporal of tenders urgent, 1265.

Fleming reported loss of & week might mesn a whole year, 1265.

passed to next tender, 1265.

time for Andrews, Jones & Co. to qualify fixed at three days, 1266.

short time justified by their letter of 6th February, 1266.

no knowledge of arrangement of Morse & Co. with Shields and
Close, 1268.

Manning's probable assuciation with Fraser known before contract
awarded, 1268.

practically Andrews, Jones & Co. had eight days to deposit, 1269.

approved of Andrews, Jones & Co. strengthening the firm through:
Goodwin, 1269

Thot{:zglsoon’s desposit not available as against Andrews, Jones & Co.,

believes 1;371;110 improperly benefitted by letting contract to Frager &
. . :
when negotiating as to deposits never suspected Andrews, Jones &
Co. had retired, 1373.
no contingent promises to any tenderers, 1373.
long period tenders adopted after careful consideration, 1273.
argu;g?:t 88 to further delays in passing Andrews, Jones & Oo.,

MacpoNaLp, How. J. :
no improger influence, 1293.



INDEX. 1865

—
—

ConTrACT No. 42.—Railway constraction—continued.

TENDERING—continued.

Popr, Hox. J H.
transfer from Fraser to Manning made during witness’s temporary
administration, 1302,
security not weakened thereby, 1303.
FremiNG, S.

Morse, Nliz})nzlson & Marpole lowest for sections 41 and 42 combined,

lowest for section 42, 1404,
lower than next tenderer by $700,000, 1406.
witness recommended acceptance of other thar lowast tenders, 1403.
recommendation not adopted, 1405, 1408.
advised against giving Morse & Co. the whole work, 1407.
satisfied they could not carry it on, 1408.

did not believe they could do work on contract 42 for pricein
tender, 1409.

recommended Fraser, Grant & Co., 1409.

tendere;s were allowed to take position according to their rights,
1410.

information to tenderers as to muskegs, 1413,

open queetion a8 to whether muskeg should be used in embankments,
1414.

knew Fraser and Pitblado and formed a high opinion of them as
contractors, 1415.

no recollection of any pressure in favour of his recommendation of
them, 1416.

time of great importance, 1416.

ENGINEERING—

Manxing, A,
difficnlties encountered, character of country, cost of moving supplies,
502

fifteen hundred men employed, 503.
immense fills, 503. i
witness’s information derived from others he not having been on the
ground, 503.
Jennixes, W T.
a8 to economy made on the line in this section, 793.
Topres, Sik OHARLES.
estimates based with greatar accuracy than heretofore, 1272.
reduction effected by re-location, 1272.
ScaremBer, C.
inspected this contract December, 1879, 1767,
general location settled, 1767.
made slight deviations, 1767.
saved thereby $600,000 to $700,000, 1768.
found work progressing satisfactorily except a8 to time, 1768.
thinks a total saving of $1,600,000 hasbeen made on contract 42, 1768,

of which $650,000 is absolutely saved and $850,000 the result of
modified design, 1769.

See Engineering ; Influencing Clerks.
ConTrAcT No. 43.—Operating Pembina Branch:

Treoeav, T. .

lease for operating Pembina Branch ‘cancelled by Order-in-Oouncil,
28th January, 1850, 89, 1087. ’

no public competition, 1047,

first document recorded, an offar from Upper, 1047.
reported on by Fleming 3rd March, 1879, 1047.
authorized by Order-in-Couneil, 13th March, 1879, 1047.

claim of contractors under consideration, 1048.

ConTRAcTs Nos. 414 T0 47.—Steel rails, &e. :

Teupgau, T.
competition invited by letter, 959.
time for delivery 13th August, 1879, 959.
ordered through Reynolds as agent, 960.

method of inviting competition dizcussed between Engineer and
Minister, 960.

58*
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ContracTs Nos, 44 170 47.—Steel Rails, &c.—continued.

ToUrpPER, SR CHARLES.
course pursued as to purchase of rails, 1278,
Fieming, S. .
how contracts Nos. 44 to 46 came to be made, price £4]191. to £5
delivered in Montreal, 1419.
report of 17th June, 1879, showing necessity for rails, 1419.
' Reynolde’s arrangements satisfactory, 1419.

CoNtrAcT No. 48.—Railway construction :
TENDERING—

TruDEAU, T.
let by public competition after advertisement, 82.
tenders received to 18t August, 1879, 82.
lowest tenderer, Hall, 83.
Hall not prepared to deposit, himself doubtful about fiading capital, 84.
Hall retires; his deposit returned, 85.
under Order-in-Council, 86.
Ryan's tender $46,190 more than Hall's, 85.
tenders produced, 569.
Rraw, J.
contractor for first 100 miles west of Winnipeg, 476.
Hall a lower tenderer than witness, 476,
knew nothing of relative positions of tenders till contract was let, 477.
no negotiations with other tenderers, 477.
HagGart, J., M. P
no interest with Ryan, or any other Government contractor, 1017,
Porg, Hon. J, H.
tender awarded on witness's recommendation, 1302.
Hall declined contract; prices too low, 1202,
FLEMING, S.
Smellie reported against Hall, 1420.
Hall’s letter of withdrawal produced, 1420.
SkeLus, W. B
reasons for reporting against Hall, 1421.
Hall did not express any dissatisfaction, 1432.

ENGQINEERING—

Trupzav, T.
some fault found as to progress made ; reagons of delay under
investigation, 87.
Rrax, J.
contract let August, 1879, 477.
half to7be finished in eight mouths, the whole by 19th August, 1880,
. 477,
some delay in location, 478.
bulk price $£600.000, without fencing and with half ballast, 478.
change in the mode of building, 479.
track located only from twenty to forty miles ahead of track-layers, 479.
ties laid on the prairie, and ballasy put in instead of earth exca-
vation, 479.
process approved by Schreiber, 479.
road-bed improved and cost not materially increased, 480.
corres;wndenoe with Department relative to this change, 480.
rate of progress five miles a week, 481.
seven stations on line, 481,
Rowan, J. H.
delays in locating were due to extreme wetness of season, 750.
contractor claims that ballasting is more costly than grading, 750,
witness prefers to offer no opinion thereon, 751.
Drope’s discharge autborized by Schreiber, 811.
Witneas's relations with Murdoch, 832-823.
Mcrpocn, W.
in June, 1879, locating contract 48, 805.
size of pariy twenty-two, 805.
. completed 1st September, 808
witness removed to take charge of contract 66, 806.
as to Drope's iuspection of ties, 88,
certain instructior.s by Chief Engineer disapproved by witness, but
notwithstanding carried out, 8i7.
censured by Chbief Engineer for doing so, 818.
respecting his treatment by Rowan, 818.
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ConTrACT No. 48.—Railway construction—continued.

ENGINEERING—continued.

Droes, T.
complaint as to bis discharge, 810.

FLEMING, 8.
respecting delay in location of the line, 1423.
Ryan urged to proceed at once, 1423.
temporary riekt of way granted by city of Winnipeg, 1424,
thinks line was located faster than Ryan could proceed, 1425.
surveys not required fur this section, country being flat, 1426.
rails laid on ground and then ballasted, 1426.

ConTrACT No. 49.—Station buildings :

TacoEAv, T. .
submitted to public competition, and contract awarded to lowest
tender, 59. X
cost limited to & maximum sum, in contraet, 59.
completed to satisfaction of Department, 60.

Conrracr No. 50.— Railway spikes :

Trupeavu, T. .
public competition ; lowest tender accepted, 975.
delivery satisfactory, 976.

ContracT No. 51,—Fish-plates, bolts, &e :

- Tgrupeau, T.
contract based on Jowest tender after competition, 976.
articles supplied of Canadian manufacture, 976.
delivery satisfactory, 976.

ContrACT No. 52.—Transportation of rails :

Teuomay, T.
competition invited by circular, 992.
Beatty had previously tendered, 992.
let to the lowest offer, 992,
FreMmixg, S. o
suggested inviting tenders by circular, 1427.
lowest tender accepted, 1427.

CoNnTrACTS Nos. 53 To 55.—Steel rails :

Tauprav, T. e
public competition invited by advertisement. 997,
procured from lc west available tenderers, 997.
Order-in-Council 13th June, 1879, authorizing purckase, passed on
Chief Kngincer's report, 997.
Erioes, £4168. to 45 b3 , 998.
is’oogl( of negotiations, 999,
Revyxoros, T. .
h'leniglog. telegraphed in 1879, authorizing witness to receive tenders,

mode of inviting competition, 1004.
lowest offer accepted, 1004.
TCPPER, Sig CHARLES
course pursued as to purchase of rails, 1275.
colleagues and Chief Engineer in accord, 1276.
all purchased from lowest available tenderers, 1277.
no benefit accrued to any Member of Parliament or other person than
contractors, 1277.
FLEMING, 8.
pressed on Minister necessity for rails, 1428.
adverticed in English papers, 1428. '
tenders opened by Finance Miniater in presence of Sir J. Rose and
witness, 1428. B .
50,000 tons ordered, of which 11,000 were for Intercolonial (Rivi¢re dn
Loup), 1429,
respecting Wallace's tender, 1430. A
lowest tendersinvariably accepted, tofull extent parties would farnish,
431.

58y*
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Contract No. 56.—Iron bridge: ~

Trupzavu, T. .
amount of contract, $1,400, 996.
let to lowest tenderer after competition, 996.
recommended by Fleming’s report, 24th November, 1879, 996,
work not yet complete, 996.
FLEMING, S.
lowest tender accepted, 1432.
satisfactorily erected, 1432,

Conrtract No. 57.—Railway frogs, &e. :

Trupeav, T.
no competition, patent having been adopted, 996.
recommended 11th November, 1879, by Chief Engineer, 996.
Order-in-Council confirming, 996.
cost $12,000, contract fulfilled, 997.

Freming, 8.
frogs previously got from the Kingston Penitentiary, 1432.
offered by the Truro company at a lower rate, 1432.
a better article for a less price, 1433.
no influence to prevent public competition, 1433.

LCoNTRACT No. 58.—Iron turn-tables:

TrupEAU, T.
tenders invited by circular, 1154,
contract let to lowest tenderer, 1164.
Fremixe, S.
tenders invited by circular, 1433.
the loweet offer accepted, 1434. .
advertising would have been too expensive, 1434.

LContracr No. 59.—Railway ties:

Rurrax, H. N.
Whitehead, Ryan and witness contracted to deliver 100,000 ties in
the spring of 1850, 35.
difficulties with Rowan as to culling, 35.
Trupzav, T.
contract has been fulfilled, 87.
Ryaw, J.
witness & partner in contracting firm, 483.
FremiNG, 8.
instructed Rowan tu receive tenders; the lowest accepted, 1435.

ContrACT No. 60,—Railway construction :

TENDERING=

Macpowarp, A. P.
lowest tenderer on sections A and C, 982.
contract transferred to Onderdonk for a consideration, 982.
one contractor baving the four sections would have an advantage of
15 or 20 per cent. over several, 983.
McRas, W.
interested with A. P. Macdonald end others, 1067,
tenders made out at the Windsor Hotel, Montreal, 1068.
asgigned to Onderdonk, 1068.
Onderdonk’'s view of the transaétion, 1069.
the corcentration of work an advantage to contractor, 1069,
Tropeau, T.
ublic competition invited by advertisement, 1184,
leming’s report of 22nd November, 1879, produced. 1155.
witness narrates circumstances attending the opening of tenders,
1156.
refers to certain irregular tenders, 1156. L
Order-in-Council of 22nd December, 1879, authorizing transfer to
+  QOnderdonk, produced, 1158.
witness thinks it better that large works should be placed with one
cortractor if feasible, 1158.
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ContracT No. 60.—Railway construction—continued.

TENDERING—continued,

Tuprer, Siz CHARLES.
reasons for inviting British Columbia tenders separately and subise-
quent amalgamation, 1287.
Onderdork how and when introduced, 1289, .
nature of the syndicate represented by D. O. Mills, 1289,
Mies, D. O.
tenders of Onderdonk authorized by syndicate, 1297.
no preconcerted arrangement with other tenderers, 1297.
Government security improved by transfer, 1298.
FLEMING, S.
on receiving report from Edmonton respecting Peace River route
an Order-in-Council was passed a opting Burrard Inlet ané
tenders for sections 60 to 63 invited, 1436.
D. McDonald & Co’s tender, the lowest, was accepted, 1437.

CONSTRUCTION—

s, D. O.
u ’ one of the syndicate, 1296,
work progressing as demanded by contract, 1296.
how syndicate became interested. 1297.
economy the result of centralization, 1297,
See Engineering.

Contracr No. 61.—Railway construction:

Suirg, J. N. . . .
was interested with others in this tender, 932.
sold his third interest 1o Onderdonk for $31,500, 953.
aware of no improper influences, 934.
expected to get all sections, 954,
better for all that they should be in the same hands, 935.
gaving in labour, 956.
economy in machinery, 955.
opinion based on thirty years experience, 935.
Macdougall interested only professionally, 955.
GoopwiIN, J. .
tendered for sections A, B, C and D, 1008.
lowest tender on B, 1009,
in company with Purceil, Ryan and others, 1009,
contract awarded and sold to Oaderdonk, 1009.
witness's firm received $100,000, 1009,
delay in acknowledging Onderdonk, 1010.
advantage of concentrating work in single management, 1011
no intention of selling out when tendering, 1209.
TrupEAU, T. .
puablic competition invited, 1204.
tenders opened 20th November, 1879, 1204.
lowest tender accepted, 1205.
tﬁansferred to Onderdonk, 10th February, 1830, 1205.
Rvay, H.
interested in section B with Purcell and others, 1235.
no understanding with Onderdonk prior to award, 1235.

Government refused to allow transfer before contract, 1236.
& voluntary transfer, 1237.

reasons for acqniescence, 1237,

no improper information or advantage, 1238.

one contractor more economical thar many, 1238.

special necessity for ceniralization, 1238,
FrLEmiNg, S.

contract based on lowest tender, 1438.

Bee Engineering,

ContracT No. 62.—Railway construction :

TRrUDEAT, T.
contract awarded to lowest regular tenderer, 1207.
contracts 60 to 63 inclusive, transferred to a syndicate by Order-in-
Council, 1207,
Fusuing, 8.
given to lowest tenderer, 1439.
took no part in transfer to Onderdonk, 1439.
See Engineering.
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ConrtracT No. 63.—Railway construction :

Kavavagy, T.
tendered for section D, 838.
transferred to Onderdonk, 839.
does not remember anything about it, 83Y.
turther as to what he does not remember, 840.
Kavaxaes, J.
tendered for section D, 1018,
no krowledge how figures were made up, 1019.
sold to Onderdonk, 1020.
witness sole negotiator with Onderdonk, 1020.
no experience in contracting, 1021.
TRUDEAU, T.
awarded to Kavanagh the lowest tenderer, 1208. .
respecticg extension of time approved by Order-in-Council, 1208,
TrerPer, SIR CHARLKS.
why time granted to Kavanagh, 1290,
distinction between this matter and Andrews, Jones & Co., 1291.
Department sustained in this extension by Order-in-Council, 1292,
FreMing, S.
contract let to the lowest of eleven tenderers, 1439.
took no part in transfer, 1439.
results of the transfer favourable to the public, 1440.
better for the public that one strong firm should have the whole work,

work let at very low prices, 1441.
See Engineering.

ContrACcT No. 64.—DBridge over Red River:

Ryan, J.
sum involved, $7,350, 481.
duly completed and paid for, 481.
TrupEAU, T.
public competition invited, 1209,
contract let to lowest tenderer, 1210.
work completed, 1210,
FLEmING, S.
how the work was undertaken, 1441.
contract based on lowest tender, 1412. :

ContRACT No. 65.—First-class passenger cars:

Truprav, T.
ublic competition invited, 1210,
owest tender accepted, 1210.
Fuzamaxg, 8
contract given to lowest tenderer, 1442.

ContrAacT No. €6,—Railway construction :

TENDERING—

Trubkav, T.
report of tenders produced, 87.
contract let to lowest tenderer, 87,
MoTavism, G. L., 488.
coutract signed in absence of witness, 487.
to be completed 31st December, 1881, 487,
the non-completion of the first 100 miles a serious drawback, 488,
no claim on Government on that account, 488.
CHarPLEAD, 8. E. St. 0.
never assisted Bowie, 860.
Bowis, A.
tendered with others for this contract, 1144.
difference of opinion as to prices, 1145.
general conversations with Chapleau, 1146,
Ences of Geo. Bowie’s tender diminished about $9,000 or $_10,000, 1147.
iholson & Marpole’s tender about $10,000 hig.l:le‘r than witness, 1147,
effect of changes to make tender $389 lower t! Marpole's, 1148,
witness's information to Geo. McTavish, 1148.
witness sold out to Bowie & McTavish, 1148.
never alleged that he had disbursed sums for information, 1149.
as to security put up, 1149,
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ContracT No. 66.—Railway construction—continued.

TENDERIN G-—continued.

Taupzav, T.
Engineer’s report on tenders produced, 1212.
awarded to Bowie & Oo.; Geo. McTavish added to firm under Order-
in-Council, 22nd May, 1880, 1312.
FLEMiNG, S.
based on lowest tender, 1442.
location not approved by witness; gives his reasons, 1443.

ENGINEERING—

MurpocH, W.
in charge of location, 814.
party: twenty-one, 814,
ready for contractors 9th July, 815,
found favourable line, 815. :
See Engineering.

ConrracT No. 67.—Box and platform cars:

TrupEav, T.
contractors were lowest tenderers for platform cars, 1211.
Simoan Peters $5 lower for box cars, Eut could not furnish quantity
required and withdrew, 1211, :
public competition invited, 1211.
FLeMine, 8.
confirms Trudeau's evidence, 1444,

ContrACT No. 68,—Postal and baggage cars:

TrupEav, T. .
public competition invited, 1211.

FLemING, S. .
contract given to lowest tenderer, 1444.

ContrAcT No. 69.—Transportation of rails:

TrUDEAT, T.
not a formal contract, 1213,

authorized by Order-in-Council on Chief Engineer's report, 1213
Fuesing, 8.

explanation why competition was not invited, 1445.

the arrangement a desirable one, 1445,

CoxtracT No. 70.—Transportation of rails:

TroDEAU, T. i
public competition invited, 1212.
let to lowest tenderer, Henry Beatty, 1212.
piices compared with contract No. 34, 1213,
FLeumg, S. .
witness had nothing to do with this, 1445.

CoxntraoT No. 71.~Iron bridge:
Trupeavy, T.
let to lowest tenderer, 1214.
Frrumise, 8
confirms Trudeau’s evidence, 1445.
‘Coxtracrs Nos. 72 10 '76.—
TaupEavy, T.
advertised and let since date of Commission, 1314.
ContrACcT No. 77.—Wire fencing :
Trupeav, T. :
report of tenders produced, 1214.
ConrrACTS, SysTEM OF LETTING :’
Bee System of Letting Conlracts.
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Coorer, Farrvan & Co.:

CoOPER, JAMES:

Cox & GREEN:

See Contracts Nos. 8, 11, 17, 20, 21, 29, 30, 32, 35; Steel Rails.

purchase of rails, tendering, 915.
contract No. 8, 915.

No. 11, 918. .

No. 15, Fraser & Grant-Whitehead partnership, 924,
relations of C. Mackenzi2 with Cooper, Fairman & Co., 919.
alleged improper iufluence, 925.

See Ccntracts Nos, 8, 9 and 10.

OROSSEN, JAMES:

See Contract No. 65.

CrossiNG ReEp RIvER:

Cross LAKE:

Currig, D. S.:

See Red River Crossing.
See Contracts Nos, 14, 15; Engineering.

Nixon’s paymaster-and-purveyorship, 576, 579.

Davipsown, Josern :

contract No. 4, 1125.

DrPARTMENT oF RAILWAYS AND CANALS:

Trroeavu, T.
Deputy Minister, 1. .
connection with Canadian Pacific Railway since commence-
ment, 1.
next in control to Minister, 1. L.
- Pacific staff special and distinct as to engineering, not as to account-
ing, 1.
accountant : James Bain, 2.
accounts by double entry, 2.
no periodical report by accountaut to Deputy, 2.
Fleming financially responsible from inception ull 1875, 2,
subsequently system changed, 2.
Flemin ’fs %aymasters: Wm. Wallace, Geo. Watt, and subsequently
Radford, 2. :
Watt’s accounts were audited by T. Taylor, and reported satisfac-
tory, except as to vouchers, 2.
all orders should proceed from Minister, 3.
generally given verbally, and noted, 3.
copies of Orders-in-Council affecting railway are sent to the Depart-
ment and recorded, 3.
preliminary explorations discussed by Minister and Fleming, 3.
Chief Engineer appointed 5th May, 1871, 3.
en%iueering staff appointed by Minister, 4.
Palmer in charge ot accounts from 1873 to 1875, 12.
tenders usually referred to Engineer for a report, 38.
verbal explanations not allowed to modify tender, unless the docu-
ment susceptible ot such explanation in itself, 38.
Minister saw all reports of Chief Engineer, 38. L
where Engineer declines to recommend a course, it is adopted
without his responsibility, 38.
how far change in tender affects eligibility of tender, 43.
not the practice of the Department to initial alterations in the
tenders, T4.
corrects previous evidence a8 to decisions of Minister being invariably
. recorded, 1817.
instances to the contrary, 1817.
Fiemixg, S.
remarks on appointment of officers, 1685,
a private compauy could accomplish work more efficiently, 1686.
discontinuance of witness's connection with the railway and corres-
poudence relating ‘thereto, 1686—1700.
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DEPARTMENT OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS —continued.

Bravuw, F.
Secretary of the Department, 1753,
. alwaysacted on icstroctions, 1753.
. communicated by Minister or Deputy, 1753. .
register of letters received-and sent, 1754.
practice in respect of receiving, opening and custoly of tenders,.
1756—1759, 1765,
Scazmipes, O.
Chief Engiueer gince 20th May, 1880, 1767.
Superintending Engineer since 17th September, 1879, 1767,
remembers no record of any estimate of the cost of & section before
. offering for tender, 1780.
of engineering accounts, 1781.
See Appointments.

DEPOSITIONS : _
Sce Gamsbdy; Moberly ; Nizon ; Schreiber.

Dickson, RICHARD:
See Contract No. 49.

Dominrony Borr Co.:
See Contract No. 5l.

Drorx, Taomas:
contract No. 48, 809,
A
Drumyonp, Henpy M.:
Nizon’s paymaster-and-purveyorship, 482.

Dwiarr, H. P.: ) i
See Contract No. 1.

EagrLE RiVER WESTWARD:
See Contract Nv. 42.

Essw Vare Co.:
S0 Contracts Nos. T, 44—17; Steel Ruils.

ENGINEEBING :

SURVEYS—

GENERAL.

FLEmiNgG, S.
appointment, respousibilities and instrctions (1871), 1303,
senior officer: J. H. Rowan, 1306.
hesitated to undertake work, 1307.
principles for controlling work, 1307. .
neceesity for knowledge of the country, 1307, .
instrumental surveys advisable under the circumstances, 1307, ,,
opinion of Oapt. Palliser referred to, 1308.
exploratory rather than instrumentsl would have been adopted but
for time pressure, 1378.
would have saved large sums of money, 1308.
both systems discussed, 1309
instrumental sometimes indispensable, 1310.
no recollection of Rowan's report (1871), 1311.
three years’ examinatious before first contract, 1311.
delay partly due to change of Governwent, 1312.
witness respousible for expenditure, 1312, .
method of supervision and financial administration, 1313.
wox"k woglg have cost much lt;scs gnder private company, 1314.
outline of history of surveys, 1637.
difficulties on ur:Zount of n’;n'gbneu of country, interminable forests,
severity of winters, and short time allowed for completion, 163&
three grand divisions: eastern, central and western, 1638,
no faith in preliminary explorations, 1639.
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ENGINEERING—continued.

SURVEY S—continued.
GENERAL-—continued.

FLamiNg, S.—continued.

instrumental surveys decided on, ¥839.

advantages of a traversed line, 1639.

instractions to engineers, 1640. .

eleven sections between Ottawa and Red River, 1641.

letter to Minister (1871) as to winter surveys, 1641.

progress of work described in report of 1872, 1642.

point selected for beginning easterly section, 1643.

results of surveys in woodland region, 1644.
report of 1874, paﬁe 27, 1644.

operations in woodland region described in report of 1877, on page
46, 1645.

systen; adopted due to witness's belief that the railway was to be
commenced within two years, 1646.

otherwigse would have made explorations first, 1646, 1649.

practicable line frym end to end required bet’ore a blow was struck,
1650.

probable expense of exploring parties, 1652. .

1wo engineers, two axe men and men for transport gufficient for an
exploration, 1653. .

refers to Murdoch, Armstrong and Austin’s exploratory surveys,
expense of which could be obtained from Department, 1653.

cost of instrumental as against exploratory not considered, 1658.
the latter impracticable, 1658. .
sufficiently capable men for the latter not nvml?ble, 1668.
exploratory not sufficient in any case, 1660.

instrugmnta\ between Lake Superior and Ottawa essential; reason
why, 1660. .

exploration parties used on branch lines from an instrumental base,

impossible for a non-professional man to ascertain feasibility cf rail-
way, 1662.

breadth of country examined, 1663.

course followed in making instrumental sarvey, 1663,

cost of surveys a secondary consideration, 1664.

up to 1877, 10,000 miles of track surveys between Ottawa and Red
River, 1664.

attention first drawn to Howse and Yellow Head Passes by writings
of Capt. Palliser and others, 1666.

appointments on political grounds, 1668, -

directions to district engineer, 1667.

much left to men’s discretion, 1668.

instruction to Moberly a3 to Howse Pass, 1668,

comparison of Yellow Head and Howse Passes, 1670.

abandonment of Howse Pass, 1670.

reasons in favour of Yellow Head Pass, 1671.

difficult approach to Howse Pass, 1671,

supplies: directions to utilize Moberly’s, 1674.
exorbitant purchases by Moberly, 1678.
lost, 1678.
unnecessary articles purchased, 1678.
Moberly’s explanation as to, 1681.

telegrams to and from Trutch respecting Mcberly’s change of base,

1674.
Yell;);; Head Pass decided upon without an instrumental survey,
enormous sums expended on surveys in British Columbia, 1676.

trans-continental journey in 1872, 1678.
dissatisfaction with Moberly, 1679.
instructs him ag to Jagper Valley survey, 1679.
his services discontinued, 1682.
correspondence between Fleming and Smith in 1872 produced, 1683.
in England nineteen months in three years, 1683.
Surre, M. .
arrived in British Columbia (1872), 1503,
remained in charge until 1876, 1504.
next superior officer : Cambie, 1505.
made explorations from Winnipeg westward (1877), 1505.
- examined route critically from Edmonton, 1608.
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ENGINEERING—cOntinued.

SURVEYS—continued.
GENERAL—-continued.

8uitH, M.—continued, .

"visited contracts 13, 14, 15 and 25 under construction (1878), 1507,
sections 41 and 42 under survey (1878), 1507.

wanted to resume work in British Columbia (1879), 1507.
informed that little would be done there, 1507,

proceeded to Manitoba, 1508.
line south of Lake Manitoba explored, 1508.
same work in 1880, 1509. . "

each seagon’s work in British Columbia arranged by Chief Engineer,
1509,

manuer of surveys, Fleming responsible for, 1510.

Howse Pass abandoned before he went out, 1510.

examined Watt's accounts in 1873, 1511,

only two parties engaged in British Oolumbia in 1873, 1512,
under Jarvis and Gambsy, 1513,

object to obtain route through Oascade range, 1513.

instructions for season 1872-73, 1553.

impossibili'y of reducing expenses on account of system already
established, 1554.

exploring parties would have been sufficient, 1554.
stated 80 in letter of 14th June, 1873, 1554.

refers to the Palliser expedition, 1554, .

Palliser failed to find Yellow Head Pass his field being restricted by
instructions, 1555,

thinks Fleming must have been assured of the practicability of
Howse Pass, 1557.

time pressure in a measure justified instrumental survey, 1557,

would have started smaller parties, 1558.

two engineers and Indians a sufficient exploratory staff, 1560.

comparative merits of passes should have been ascertained before
directing instrumental survey, 1561.

tespecting McLennan's parties, 1662,
ninety animals lost, 1563.
Mahood's party badly managed, 1562.

fire in 0.P.R. buildings gestroyed all the work of 1872, 1563.

left Ottawa 16th May, 1874, with three parties, 1564,

Bute Inlet then a probable terminus, 1564.

Horetszky found a good pass through Kitimat Valley to the Skeens,
1565.

Cooper’s report of no value, 1566.

surveys of 1875 also directed to Bate Inlet, 1567,

survey on the Homathco, 1568.

re-survey from Yellow Head Pass to Fort George, 1568. .
thinl;;egnmh Columbia surveys 1873—1875 judicious and economical,

explorations finished in 1874, 1569. . A

spring of 1876, Chief Engineer being absent, was made acting Chief
Engineer, 1569.

Cambie sent out 1n hig place to British Columbia, 1569,

reasons why Howse Pags abandonedy 1583.

no pass through Selkirk range, 1582, . .

Mob:;%g’s nstructions to retire from Howse Passdirect trom Fleming,

Ohielf 58l?.4ugineer’a instructions respecting Athabaska Pass & mistake,

engineers should not be trammelled by detailed instructions, 1684,
further as to French River suarvey in 1876, 1685.
between Nipissing and Nipigon the initial steps should have been
bare explorations, 1587.
first letter after appointment advocated exploratory surveys, 1587.
examined country west of Winnipeg, 1}591.
made trial location south of Lake Manitoba, 1591.
crossing good on Little Saskatchewan, 1591
not on Assineboine, 1591.
examinell country south of Saskatchewan, 1592,
thence to Oarleton, 1593
wheat belt extends into forest country, 1593.
proceeded vi2 Edmonton and Yellow Head Pass to Kamloops, 1592,
thence to New Westminster, 1593,
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INDEX.

ENGINEERING—continued.

SURVEYS ~continued.
GENERAL-—¢onlinued.

SxirH, M.—continuel.

examined progress of British Columbia surveys, 1593.
returned by way of San Francisco, 1593.
visited section 14, 1593.
returned to Ottawa in November, 1593.
attention not called to Cross Lake, 1593,
wrote appendix D to report of 1878, 1594.
map suppressed, 1594.
Fleming telegraphed for to write report, 1594
recommended Pine River Pass to Bute Inlet, 1694.
Minister differed, 1595.
ignored from spring of 1878, 1595.
no instructions left in 8pring of 1878 when Fleming went to England,
1596.
no consultation, 1596.
thought Yellow Head Pass altogether wrong, 1596.
reference to Pine River Pass explorations, 1568,
favourable report by Hunter, 1598.
report as to cgamcter of country, 1599.
questions cther than engineering weighed with him in recommending
change of route, 1599—1602.
extent of information gained by surveys, 1602,
bringing parties to Ottawa an unnecessary expense, 1602.
causging loss of 1ime in spring, 1603. X
private company would have proceeded more rapidly, 1603.
in charge of two parties in spring of 1879, 1611.
locating 200 miles west Winnipeg, 1612.
description of lines, 1612.
kept ahead of contractors, 1612.
first-class line located, 1613.
report in favour of Stone Fort as crossing, 1613.
addressed to Chief Engineer, 1614.
did not appear in print, 1614.

Mackesziz, Hox. A.

took charge in 1873, 1784. . .

Government not in poseession of opinions from engineers justifying
decided action, 1784. .

route from Upper Thompson to Big Bend discovered in 1874 to be
impracticable, 1785,

Fleming the sole director of surveys, 1785. .

view as to testimony regarding Government policy, 1785,

Fleming not directed to change method of survey, 1785.

locations made up to the end of 1874, 1786.

general direction pretiy well decided as far as Yellow Head Pass
when telegraph tenders were invited, 1786.

policy of Government to obtain shortest line between Thunder Bay
and Rat Portage, 1£05.

g:cision to construct immediatelg, 1805.

iginal ling from Nipigon i@ Sturgeon River exceedingly rough,

1806.

thinks quantities were not ascertained before contract was let, 1805.

understands quantities calculated from actual data, sBo engineers
reported, 1806.

selection of Selkirk left to engineer, 1€07.

EXPLORATORY.

RurraN, H. N,

civil engineer and contractor, 21.
assistant to T J. Thompson at Pic River, 21.
- party : twelve, 21. N
from Red Rock to Sonth Bay of Nipigon (instrumental), 22.

four months in the field, 23.
supplies : Thompson responsible for, 22.

at Ottawa after field work, 22.

from Hay Lakes to Root River (1875), 23.

party : tweaty-five to thirty-five, 23.
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ENGINEERING —cOnlinued,

SURVEYS--continued.
EXPLORATORY-—continuci.

Carss, H

from height of Jand to English River (1871), 121,

party: thirty-three, 122,

surveys 1n charge cf Rowan, 122.

nature of work, country unkaown, 123.

latitude takeun from stars, 123.

supplies: difficulty about, 121.
got trom Thunder Bay, 122.
started with sufficient for & month, 122,
ran out a week after reaching starting point, 123.
considered Rowan to blame %or inadequacy, 123.
work stopped in consequence, 125.

returned to Thunder Bay, 16th October, 125,

time lost frcm middle of October to end of December, 126.
men on pay, 126. . .
money value lost $3,840 exclusive of provisions, 127.

attacked with scurvy and had to return to Thunder Bay, 127.
from Red Rock to north end of Black Sturgeon Lake (1873), 127.

party : thirty-three, 127. .
supplies: ascertained beforeleaving that they were adequate, 128,
finished in October, 1873, 128.

in Ottawa until the spring, 128.

from

Jarviy, E.

empl

from

from

North-East Bay to Sturgeon Falls (1875), 131,
returned to Ottawa March, 1875, 131.
scheduled out quantities which were enormoue, 131.
asked to find a better route, 131.
returned for that purpose, June, 1875, 131.
survey exploratory and location combined, 131.
line finished in December, 1875, 131,
Barty: about fifty, 131.
ran Dalles line at same time, 132.
returned to Ottawa and remained uutil May or June, 1876, 132,
%ed from 1871 to 1875, 274.
hite Fish Bay to Red River (1871), 274.
party: thirty-iwo, 275.
ordered to remain nut during winter, 276.
supplies: base of, Thunder Bay, 275.
four hundred miles from commencement of work, 215.
sent Gray to Winnipeg to gurchase, 275.
those aent vid Thunder Bay nearly consumed by supply

party, 276
reached Red River 30th March, 1872, 277
struck river about ten miles north of Winunipeg, 277.
cross-sectioned portiouns of the line, 278.
retarned to Ottawa and rcade plans, 278.
plans and data burnt in fice of railway offices, 278.
could not have been used to ascertain quantities, 278.
line would bave escaped Julins Muskeg, goingsouth of it, 279.
Eagle Lake to Sturgeon Lake (1872), 280.
time occupied: June to October, 280.
supplies: manner of procuring, 280.
difficulty in transporting, 281,
8ix months outfit from $10,000 to $12,000, 282.

in Ottawa during winter, 283.

from

Eagle Lake to Rat Portage (1873), 283.
party: twenty, 283.
cost of, mu-h less, 284.
supplies: arrangements with regard to, 283,
.. took nothing but pemmican and flour, 284.
laid down eentre line and cross-sectioned at certain points, 284,
data sent to Ottawa, 284

in June, 1873, proceeded to British Columbia, 285.

from

Oache Oreek south-westerly to the Cascade Range, vid Lillocet
to Seton Lake, then nortb-westerly from Cache Oreek to the
Thompson vi# Bonaparte Valley, 285, .

party : twenty-four and male train, pack train and thirty mules,
2

animals already the property of the Government, 285.



1878 INDEX.

ENGINEERING~—cOntinued.

SURVEYS—continued.
EXPLORATORY—-continued.

Jarvis, E. W.—continued,
from Bridge Creek, Fraser River, to Horse Fly Lakes, 287.
party : three, 287. .
thinks three men, with engineer in charge, and half a dozen animals
sufficient for an exploration in British Columbia, 287,
returned to Ottawa winter of 1873-74, 287.
returned to British Columbia with three assistants in 1874, 288,
from Téte Jaune Cache to Fraser River, 288, .
party: thirty-three and one hundred and twenty animals, 288,
supplies taken with them, 288.
engaged from June to October, 288. .
none of witness’s surveys in British Uolumbia on located line, 289.
north of Téte Jaune Cache and Smoky River Pass, 289.
organizes party, 289.
nearly siarved to death, 2°9.
reached Edmonton end of March, 1875, 290.
Winnipeg, 23rd May, 290.
declined further Government service, 290. .
cost of exploring in British Columbia and Lake Superior about the
8ame per mile, prairie region cheaper, 293,
ForexzsT, H. F.
assistant leveller on Mahood’s party R, 345.
trcm North Thompson towards Chilcotin, 345.
description of, 346.
commenced operations in May, 1872, 346.
party : thirty, and sixteen mules and eighteen pack horses, 346.
supplies: R. McLellan responsible for, 347.
engaged until November, 347.
on plans in Ottawa during winter, 348.
Proba.bly forty miles covered by surveys, 347.
. ine practicable but not favourable, 348.
joined Carre’s party, 1873, 348,
from Nipigon River to Sturgeon Lake, 348,
snpgly: system of, 349. .
engaged on plans in Ottawa during winter, 349.
feom Winnipeg to Selkirk, 354.
party : about fifteen, 354.
finished September, 1875, 351
present located line not on these surveys, 354
MossrLY, W.
. in charge of parties S and T, British Columbia, 400. .
consisted of twenty-two to twenty-four each, exclusive of
packers, 401.
party 8 : eighty or ninety animals in train, 401,
afterwards bought more, 401.
reached Wild Horse Creek, September, 1871, 403.
to go to Howse Pass, 401.
expense of wintering $57,000, 407,
instructed in 1872 to abandon Howse Pass and proceed to
Yellow Head Pass, 410.
discharged in October or November, 415,
engaged during 1872 in cutting trail through Athabaska
Pass to Yellow Head Pass, 415. . A
according to telegraphic instructions from Chief
Engineer, 416.
remopstrated and recommended a different course, 417.
endorsed by Lieut.-Governor Trutch, 417,
an able Engineer, 418.
loss in consequence (estimated) $60,600, 418,
and McCord trail party (1872-73), 419.
consisted with party 8 of forty or forty-five men and
two hundred and fifty animals, 419.
Teasons for 8o many animals, 420.
from Kettle River to Edmonton, 420.
found Howse Pass grades heavier than expected, 423.
contradictory instructions, 423.
concluded that Yellow Head Pass was preferable to Howse
Pass in 1873, 424.
wintered in 1872 near Jasper House, 424.
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ENGINEERING—continued.

SURVEYS—continued.
EXPLORATORY—continued.

MoBRRLY, W.—continued.
pan{_ S—continued. .
éte Jaune Cache surveyed in 1873, 424,
easterly to Root River, 424.
completed about August, 424.
then westerl{ to Moose Lake, 424.
then carefully located line to Téte Jaune Cache, 424,
returned to Victoria, 424.
party T: at Eagle Pass, 108.
consisted of twenty-two, 408.
no animals or packers, 408,
uial location from Eagle Pass to Big Eddy, 408,
engaged four months, 409.
found good railway roate, 410. .
delay of North Thompson trail party by action of, 413.
spent 8ix weeks hunting for trail party, 413.
loss $80 per day, 413.
a year lost in consequence, 414.
reached Moose Lake September 18th, 414.
misconduct of party caused loss of $50,000 to $69,000, 415.
supplies : arrangements for, 402.
purchased by witness, 408.
depot in Eagle Pass, 408.
difficulty in transporting, 409.
cost 80 cts. per 1b., 409.
left half way on survey in charge of one Indian, 409.
bas never seen them since, 410.
attempt to recover, 410.
does not know the result, 410.
loss about $7,000, 410.
misadventure as to, 411.
trangferred to Hudson Bay Co. at Lake St. Anne, 424.
animals transferred to Government Agent at Kamloops, 425.
returned to Ottawa, 425.
rewained a year and a-half, 425.
accoants overhauled, 425.
leaves Government service, 426,
reportad Athabaska Pass not feasible, 427.
afterwards MacLeod failed to find a pass,427.
fensibility4gf Howse Pass discoverable by an engineer passing over it,

instructions from Fleming verbal, 429.
elaborated and printed, 429.
smaller party might have answered, 429.
as to unnecessarily heavy survey parties in British Columbia, 431.
Rvay, J.
chain man on party K, 488.
no evidence of any moment, 488.

KIREPATRICE, W. W,
connectad with Pacifi: Railway since 1871, 519.
transit man under Armstrong, 519.
from Black River to Long Lake, 519.
party : forty-five, 619
supplies: difficulties as to, 520.
progress retarded thereby, 521.
due to ineffizient commissariat, 521.
treck survey around end of Lobg Lake, 522.
party: ten men, 522.
completed early in March, 522.
returned to Ottawa, 523, 525.
left for Nivigon 1st July, 1872, 523,
from north-west of Lake Nipigon to Big Sturgeon Lake, 523.
party: thirty-five (L), 523.
supplies: difficulties as to, 524.
work less effective in consequence, 524,
preliminary with transit and level, 524,
work finished Christmas morning, 524.
returned to Ottawa, 525.
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ENGINEERING —continued.

SURVEYS—continued.
EXPLORATORY ==conlinue l.

KirgpaTRICK, W. W.—continued.
from Lake Helen 10 Loog Lake (spring, 1873), 525.
preliminary, 525.
party: thirty-five, 525.
commissariat arrangements satisfactory, 525.
returned to Ottawa in winter, 525, 537.
on Fire Steel River (spring, 1874), 536.
engaged six weeks, 637.
from Fort Frances to Sand Island River, then to Orangoutang Lake,
then Wabigoon River to Wabigoon Lake, through Manitou
and back to Fort Krances (1874), 537.
party : fourteen, 537.
distance: threeto four hundred miles, 537.
from Wabigoon east and west (1875), 537,
panl);: thirty to forty, 537.
finished in October, 538.

Rowasx, J. H,
appointed to Pacific Railway Ma{, 1871, 669.
engaged until June collecting information, 669.
sketched outline of plan for surveys, 669.
in June left Ottawa with thirteen parties, 669.
each party covered seventy-five miles, 670.
plan of work described, 670.
reasons why instrumental survey was adopted, 671.
necessity for large parties, 672,
difficulties of a bare exploration, 675.
season’s work described, 675.
no line found north of Lake Superior, 676.
second season’s (1872) operations, 617. .
from Mattawa vid Nipissing to Sturgeon River Valley, 677.
new line tried for, 677.
around Nipigon, thence westerly to Red River, 677,
thorough exploration, 677.
instrumental, 677.
third season (i873) further operations, 677.
between Red River and Nipissing, 677,
Eurties engaged : eight, 677.
fourth season (1874), 679.
from Rat Portage to Red River, 679.
re-survey, 679.
also north of Lake Manitoba, 679
also north of present contracts 14 and 15, 679.
found impracticable, 680.
second survey of gection 15 by Carre, 680.
JExniNgs, W. T.
in charge of party in British Columbia (1875), 753.
from Chilanco River to Blackwater River, 754,
trial location, 754.
party : seventeen, 753.
increased to twenty-five in Victoria, 754.
engaged from June to October, 754.
one hundred miles, 754.
supplies : as to, 764.
feasible lueation for mountainous country, 755.
in Victoria from November until January, 755.
returned to Ottawa, 755.
next season’s (1876) operations, 755.
from Dean Inlet through Salmon River Valley, 755.
arty : double, sixty, 7¢6.
ocation and trial line simultaneously, 756.
fifty-two miles, 756.
work finished in September, 756.
returned to Ottawa, 757.
in 1877 a portion of the Frager River route, T57.
from Boston Bar to mouth of the Harrison, 757.
distance : seventy miles, 757.
staff engaged in Ottawa, 757.
axe mea in Victoria, 757.

.



INDEX.

1881

ENGINEERING—continued,

SURVEYS—continued.
EXPLORATORY—continued. '
Jennines, W. T.—continued.

party: thirty-five, 757,

discharged September, 1877, 758.
favourable line, 757.

examined Puget's Sound Harbour, 758.
returned to Ottawa, 758.

from Emory Bar to Boston Bar (1878), 758.
revised survey, 758.

ran trial line sonth of Kamloops Lake, 758.
partv: twenty-two, 758,

MoapocH, W,

59*

in charge of instrumental survey (1871), 795.
from Sault Ste. Marie 100 miles easterly, 795.
then French River crossing, 795.
party : thirty, 795

supplies ;: purchase and distribution of, 795.

when first 100 miles finished all but nine of party sent home

796.
retarned to Ottawa February, 1873, 796. .
from Winnipeg River vid Eaglish River to Nipigon, 797.
despatched to find feasibility of a line, 797.
found route impossible, 797.
arty : nine, 797.
g)und an alternative line, 797.
as far as Eagle Lake, 798.
since been mainly adopted, 798.
reports and plans destroyed by fire at Ottawa, 798.
relieved Rowan from May, 798.
he going to Ottawa, 798.
jurisdiction extended tfrom Lake Nipigon westerly, 799.

from Prince Arthur's Landing to White Fish Lake (1873), 799.

party: thirt{, 799,
1nstrumental and in winter, 799.
plans destroyed by fire, 799.
from Kamiristiquia to Lake Shebandowan (1874), 800.
two parties, 800.
not completed that season, 800.
superseded by Hazlewood, 800.
discharged by Mackenzie, 800, :
demanded an investigation but was refused, 800.

examined subsequently before Parliamentary Comumittee, 801,
causes of excessive cost from White Fish Lake to Black Sturgeon

Lake in 1873, 811.

thinks $146 a mile for preliminary not excessive in wet land, 814.
HorxTZKY, C.

from Fort Garry 1o Rocky Mountains, 1240.
Hay Lakes to Edmonton, 1240.
left Winnipeg 4th August, 1871, 1240.
south to Howee Pass, 1240.
from Edmonton to Jasper House, 1240.
with Chief Eungineer’s party in 1873, 1240.
took nsua! cart road to Edmonton, 1240.
not railway line, 1240. :
forty miles 4 day from Fort Garry to Edmonton, 1210.
reconnaissance vid Peace River, 1241.
impracticable, 1241.
suggested Pine River Pass, 1241. .
allusion to Peace River Pass eupg)resud by Fleming, 1241
it tg Pitl_:e River denounced, 1242. 1248
altitnde of passes in Caecade range. 2
expedition téy Gamsby to Kitlope Valley (1876), 1243.
respecting Kitimat Valley, 1244—1249.
Lake Tochquonyala, 1249.
exploratton near Frangois Lake (1875), 1251.
Skeena and Peace Rivers (1879), 1251.
views a8 to Cambie’s exploration, 1251,
disappointment as to salary, 1253.

views endorsed by Hunter, Cambie and MacLeod as to Pine River
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ENGINEERING—cORtinued.

SURVETS—continued.
EXPLORATORY-—continuel.

Hore1zrY, C.—continued.
advocated by M. Smith, 1255.
possible terminu3 at one time at Bute Inlet, vid Pine Pass, 1355.
describes Pinc Pass to sea-board, 1256.
rough country between Fort Assineboineand Lesser Slave Lake, 1257.
reasons for preferring northern line, 1257.
climate probably worse than lismloops, 1259.
approach to Peace River Pass difficult, 1702,
availability of Pine River Pass probable, 1702.
photographed salient features of Bute Inlet (1875), 1702.
trom Vermillion River to Lake Wenebegon (1876), 1703.
from Pic River to French River (187%), 1703.
examined country between the Skeena and Peace River under Cambie
(1879), 1704. ‘
alleged unpaid claim, 1706.
cost of Peace River examination, 1706.
manner of exploration, 1707.
route vi& Pine River, 1710.
extravagance and waste of stores, 1712.
explorations ve. instrumental, 1715.
system of taking levels by Major Williamson, 1716.
instruments carried by witness, 1717.
with Moberly between Winnipeg and Rocky Mountains (1871), 1718.
no scientific training before this (1871), 1718.
further as to Peace and Pine River Passes, 1719.
expedition by Gamsby to Kitiope Valley, 1721.
missed the country explored by witness, 1722—1726.
turther as to, 1726—1730.
cost of, 1732, 1749.
did not cover ground surveyed by witness, 1750—17532.
suppressed report (1874), passage from, 1721.
photographed on the Homathco, 1730.
McLENNax, R.
district engineer in Yellow Head Pass region (1871), 1513,
began at Kamloops, 1514.
party : thirty five, 1514.
all labourera except”five, 1514.
sent back most at Cranberry Lake, 1518.
with re luced party proceeded 1o Yellow Head Pass, 1518.
about six, 1520.
fourteen left at Cranberry Lake to examine country, 1520.
thinks a large party was necessary, 1520.
examined pass in eight days, 1521.
returned to Cranberry Lake 18t November, 1522,
to Kamloops about 20th November, 1622.
proceeded to Ottawa to report, 1522,
1n spring (1872) in the Chilcotin Plains, 1523.
party : tbirtly, and twenty-five animals, 1624.
instrumental examination, 1526,
thinks explorations should have been made first, 1527.
reasons for this opinion, 1527.
furtber 1n reference to Albreda Lake and Canoe River, 1533.
neither Gieen nor Mahood found a practicable country, 1533,
during first season, (1871), in B.C., eastern slope of Yellow
Head Pass not examianed, 1553.
McNicor, E.

on Bute Inlet survey under Cambie (1875), 1732.

expedition to Kitlope Valley under Gamsby (1876), 1733.
did not take latitude at Tochquonyala Lake, 1739.
had Horetzky’s tracing but did not take it from camp, 1739.
one lake mistaken for another, 1743.
thought that the lake found at an elevation of fifieen feet was

the same as Horgszky discovered at 1,100 feet, 1748.

complete antagonism between the two sketches, 1748,

LOCATION.

Rurray, H. N.
iastructed to make location survey at Edmontoa (1876), 23,
party idle under pay for some weeks, 23,
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\
ENGINEERING—continued.

SURVEYS—continued,
LOCATION—continued.

RurTa¥, H. N.—continued.
supplies : Nixon responsible, 24.
Pprices not under engineer’s control, 24.

pacty engaged May, 1875, to December, 1876 ; making plans at
Ottawa till My, 1877, 24.
Carre, H.

in charge of location on contracts Nos, 14 and 15, June, 1874, 129,
party : over forty men, 129
80 engaged till January, 1875, 129, R

witness afterwards took soundings on Red River while party ran line

from Shonal Lake to Selkirk, 129. M
plan and })roﬁle ogf contract No. 15 asked for by Rowan, December,
. 874, 129.

made it rongbly on unprinted wall paper, 130.

quantities calculated frow it in Uttawa by Frank Moberly and
arty, 130.

thinks profile made from it was correct, 130.
not cross-sectioned or test-pitted, 130.
coutract No. 17«:; locited by Brunel toBrckenhead, thence by Forrest,
1

witness’s survey only preliminary, 176.
Brunel’s survey expedited work about a fortnight, 176.
Selkirk crossing : witness 1ecommended half a mile south of Sugar
Point, 177.
Brunei's crossing about a mile and a-half north of this, 177.

good rock foundations at Sugar Point, Brunel’s clay and loose
3and, 177.

from Rat Portage to Red River, 1447.

in charge of locating party in spring of 1874, 1447,

how a trinl line is run, 1448.
difference between trial and location, 1449,

.. 8 line the exact centre of road-bed, 1449.

witness's line only practicable one on that route, 1451.

with the approved grades, 1451.
Jarvis, E. W,

southern route Rat Porta{ge to Winnipeg discussed with Carre, 291.
thiaks $500,000 would have been saved by it, 203,
reasons for statement, 292

route from Eagle Lake to Sturgeon Lake favourable for railway, 293.
from Red River to Edmooton, 294.

thioks better line could have been obtained morth of the North
.. Baskatchewan vid Moose Hills, 294.
Selkirk crossing: cost of bridge near rapids about half cost at
Selkirk, 297.
: recommended crossing at St. Andrew’s Rapids, 298.
Fomrest, H F

from Rat Portage to Brokenhead River, 349.
under Carre on trial location June, 1874, 319.
took part in several other trial lines during wiater under Carre’s
direction, 349,
commenced Shoal Lake survey, January, 1875, 349.
compl_eted it following month, 349. .
very little good agricultural land over line traversed, 350.
thinks about half was swamp, 350.
_ timber quite small on remainder, 350.
afier this made track survey from White Fish Bay to Sturgeon Falls,
3

party : thirty-six, 351.

engaged frot);n middle of February to 26th March and returned to
Winnipeg 26th April, 351.

ran about seventy miles, 351.

mude plans of track survey till June, 351.

location of contract No. 14, 361.

placed under Thompson, 351.

witne:s's line adopted as fiaal location, 351,

engaged till middle of June, 1873, 352.

made no estimate of gnantities, 353.
thinks those furnighed to teuderers were made up the year

}* before on another prejected line, 253,
59
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ENGINEERING-—continued.

SURVEYS—continued.
LOCATION==continued.

Forrest, H. F.—continue 1.
from station 1660 to station 2075 on Carre's south line of contract
No. 15, 3%5.
ran trial line, 355.
country ver‘y swampy, 355.
eastegn“!lal about same a8 located line on contract No. 14,
escaped Julius Muskeg, 336.
completed March, 1876, 356.
from station 2616 on section 14 to Cross Lake, 357.
instructed to locate fiaally, 357.
completed about August, 357.
no cross-sectioning and no quantities taken out, 337.
witness's location adopted, 357.
westerly from junction of contracts Nos. 14 and 15, 363.
“ran a line about three and a-half miles, 363.
no great impruvement on located line, 364.
Frieowss, G. R, L. .
employed since spring of 1874, 365.
from Kat Portage to Brokenhead River, 365.
from Shoal Lake to Red River (1875), 365.
transit man on Carre’s southern survey (1875), 366.
bas formed no opinion thereon, 367.
except that southern line, if adopted in place of section 15,
would have been considerably cheaper, 367.
engineer in charge mukes occasional tests of subordinates’ calcula«
tions, 368.
held responsible for their accuracy, 363.
Carre thought southerly line cheaper, 369.
thort branch at Cross Lake to Clearwater Bay, 370.
from zero on section 15 to station 290 (June, 1876), 370.
ordered to improve line, 370.
four degree curves the maximum, 371.
no data on which to calculate quantities till November, 1876, 372.
explains process of taking and recording levels, 374.

. KiggpaTRICK, W. W
trom Wabigoon eastward to Wabigoon River (1873), 538.
received instructions while preparing for Furt Frances survey
in October, 5. 8.
engaged till March, 1876, 538
party : trom thirty to forty, 5'8.
supplies : failure a8 to, 538.
snowshoes and toboggans made by party, 579,
sub-section 2 of contract No. 15, nine miles (May, 1876), 539.
assistant engineer in charge, 529.
cross-sectioned from station 480 to station 950, 540.
tenders asked for before these data were available, 541.
not called on for profile till after February, 1877, 541.
Rowan, J. H.
advocated going direct to mouth of Nipigon, 678,
thinks route by Narrows decided on in 1874 or epring of 1875, 679.
from Rat Portage to Red River, 679.
began actual location at Rat Portage end, 679.
contract No. 5, location commenced during 1874, 630.
route north of Lake Manitoba, witness's report on, 687.
how gurvey came to be made, 687.
contract No. 15, 713,
explains three sets of tendera called for, 713.
third et let upon plan of centre line, 713.
approximate quantities impossible witfxoutfcrosmcﬁons, Tl4.
may have been reazons for letting contract other than engineer~
ing ones, 714. .
probably vieited section 15 twenty-five or thirty times, 745.
more frequent visits desirable, 745.

’

«CONSTRUCTION—

Cagrng, H.
appointed engineer in charge of contract No. 15, May, 1876, 132.
original location line of 1874 adopted, 132.
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ENGINERRING—continued.

CONSTRUCTION—continued.

Carrg, H.—continued.
’ re-located the whole section between June aud the end of the
ear, 132. .
hid four assistants, who took measurements of cross-sections,

for correctness of which they were responsible, 133,
thinks final returns were correct, 134.
cross-sections completed in March, 1877, 134,
tenders asked for about time cross-sections were com-
menced, 134, . .
quantities not calculated from cross-sections till 1878, 134. !
changesin gradeand allignment increased rock cuttings and:
earth excavations, 135 . .
without specific data, tenders necessarily speculative, 138.
accurate quantities conducive to economy, 138.

& southerly route would have saved $275,000, 140. .
reported strongly to Rowan in favour of asouthern line,142.
construction of section 14 commenced before southerly line

was located, 149,
had beard that $65,000 worth of work would have to be:
abandoned, 149.
net saving sa{ $200,000, 150.
does not think abandonment necessary, 150. .
cheaper line could have been hgd from Falcon Liake to Red River,
152

cross-sections necessary to accarate calculations, 154,
quantities calculated from croes-sections, January, 1878, 154.
sfter lowering grade two feet, 154,
rock-cutting increased by lowering grade 113,200 yards,
15¢.

earth excavations increased 224,000 yards, 155.
line thereby improved, 155,
increase in cost due to abandonment of trestle work for earth,
embankments, 156.
deep fillings in water stretches, 161.
Cross Lake probably requires 222,000 yards, cost
$82,000, 161.
trestle work probably $17,500, 161.
if filled according to original specification, full rock ..
base and trestle $345,832, 162.
a8 actually executed, $142,500, 162.
trestle work cheaper in heavy land voids, 163.
insiructions from superior officer, 164,
refased contractors certain information, and why, 164.
cross-secltéons not returned from Ottawa till geptember, 1877,
change of grade in the meantime, 165
dete;glgned inOttawa fourmonthsafter contract commenced,,

golid rock bases found impracticable, 166.
yrotection walls proponedp by witness, 166.
approved by Rowan, (ictober, 1877, 166.
temporariiy approved in August, 167. e .
instructed to substitute earth for trestle wherever possible im
summer of 1877, 168.
ordefed by Rowaa not to touch a stake, 169
Rowan’s 1nspection of line described, 170.
witness's suggestions ignored at Ottawa though supported by
. Rowan, 171,
since carried out by Schreiber, 171.
engaged ou construction of section 15 four years, 171,
in June, 1880, Haney made superintendent, 171.
Rowan’s letier permitting earth borrowing produced, 172.
witness left in uncertainty as to grades, 172. .
comparative statement of quantities for rock bases and protection
walls respectively, 175. ,
differences between Government and contractors’ engineers, 179,
as 10 bottoms left in cuttings, 179.
loose rock, 180
margin tor fiuishing work, 180.
rock outside of prism, 180.
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ENGINEERING==continued.

CONSTRUCTION—continued.

Cargx, H.—continued.
Fleming's and Smith's interpretation of looge rock clauses, 181—
187,
witness recommended permanent bridge at Lake Deception, 188.
Forrest, H. F.
fourth sub-section of contract No. 14, 354.
coatract divided into siz sections, 354.
witness's scction near Whitemouth River, 355.
engaged from November, 1875, to January or February, 1876,
when he returned to Winnipeg, 355.
returned to contract No. 14 in August, 357,
supervising construction till October, 1877, 357.
transferred to sub-section 6, 357.
to revise last mile and a-half at east end of contract No. 14, 367.
up to that time grades of section 15 not fized, 357.
quaatity calculated for filling last embankment, 29,000 yards, 358.
actually put io, 51,000 yards, 358.
difference due o siiding material in bank, 358.
which raised up swampy bottom towards lake, a dis-~
* tance of 400 feet, 358.
excess in quantity disappearcd below surface, 358,
fill at station 4010, 359.
crossing a bay of Cross Lake, 339.
quantity estimated, 114,400 yards, 260.
as executed, 175,800 yards, 360.
excess due to same causes, 360,
no boring tools used, 361,
did not ask for larger tools, 351.
haight of embankment about fifty feet, 361.
fill at Cross Lake, section 15, 361,
quantity estimated, 180,000 yards, 362.
used at present by witness's estimate, 215,000 yards, 362.
same process ¢f displacement occurred, 362,
notwithstanding rock protection walls, 362.
Fsuuowks, G. R. L.
from zero to station 290 on contract No. 15, 375.
began rtaking out grounid and laying out work for contractor,
June, 1877, 375,
not continuously employed, 376.
constant sunervision necessary, 377.
character of information desired by contractors, 378.
usunlly furnisbed to contractors’ eugineer, 379.
changes of grade after contract No. 15 was let, 380.
decreased banks, 380.
increased rock cuttings, 380.
of location had opposite effect, 3%0.
wade by Schreiber economical, 381.
Kirxpartricg, W. W.
heavy fill at crossing of Lake Deception on contract No. 15, 542.
deviation of line diminished quantities, 542.
no proper soundings, 542.
filling gave way; rock protection walls of no avail, 543.
work being fiaished by Goverament, 544.
opinion as to contractor’s prices, 545,
district engineer’s conduct towards contractor, 546.
MorgswonTe, A. N.
assistant ?I“Rine“ under"l‘hompson on contract No. 14 from June,
1875, 588.
progress made when witness arrived, 588.
in charge of thirteen miles eastward from Red River, 589,
no delays after witness went there, 589.
from Whitemouth eastward cross-sections required in shorter
intervals then 500 feet, 691. -
contractore’ claims, 593.
Julius Muskeg ditch, 593.
coffer-dam, 594.
ballasting, 594.
on the Pembina Branch under Rowan, May, 1877, 591.
off-take ditches made nnder witness's supervision, 591.
quantities not ascertained till work laid out, 692.
which was after contractors were on the ground, 592.

/
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ENGINEERING—continued.

CONSTRUCTION—continusd.

Cappy, J. 8. X
engineer in charge of contracts Nos. 25 and 4! since May, 1879, 642.
staff: three division engineers and fourteen assistants, 643.
goes over the line every month, 613.
trains now ran 150 miles, 643. .
on contract No. 25, road-bed not ‘completed whea he took
charge, 649
great deal of muskeg, 619.
not now up to full width of road-bed or to grade, 650.
on contract No. 41, when he took charge, work staked out,
centre-lined, cross-sectioned and bench-marked, 650.
contractors not delayed, 651.
character of country changeable, 651. . .
quantities much reduced and line shortened since letting
couatract, 651.
saving from $400,000 t» $500,000, 652.
reflections on previous location, 652.
about one-third rock and muskeg, 653.
fourteen hundred men employed 653.
character of work satisfactory, 633.
disputes with contractors, 654.
Rowax, J. H.
from Rat Portage to Fort Pelly, 689.
appointed engineer in charge in June, 1875, 689.
had partial supervision of telegraph construction, 690.
telegraph located on preliminary survey, 690.
plans and trial locations of section 14 sent to Ottawa, 1874.75, 693.
approximate profile and quantities made, 693.
about two-fifteenths of section required cross-sectioning, 694.
muskegs: depth not knowa, 695.
deviations caused work to be largely in excess of estimates,
695

Julius Mus'ketz. 698.
contractor no ground for claim, 699.
nineteen feet deep instead of three or four as estimated,

no boring tools used, 701.
muskeg material makes good road-bed, 701.
contractor on contract No. 15 not justified in complaining that infor-
mation wis withheld, 715.
witnesstor’zdl%lei from Ottawa what to communicate and what
not, .
'plenty of earth diecovered, 716.
some truth in Whitehead’s statement as to trestles beingimprac-
ticable, 718.
change to embankment advantageous, 716.
reasons for statement, 716, -
Jexsings, W. T. . .
in charge of section 42, May, 1879, 759,
had detailed data as to quantities, 759.
contractors nut delayed, 759.
changes: grade improved, 760.
rock cuttings reduced, 760.
earth reduced, 760.
all except one approved by Schreiber, 761.
* irom pipe culverts dispensed with, 761.
bridge masonry reduced 50 per cent., 762.
Manning’s estimate an xaggeration, 762,
piling increased, but timber in trestles not much in excess,
763.

section will cost $1,500,000 less than estimate, 765.
one-third being due to trestle work, 7€5.
exbaustive borings made, 766. .
Manning wrong in placing some borings at 200 feet, 767.
generally as to improvements of location, 767,
Jarvis, E. W.
pregenta report of ingpection of contracts Nos. 14 and 15, made at
request of Commissioners, 772.
Swrte, M. .
examined contract No. 13 and part of contract No. 25 in 1817, 1588..
contract No. 13 nearly complete, 1589,
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ENGINEERING~—continued.

CONSTRUCTION—continued.

SuitH, M.—continued.
deviations were being made on contract No. 25, 1589,
cost stated by Hazlewood at very much less than it turned
out, 1589, . .
recommended embankment of less friable material, 1590,
open cutting vs. tunnel, 1390.
as to quantities exceeding estimates, 1591.

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT :
See Department of Railways and Canals.

ENcINEER's CraIM:

Molloy, 321.
See Contract No. 11.

Excine Houses:
See Contracts Nos. 26, 40.

EncrLisE RivER To EAGLE River:
See Contract No. 41.

EQUIPMENT : ,
See Contracts Nos. 65, 61, 68.

EXPLORATORY SURVEYS:
See Engineering.

EXTRAVAGANCE AND WASTE OF STORES :

Fleming, 1678.
Horetzky, 1712.

Farrman, FREDERICK :

contract No. 8, 1171, 1178, 11‘5.
No. 11, 1181, 1181,
No. 17, 1182.
No. 20, 1191.
Mo. 22, 1196.
No. 27, 1196.
No. 29, 1196.
No. 30, 1197.
No. 31, 1199.
No. 83, 1201.
No. 35, 1203.
purchase of rails, 1171.
and transportation of rails, 1176.
C. Mackenzie and Cooper, Fairman & Co., 1187,

FavLcon Lake:
See Contract No. 15.

FELLowEs G. R. L.:
contracts Nos. 14 and 15, 365.
No. 14, 381,
No. 15, 370.
.FENcING, WIRE :
Bee Contract No. 1.

Fisn PLaTEs:
8ee Contract No. 51.
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FLEMING, SANDFORD :

Fogresr, H. F. :

Forr Frances Lock:

surveys, 1637, 1658.
(1871), 1305, 1640.
British Columbia, 1665.
Smith’s map, 1635, 1683.
location report, 1628.
contract No. 1, 1322, 1328,
Nos. 1—4, 1326,

No. 32,1333

No. 3,1336.

No. 4, 1340,

No. 85, 1344.

No. B6A, 1345,

Nos., 6-~11, 1350, 1617, 1622, 1630, 1665,
No. 12,1358,

No. 13, 1367.

Nos. 13, 15 and 25, 1371.

No. 14, 1371, 1815.

Nos. 14 and 15, 1630.

No. 15, 1378

Nos. 16~18, 1381,

Nos. 20--232, 1382.

Nos. 23 and 24, 1383.

No. 25, 1384, 1631, 1654,

Nos. 26—28, 1398.

No. 29, 1399.

No. 30, 1399.

Nos. 31 and 32, 1401.

Nos. 32A—40, 1402.

Nos. 41 and 42, 1403, 1405.

No. 43, 1118,

Nos. 4246, 1419.

Nos. 47 and 48, 1420,

No. 48, 1423.

Nos. 49~ 52, 1427,

Nos 53—55, 1428.

No. 586, 1431.

No. 57, 1432,

No. 58, 1433.

No. 58, 1435.

No. 6, 1436.

No. 61, 1438.

Nos. 62 and 63, 1429.

No. 64, 1441,

No. 65, 1442,

No. 66, 1442.

Nos. §7 and 68, 1444.

Nos. 69—171, 1445,
effects of patronage, 1315,
route and Government policy, 1317.
alleged improper influence, 1684,
management, 1685,
discontinuance of conuection with railway, 1686.
memoraudum to Minister, 1687,
corrections, 1383, 1404,

See Appointments.

exploratory survey, part 345.
Oarre's party ()B’l’é)).p 318?" &
contract No. 5 A, 354.

No. 14, 351,

No. 15, 349.
correction, 381,

SoremrLanp, H.

f
took charge of work spring of 18175, 330. i
geueral)yg:cted on w,fmf instructions from Secretary, Public Works
Department, 331. . . .
reports were addressed to him, not to Engineer-in-Chief, 331.
Mortimer engineer on works, 331.
subsequently Hazlewood, 381.
neither resided at Fort Frances, 331.
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Fort FRANCES LOoCE—continued.
SurHERLAND, H.—continued.

character of engineering supervision, 332.
probably not present one day & week, 333,
in eongineer's absence foreman superintended engineering work,

333.
witness inspected other public works in North-West, 333,
witness had had no practical experience on locks or canals, 334,
ﬂaymaster John Logan, 334.
i8 cheques countersigned by witness, 334.
accounts for supplies sent direct to the Department, by whom they
were paid, 334.
manner of requisitioning for snpplies, 335.
paymaster also acted as store-keeper, 336.
expenditure made at Fort Frances chiefly wages, 337.
James Sutherland chief book-keeper, 337.
general financial arrangements, 337.
as to alleged misconduct, 338.
speculation in lands, 333.
4 and supplies, 339.
no public moneys passed to witness's private credit, 339.
transactions with Wilson, store-keeper, 340.
refers to Dr. Bowa’'s enquiry, 341
all transactions shown in James Sutherland’s books, 341.
which books are available for investigation, 342.
further as to alleged misconduct, 342.
comparison between amounts paid for supplies and wages, 313.
supplies generally purchased by tender, 343.
transport of sapplies a considerable item, 343.
witnegg's relations with Nixou and Alloway, 344.
nitro-glycerine sold to Whitehead, 345.
will produce books, 345. .
denies Litle's assertions, 830.
as to establishment of newspaper by Government money, 830.
as to employing workmen to seek for timber, 830.
certain unpaid accounts, 832.

Wisox, G. M

engaged in Government store in 1876, under Logan, 412.
system on which managed, 442.
monthly accounts rendered, 443.
spring of 1877 purchased stock at Logan and Thompson's appraise-
ment, and supplied men as a private undertaking, 443.
explaing alleged miscondnct, 443, 535.
offers to produce private books, 447,
produces books and explains various entries, 525—-534.

SuraRRLAND, J.

engaged as book-keeper from spring of 1875 to end of 1878, 452.

separate account kept for Government store, and for transport, 452.

store account charged for transport of goods, 454.

balance of stock handed over to Fowler, 456.

stock transferred to Wilaon paid for by supplies, 457.

system of drawing moneys to be subsequently accounted for by
vouchers, 458.

moneys paid by Hugh Sutherland revised by Logan and vice veraa,
459.

articles.disposed of 1o Thompson, 460.
all cheques sigoed by Logan countersigned by Hugh Sutherland,
461

produces stock account of goods handed to successor and complete
set of double entry books, 578. -

goods handed over to successor $25,327.10, net value, $20,261.76,
credited in his store account, £07.

loss on store account, $233.40, 807.

Browx, G.

manager Ontario Bank, 508.
a8 to manner of keeping Nixon’s bank account, 509.

TroMPgOXN, M. M.

foreman in charge of works, 619. .

reepongible in Sutherland’s absence, 619. . .

checked wages and time; pay-rolls carefully investigated and
certified, 620.

at times half the employés were Indians, 621.

when paid by goods, amount so paid appeared on pay-roll, 622.
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Fort Frances Lock—continued.

THoMPSON, M M.—continued.
explains transactions respecting "which romour alleged he had
received undue advantages, 632—625.
describes system of book-keeping, 625. .
respecting small claim for which he became responsible on Govern-
ment account, 626,
Liriz, W. B,

his allegations as to misconduct of Sutherland, 825829,
MackEszie, Hox. A

as to Fort Frances expenditure, 1808,

ForT WILLIAM TO SHEBANDOWAN :
See Contract No. 13,

Fosrer, A, B. :
EH See Contracts Nos. 12, 16.

Fraser, Grant & Co. :
See Contracts Nos. 41, 42.

Fraser, James H.:
’ contract No. 15, 256, 648.
No. 24, 647.
No. 42, 247, 259, 613.
influencing clerks, 614, 618.

Fraser, Maxnivg & Co. :
See Contract No. 42
Froas, &c. :
’ . See Contract No. 57.

FurLer & MiLNE :
See Contract No. 18.

FuLLER, RicARD :
. contract No. 2, 461, 474.
No. 18, 472, 1291

line west of Red River, 475.

Gaussy, C. H.:
letter from Secretary of Commission with questions, 1818.
deposition in answer, gurveys, British Columbia, 1823
Kitlope Valley, expedition to;, 1823.
Lake Tochquonyala, 1823,

GEORGIAN BAoy BRANCH :
See Coniracis Noa. 12, 31T,

GoODWIN, JAMES :
contracts Nos. 41 and 42, 1005,
Nos. 60—63, 1008.
No. 61, 1009, 1200.
system of letting contracts, 1011.

Gouin & Co. :
See Contract No. 40.

GovERNMENT PoLIcY :
See Policy of the Government.

Guesr & Co.:
See Contracts Nos. 6, 53, b5; Steel Rails.

Hagcarr, Joun, M.P. : )
contract No. 15, alleged improper influence, 1612, 1018,
No. 42, 1015, 1018,
No. 48, 1017,



1892

INDEX.

Haves, DANIEL ©

See Contract No. 15.

HazeLrurst, W. :

See Contract No. 58.

Heney & McGREEVY :

See Contract No. 57.

HexEey, CrarLesois & FLoop 7
See Contract No. 37.

IIesPELER, WILLIAM :

HorcoxMB & STEWART :

Nixcn'’s paymaster-ani-parveyorship, 725.

See Contract No. 22.

Horerzxy, CHARLES:

Houses:

exploratory surveys, 1239.
Fort Garry to Rocky Mountains, 1210.
British Columbia, 1241, 1247.
ex%edition to Kitlope Valley, 1243,
Lake Torhquonyala, 1249.
Pine River route, 1253, 1710.
Peace and Pine River Passes, 1254, 1719.
location British Columbia, 1257,
surveys, 1700.
British Columbia, 1703, 1721, 1749.
exiravagance and waste of supplies, 1712,
Major Williamson’s system of surveying, 1707.
photographing the Homatheco, 1731.

See Contracts Noa. 19, 24, 324,

IMPROPER INFLUENCE :

See Influencing Clerks ; A:sisting Newspapers ; contiacts and witnesses.

INFLUENCING CLERKS :

ManxinNg, A.

no negotiations or conversations with members of Parliament or
officers of Departments before contract, 499.

not aware till afierwards of Close's relations to Morse & Co., 500.

witness's version of agreement with Close, 500. R

knows nothing of negotiations with Smith, of Andrews, Jones &

Co., 501.

heard of it sutsequently, 501. X

never approached any departmental officer for information or favour,
502

if witness had got information thus would never have told it, 602.
obligations ot an oath, 502,

Fraser, J. H.

interview with Chapleau and J. J. McDonald, and witness's views
and conclusions thereon, 644—647.
further in relation thereto, 648,

McDorarp, J. J.

farther ag to transaction with Chapleau, 824.

CrarLiay, 8. E. St. O.

correspondence clerk since 1873, 850.

in charge of public records, 851.

practice as to receipt and custody of tenders, 831.

reads a statement respecting his transaction with J. J. McDonald, 852.
alleged understanding between Smith and witness, 853.

telegrams between them, 853.

receives money on account, 855,

McDonald was using a patent of his, 826.

private arrangements with Mowbray, 859.
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InrLUENCING CLERKS—continued,

CHarLEay, 8. E. 8r. O.—continued. . i
accepts monthly payment for certain information given, 859.
offers affidavit from Smith, 860.
further as to arrang-ment with Mowbray, 861.
reasons for claiming $3,900 from McDonald for pateat, 863.
improvement on patent not then patented, 864.
no arrangement with McDounald about patent, 865.
CooPER, J.
Mackintosh’s relations with Whitehead, 926.
StepaEN2ON, R, M P. .
interested in no transactions with Canadian Pacific Railway, 971.
no unworthy attempts to influence Committee, 971.
no conversation with Whitehead while matter pending before Com.
mittee, 972.
aware of no arrangement by which any departmental officer gained
imnro[?er advantage, 972.
MacpoNALD, A. P. .
no money from Ouderdonk to witness's firm went outside of firm, 988,
no knowledge of any improper influence, 988.
Goopwiy, J. . A
never got information from officials, 1010.
not aware of any information from, or advantage to, any Member of
Parliament or official, 1011,
HagaazT, J., M.P.
no interest in any contract, 1012.
never heard of any Member of Parliament or official receiving money
improperly, except Chapleau, 1015,
Chapleau’s and Mackintosh's transactions, 1018,
KavaRacH, J. .
no departmental infurmation, 1021.
BouLteRE, A., M P.
acted as solicitor for Shields, 1111.
never bad pecupiary iuterest in any Canadian Pacific Railway con-
tract, 1111.
not nwsltre of any benefit to any Member of Parliament or official,
1111.
conversation with Sir C. Tupper, as to tenders, 1111.
Bowig, A.
no knowledge of improper irfluence, 1152.
Topper, SiR CHARLES.
no suspicion of Chapleau's relations with contractors until revealed
by (tfommission, 1272,
not aware that any Member of Parliament or official was benefitted
by British Columbia contracts, 1292.
tranefer to Onderdonk allowed solely in belief that cheaper and
better work would accrue, 1292,
Macponatry, How. J.
not aware of any Member of Parliament or official, or outside gerson
l;;;gﬁttmg improperly by Qanadian Pacific Railway conmtracts,
no conversation with Shields, 1293,
no transaction modified through Shields's influence, 1293.
no knowledge of Close, 1291,
Porr, Hox. J. H. .
not aware of any Member of Parliament or official being improperly
interested, 1301,
further on this matter, 1304

INgaLLs, EpMUND :
See Contract No. 38.

InunpaTIONs, RED RIVER:
See Red River Inundations.

IrvING, JomN :
See Contract No. 39.

ISBESTER, JAMES :
See Contract No. 26.
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Jarvis, Epwarp W.:

surveys, party M, 274."
Eagle Lake to Sturgeon Lake, 280, 293.
to Rat Portage, 283.
Cache Creek to Seton Lake and Thompson River, 285,
Téte Jaune Cachs to Fraser River, 288.
exploration, Fraser Kiver towards Horse Fly Lakes, 287,
Fort George to Edmonton, 289.
contracts Nos. 14 end 15, 291, 772,
Red River to Edmonton, 294.
inundations, 294.
crossing, 298.
line north of Lake Manitoba, 296.

Jennings, WiLnian T.:

surveys, British Columbia, 753.
contract No. 4, 768.
No. 42, 159, 765, 770, 793.

Jurivs MuskEeG :
See Contracts Nos. 14, 15 ; Contractors’ Claims ; Engineering.

KAvanaga, Josers:
contract No 63, 10:8.

KavanacH, MurrHY & UPPER :
See Contract No. 33.

Kavanacu, TiMoraY:

contract No. 33, 835.
No. 63, 838,

KeLLoagc Bripagr Co.:
See Conlract No. 56.

KxLLY, PATRICK :
contract No. 15, 612
KEnNY, PATRICK:
Bee Contract No. 21.

KIRKPATRICK, WILLIAM W.:

explontor{snrveys, party G, 519.
arty L, 523. .
acdes Mille Lacs, height of land, Fort Frances, 536.
preliminary survey, Lake Helen to Long Lake, 625,
east and west from Wabigooan, 537,
location, Wabigoon eastward, 538.
contract No. 15, 539,

KirLore VALLEY EXPEDIT[ON :

See Horetzky ; MeNicol ; Gams’y.
LaAE DECEPTION :

See Contract No. 15.

Laxe Manitosa, LiNE NORTH OF :

Jarvis, 296.
Conners, 599, 604.
Rowan, 678, 687, 132,

Lake SurerioR WESTWARD :
Sse Contracts Nos. 13, 14, 15, 21, 25, 41, 41.
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LAND SPECULATIONS :

Mackenzie, C., 188.
Sutherland, 338.
Schaltz, 720.
Bannatyne, 724.
Fleming, 1684.

LeTrTING CONTRACTS, SYSTEM OF :
See System of Letting Contracts.

~

Fort Frances Lock, 825.
See Awsisting Newspapers,

LitLe, WiLLiaM B.:

LiocaTION SURVEYS @
See Engineering.

Luxron, WiLLiax F.: )
assisting newspapers, 681, 807,

Lynskey, TroMAs J.: .
Pembina Branch and contract No, 14, 780.
ManiToBA, LAKE :
See Lake Manitoba.
MANNING, ALEXANDER:
contract No. 42, 490.
influencing clerks, &c., 499, 502,
MANNING, SaIELDS & MoDoONALD :
See Contract No. 42.

Map, SMITH'S :
See Smith's Map ; Smith, M. ; Fleming,

MaRks & CONMEE :
See Contract No. 41.

MARPoOLE, RicHARD:

contracts No=. 41 and 42, 1063, 1
No. 42, 1073, » 1063, 1071, 1084,

MARTIN & CHARLTON :
See Contract No. 13,

MxercHANTS' LAKE AND RIVER Steamsnaip Co.:
See Contracts Nos. 20, 27,

Mersey STEeL anp IRown Co. :
See Contracts Nos. 8. 20 ; Steel Rails.

MiLLER Bros. & MITCHELL :
See Contract No. 50.

MiLis, D. O.:
: contracts Nos. 60—63, 1296.

MoBERLY, WALTER:

exploratory surveys, British Columbia, 400.
turveys, British Columbia, deposition, 1824.
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INDEX.

MorLesworTH, ARTHUR N.:

MorLoy, JonaN:
.

contrrct No. 54, 591,
No. 14, 538, 593.
No. 48, 594.

cortract No. 5, 323.
. No. 14, 315.
See Engineer’s Claim.

Moncron Car Co. :

Morse & Co. :

MogsEg, G. D.:

See Contract No. 67. -

Bee Contracts Nos. 41, 42.

contract No. 41, 1050.
No. 42, 1048,1053.

MOUNTAIN SECTION :

8ee Contracts Nos. 60~63.

MuLHOLLAND, JoBN H. :

contract No. 1, 1021,

Murpocn, WILLIAM :

surveys (1871). 795,

(1872), 197
exploratory survey (1873), 799,
preliminary survey (1873), 8ti.
contract No. 12, 801.

Nos. 14 and 15, 815.

No. 48, 805, 808, 817.

No. 66, 807, 814.
alleged improper conduct, 800.
terminus on Lake Nipissing, 803.
relations with Rowan, 817.

McCorp TraIL Parrty, B. C. :

Moberly, 419.

" McCoraicK, ANDREW :

contract No. 42, 1079.

MacponaLD, A. P.:

contract No. 15, 977.
No. 33, 981.
Nos. 60—63, 993.
system of letting contracts, 984.

MacpoNALD, Hon. JAMEs :

\

alleged improper influence, 1293.
contract No. 42, 1293,

McDoxaLp, J. J.:

contract No. 42, 299, 823.
influencing clerks, &c, 306, 824,

McILVAINE, SAMUEL :

contract No. 48, 147.

McInTYRE & WORTHINGTON :

See Contract No. 18.

MackeNzIE, HON. ALEXANDER:

Minister of Public Works, 1784.
location, 1785.
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MAackenzig, HoN. ALEXANDER—cCoRtinued,

surveys, 1786.
contract No. 1, 1737.
No. 2, 17191,
No, 3, 1792,
No. 4, 1792,
No. 5, 1794.
No. 54, 1815.
No. 6—11, 1794.
No. 12, 1804.
No. 13, 1804.
No. 14, 1807.
No. 15, 1809.
Nos. 16 and 17, 1811.
No. 13, 1812.
No. 20, 1813.
No. 25, 1815.
No. 28, 1814.
Nos. 30 and 31, 1814.
o MNoiE34, mm.d o
'« Mackenzie and Cooper, Fairman & Co., 180
Fort Frances Lock, 185’8. ! » 1803,

MACKENZIE, CHARLES : )
stee] rails, 188, 198,
furnishing supplies, 196.
land speculations, 193.

MoKEenzie, Grier & Co.:
See Contract No. 2.

Mackinrosn, Cuarces H.:

contract No. 15 and tendering generally, 869,
alleged improper influence, 869.
See Assisting Newspapers.

McLENNAN, RODERICK ! .
eurveys, British Columbia, 1513, 1533, 1552.
contract No. 13, 1529,
. Nos. 13 and 25, 1534,
No. 23, 1535,
MoNicor, EpMUND :

surveys, British Columbia, 1732,
Kitlope Valley Expedition, 1733.
Leake Tochquonyala, 1739.

MOQUEEN, ALEXANDER: .
assisting newspapers, 722.

MoRax, WiLLiay :
coutracts Nos. 60 aad 62, 1067.

McTavisa, GEorgE L.: .
contract No. 4, 486.
NavLor, Bexzon & Co.:

See Contract No. 11; Steel Rails.

Neesing HoTEL :
See Contract No. 38.

NEWSPAPERS, ASBISTING :
See Assisting Newspapers.

NicaOLSON, FRANK :

contract No. 41, 1095,
Nos. 41 and 42, 1085, 1099.
No. 42, 1087, 1098, 1100, 1293.
Nos, 48 and 66, 1101.

60%
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INDEX.

Nr1pIGON ;

See Engineering.

NrrissiNg, Lake, TErRMINUS ON:

NixoN's PURVEYORSHIP :

Murdoch, §05.

ALLoway, W. F,

employed by Nixon at 23 per cent. commission to purchase horses,
2

Nixon's judgment always consulted, 383.
ot contract for carrying mails, 383.
Nixon lived in witness’s house, 385.
bargains for freighting, how arrived at, 385.
rates paid, 385.
loads carred, 386.
North-West Angle, 115 miles, 386.
round trip eight to ten days, 286.
rate, $2 per 100 Ibs., 387.
teaw, 9 days at $6, 388,
certain reductions made, 389.
carrying mails to section 14 once a week, 3893,
rate $65 a month, 389.
provided carts for survey parties, 390.
no private transactions with Nixon, except house, 393,
a8 to certain horse purchbases, 391.
kept only a memorandum, which book cannot be found, 296.
certain other horse transactions, 397-400.
failed to find memorandum books, 432.
wanner of making entries in diary, 433.
names of sellers of horses not kept, 433.
horses averaged, not detailed, 433
Nixon’s motives in dealing with witness not interested, 435.
manner of ascertaining weight of freighted goods, 436.
also time employed in freighting, 436.
charge for horge and cart to Emerson, $22.50, 438.
ractice as to vouchers, 438.
urther as to buying horses, 439.
freighting to Fort Frances Lock, 439.
carrying mail weekly to contract 15, $550 to $600 per month, 441.

SuTHERLAND, P.

supplied Nixon with certain goods, 448.

Nixon lived in witnesg's house, 448.

ptivate account, $900, written off, 449.

further as to dealings between Sutberland and Nixon, 449.

Nixon paid no board, 449.

witness felt the necessity of propitiating Nixon to secure patronage,
451.

respecting half-breed scrip, 451.

witness refused to buy scrip and Government account withdrawn,
452. ‘

no dealings since, 452.

applies to correct previous evidence, Chairman’s ruling, 547.

witness’s correction, 548.

Drunnosp, H. M.

explaing system of auditing Canadian Pacific Railway accounts, 482.

Nixon's cheques countersigned by witness, 483.

no supervision as to details of accounts or prices, 484.

for some time vouchers returned monthly to Nixon, latterly sent to
Ottawa, 484.

Alloway’s receipt only certificate for purchase of 6th May, 1875, 485,

his accounts generally certified by Nixon, not by engineers, 485,

engineer’s certificates now necessary, 486.

Ryaw, J.

witness tendered for mail contract, posted tender at Nixon's office,
490.

contract given to Alloway at more than twice his price, 490,

Nixon deuied receiving tender, 490.

StrANG, A.

Bannatyne's book-keener, 492,
had transactions with Nixon, 493.
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Nixon’s PurVEYORSHIP—continued.

8TRANG, A.—continued. X
allowed him 10 per cent. discount for purchases on private account,

rented to Nizon as Government Agent a warehouse $36 a month,
49 :

building really belonged to Nixon, 495.
Nixon leased to witness, and witness to Government, by arrange-
ment, 495.
cgrct Nixzon $1,600 ; possibly $400 spent for improvements, 496.
Nixon, T.
engaged from spring, 1875, till beginning of 1879, as purveyor and
paymaster, 504.
duties described, 504.
had E. G. Oonklin and D. 8. Qurrie as accountants, 504.
is acqnainted with the principles of book-keeping, 503.
books not kept by double entry, 505.
not satisfied with Qonklin's method, 505
witness describes bia administration, 503
management of Government store, 507.
values not entered in store-book, 508.
balance of supplies brought in by engineering parties placed in
store, 611.
goods placed in store entered in store-book, but not in general set of
Canadian Pacific Railway accounts, 512,
explaios the gystem of sub-agencies, 513.
does not remember when he became dissatisfied with Conklin's book-
keeping, 513.
remembers recommending him for an increase of salary, 513.
further as to dealing with sub-agents, 514,
regpecting Jobn Brown'’s account, 515.
respeeting discrepancy of $4,000 in Conklin's books, 515.
respecting items deposited to witness’s private banking accounts, 517,
money advanced to sub-agents, 518.
respecting Canadian Pacific Railway moneys placed to private
credit, 548.
declines to show to what extent this was done, 549.
refers to his book-keeper, 549.
a3 to accounts with sub-agents, 552.
cannot explain how John Brown's account was balanced, 534.
generally as to financial administration, 551, /
further a8 to deposits of money, 565.
system of procuring supplies, 5653,
freightage tenders, 566, :
respecting buying horses, 567.
had detailed statement of horse purchases, 567.
Alloway’s books would show details, 568.
had noprivatebusiness with Alloway ; never endorsed his paper, 573.
denies having got advantage as purveyor which he could not bave
as individual, 573. °
property returned from survey parties not credited, 574.
turther as to sub-agents’ accounts, 575.
baving heard Corklin’s examination, cannot explain unsatisfactory
condition of books and financial transactions, 636.
can suggest no way of investigating correctness of his statements
to Government, 637,
still deries endorsing for Alloway, states there must have been
another Thomas Nixon, 751,
further as to receipts placed to private credit, 752.
further as to dealings with Alloway, 770—1772.
as to evidence given before Public 'Accounts Committee, 1830, 1831,
as to private transactions with Alloway, 1830, 1831.
Browx, G
manager Ontario Bank, 508.
manner of keeping Nixon’s hank account, 509. .
produces record of $1,000 note, W. F. Aliowsy maker, Thos. Nixon
endorser, Nov 1875, discounted tor Alloway, 737.
Allowng's endorser was Thos. Nixon, purveyor, 763.
Coxguiy, E. G.
Nixon’s book-keeper, 1875 to 1877, 536.
object of ledger 1o keep workmen's accounts, 556,
duties as explained to him by Nixon, 557. . .
his gystem of book-keeping, no record of any trangaction till money
paid for it, 558,
603*
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Nixon's PurvEYORSHIP—CcOntinued.

CoxkuiN, E. G.—continued.
knew nothing of Nixon's purchases till acconnts came in, 558.
entries in ledger without any reference to show where posted from,
559.
entries in day-book not Xosted in ledger, 559.
several items not carried beyond the day-book, 5€0.
no evidence in witness’s books as to moneys placed in Nixon's pri-
vate account, 562.
books were ot kept ia correct mananer, 563. )
cannot explain on what principle Jobn Brown's account was
balanced by item $2,861.28, 563.
evidence as to store-book 564.
after having books in his possession for examination, re-states system
followed, acknowledges in ordinary business would pnot have
kept them by that method, 628.
apart from detached papers, supply transactions not shown properly
in the books, 630.
if animals purchased were returned by survey parties, books did not
record such transactions, 630.
never investigated store-books, 631.
sub-agents not charged with supplies forwarded, 631.
no general account showing history of supplies, 631.
moneys coming into purveyor's hands entered in day-book but not
posted to any other, 632.
no means of informing himself of such receipts except by Nixon's
own statement, 633.
books offer no explanation of settlement with Joha Brown, 635.
admits the book-keeping to be unsatisfactory, 635.
Cugetg, D. 8.
acted as commissariat officer to Carre’s party, 576.
explains duty of sub-agent, 677.
and manner of keeping accounts, 577
sub-agent charged with amount of consignment, 579.
furnished by purveyor with price-list, at which men were to be
charged with goods, 579.
as sub-agent made monthly returns, 579.
cannot say whether goods were invoiced to him by purveyor at cost
or at selling prices, 680.
in May, 1877, took over Conklin’s books, 551.
state of affairs was not shown by them, 583.
books never balanced, 583.
not possible to trace transactions, 583.
canaot understand entry to credit of John Brown’s account, 583.
books afford no ciue, 583.
Nixon purchased supplies, certifizd correctness of acconnt, and paid
it, 585.
witness introduced new system of accounts, 585.
which he explains, 686,
when witneas took over books debits amounted to $39,697.20, credits
to $8,816.58, 687.
large amount written off on book-keeper's assertion that accounts
were sottled, 5687.
PaRg, J.
store-keeper from epring of 1875 to summer of 1880, 660.
describes duties, 660
system of store-i(eeping elncidated, 661.
no values given in store-book, 651.
stock statements showed actual articles in store, not what should be
there, 862.
describes robbery of office, 663.
papers scattered va the floor, 663.
Rowax, J. H.
witness had no control over Nixon’s admingistration, 712.

BANNATYNE, A. G. B.
had considerable dealings with Government through Nixon, 725.
sold Nixon goods privately, also a house, 735.
business done throngh witness’s manager, 725.
Nixon received no advantage on account of his official position, 725.
HeseELER, W.
owned Nixon’s office, 726. .
building broken into between twelve and two at night, 726,
degcribes the occurrence, 727.
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Nixon’s PURVEYORSHIP—continued.

NoLix, A.

sub-contractor under Alloway, carrying mail to section 15, 788.
.Alloway paid $225 a month, 789,

mail to North-West Angle, once a week, 789.
tendered for Fort Frances mail, $150 & month, 790.

Alloway offered $120, 790.

mode of trausit, time occupied, &c., 790.
carried Government freight for seven years, 790.
price of horses and hiring rate of teams, 791.
fifty dollars a high price in 1877, for horses without a pedigree, 791.
apparent connection between Alloway and Nixonm, 791.
purchased Government stores from Ailoway and Nixon, 792,
his son sold oxen, carts and harness to Alloway, 793,

price $65 each rather high, 793.

Nizon, THOMAS :
paymaster-and-purveyorship, 504, 518, 636, 751, 770.

deposition as to evidence before Public Accounts Committee, 1831
See Nizow's Parveyorship.

NOLIN, AUGUSTIN: ) )
Nixon's purveyorship, 788,
NorTn-West TraNsPORTATION Co.:
See Contracts Nos. 34, 52, 69.

OL1vER, Davipson & Co. :
See Contracts Nos. 4, 24.

'

O'LouerLIN, MACROY: o
steel rails, 778.
assisting newspapers, 718,

ONDERDONK, ANDREW :
See Contracts Nos. 60--63.

OnTARIO CaAR CoO.:
See Contract No. 63.

OverATING PEMBINA BRANCH:
See Contract No. 43.

OPERATING TELEGRAPH:
See Contracts Nos. 1--4.

Pare, Jonn: .
Nixon's purveyorship, 660.

Passes, Rocky MOUNTAINS:

Mobeﬂ{, 404, 427, 1825.
Horetzky, 1241, 1254, 1719.
McLennan, 1514,

Smith, M, 1555, 1582, 1594.
Fleming, 1668.

Peacn, C.:
Bee Contract No. B,

PxuBINA BRANOCE :
See Contracts Nos, 5, 54, 33, 43, 49.

Pergins & Co.:
See Contract No. 20.
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Prow, Hersy & Co.:
See Contract No. 32.

Poricy oF THE GOVERNMENT :

TourpER, S1r CHARLES.
early completion Thunder Bay to Red River, 1261.
correct estimates of great importance, 1261.
consequent extension of time for tenders, 1261.
to give assurance that rapid development of country and speedy
construction of railway would be carried out with as much des-
patch as consistent witg ublic resources, 1286.
Parliament authorized builsing 125 miles of railway in British
Columbia, 1287.
Freming, 8.
public interest suffered from patronage being in hands of political
party,.1317.
policy from first to last to get best and cheapest line, 1317.
grew as work went on, 1317.
ronte 5enemlly selected on engineering principles, 1318.
Mackenzig, Hown. A.
states view as to testimony regarding Government policy, 1785.
Fleming sole director of surveys, though frequently consulted by
Minister, 1785.
policy was to obtain best and ghortest line between Thunder Bay and
Rat Portage, 1805
water stretches to be utilized, 1805.

Pore, HoN. JouNy HENRY :

contract No. 15, 1303,
No. 42, 1302.
No. 48, 1302.
alleged improper influence, 1301,1304.

PracTicE OF DEPARTMENT :

See Department of Railways anl Canals.
PrAIRIE SECTION :

See Contracts Nos, 48, 66.

PurceLL & Ryan:
8ee Contract No, 41.

PurckLL, RyaN, GoopwiIN & Co.:
See Contract No. 61.

RaiLs PURCHASE oF :

See Steel Rails ; Contracts Nvs. 6,7, 8,9 anli 10, 11, 44—47, 53—55.
RaiLs, TRANSPORTATION OF :

8ee Contracts Nos. 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 27, 28, 34, 39, 52, 69, 70.
RarLway CONSTRUCTION : *

See Contracts Nos. 5, 64, 13, 13, 14, 15, 16, 35, 33, 37, 41, 42, 48, 60, 61, 62, 63, 66;
Engineering. .

RamLway LocATioN:
See Engineering.

Ramwway OPERATING.:

Lynsxey, T, J. . .
superintendent on Pembina Branch and of line from 8elkirk
easterly, 781.
condition of road-bed wher witness took charge, 782.
originally too wide, 783, .
spee1 bad to be reduced to five or six miles an hour, 782,
now ballasted and in good order, 782.
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>

RaiLway OPERATING—continued,

Lyxsgey, T. J.—continued.
traffic heavy, preseat rolling stock, 784
earnings 10th February to 30th Jnne, $104,975.69, 784.
net earnings, $26,083.68, 785.

working expenses and maintenance, 75 per cent. of gross earnw
ings, 785.

climatic inﬁt;ences favourable as compared with [ntercolonial, 785,

RaiLways AND CANALS, DEPARTMENT OF :
See Department of Railways ani Canals.

RaT Rivir IroN BRIDGE:
See Contract No. 56

RecErving TENDEBS:
See System ¢f Letting Contracts,

Rep River CRossING:
Carre, 177.
Jarvis, 297.
Bain, 618.
Rowan, 688, 745, 820.
Schultz, 720.
Bacnatyne, 724.

REp RivER INUNDATIONS :

Janvis, E. W.
instructed in 1872 to report on most favourable crossing, 291.

took considerable evilence, channel of river widening, rain fall
decreasing, 295.

opposite Winaipeg,
also deeper, 296.
Surra, W. O, .
channels of Red acd Assineboine Rivers, widened by one-third, 665.
statistics as to rapidity, 666.
no probability of inundations, 667,
no danger from ice jams, 667.
ice brittle, easily breaks, 667.
thinks cultivation will leszen volume, 668.
rise of Lake Manitoba, 668. '
Rowan, J H.

though river has widened, there are places where it hag not ; there-
fore chance of flood not diminished, 747.

Rep Rivee TransporTATION Co.:
8ee Contracts Nos. 18, 28.

has widened fifty feet in nine years, channel is

RerorT, SMITH'S :
See Smitk, M.; Fleminy.

ReyNoLDs, THOMAS:
purchase of rails, 1030,

RosinsoN, WILLIAM :
8ee Contract No. 36.
Rourz:

CawrsgLr, H. M.
warden of county of Portage la Prairie, 143.

gives evidence as to advantages to arise from & deflcction of the line

southerly to the Portage, 144.
MclILvaisg, 8. v g8

lives at Portage 1a Prairie, 146. . .
gives evidence in the same direction as previous witness, 148.
Jarvs, E. W, ' . .
line south of Lake Manitoba more expedient on engineering
grounds, 297.
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RouTE—continued,
Vd

Rowan, Jamxs H.:

FuLLeg, R.

country north of Lake Manitoba not fit for settlement, 476.

railway west of Winnipeg, a3 mow being constructed, far more
desirable, 476,

" ConwEers, J. L.

describes route by the Narrows, 599.
from Narrows to Fort Pelly, splendid grazing country, €00.
Swan River valley best agricultural country witness ever saw, 6C1.
further as to the route west of Winnipeg, 604
Ba, J. F.
Lot aware that any engineer or Member of Parliament beld lands
near Selkirk or influenced decision in favour of crossing there, 618;
Rowax. J. H.
advocated going direct to the mouth of the Nipigon, 678.
thinks route by Narrows decided on in 1874, oc¢ spring of 1875, 673.
no engineering difficulties north of Lake Manitoba, 678.
crossiog at Selkirk fixed 1874, 688.
no engineer or Member of Parliament interested, 689.
most direct route, irrespective of local traffic, sought for, 733.
witness's views as to this policy, 733
competition with other transcontinental lines, 734.
cost of bridging about same at Selkirk and Winnipeg, 745.
Government owned land at Selkirk, not elsewhere, 745.
this crossing selected by witness, 820.
directed :.o select where Government owned land, other things being'
equal, 820.
would repeat selection now, 821,
Scacrrz, J., M.P.
koows of no Member of Pairliament but himself and Bannatyne
interested in Selkitk crossing, 720.
most of the property acquired since Selkirk was selected, 720.
BanwaTyag, A. G. B.
selection of Selkirk not due to improper influences, 724,
TupPER, SIR CHARLES.
climatic conditions weighed in favourof Burrard Inlet as against Port
Simpson, 1287.
Freming, S.
beyond that of getting best and cheapest line, not aware of any
Government policy, 1317.
route selected on engineering principles generally, 1318,
witness differed from Government as to location of second 100
miles west cf Red River, 1318.
that route involved extremely heavy grades and expensive river
crossing, 1318.
does not remember an earlier instance where he was controlled by
Government policy, 1319.
Yellow Head Pass practically adopted in 1872, 1320.
Pembina Branchlocation made in 1874 to connect with the American.
system, 13:0. )
some years elapsed before American system extended to Pembins,
1320.
Winuipeg not regarded when line was located, 1321.
location between Selkirk and Livingstone by the Narrows in 1875,
1321.
the Narrows route determined by engineering reasons, 1321,
Selkirk bad already been adopted for crossing, 1322.
how much of present railway route was seen by witness on hig trans-
continental trip, 1397,
witness's views as to Selkirk crossing, 1684,

surveys (1871), 669.
(1877), 617,
(1873), 617.

(18742. 679, 687.

contract No. I, 690, 730.
No. 4, 692.
No. 5, 680, 687, 819,
No. 54, 731, 748.
No. 14, 693, 731, 744, 822.
Nos. 14 and 15,690, 731, 821.
No. 15, 713, 738, 745, 821.
No. 18, 747,
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Rowan, James H.—continued.

contract No. 33, 748.
No 34, 712,
No. 36, 749. .
No. 48, 750, 820.
line north of Lake Manitoba, 878, 687, 732.
Red River Crossing, 638, 745, 820, 822.
to Fort Pelly, 689,
construction (1875), 689.
Nixon’s purveyorship, 712.
alleged improper influence, 689.
relations with Murdoch, 822.

Rurran, Hexery N.:
exploratory surveys, 21.
loeation survey, 23.
contract No. 1, 34,
Nos. 14 and 15, 33,
No. 15, 25, 386,
No. 59, 35.

YA) :
Ras, Hoan contract No. 25, 1219, 1239, 1245.
No. 41,1231, 1239, 1245,
No. 61, 1235.
rystem of letting contracts, 1238.
alleged improper influence, 1239.

AN, JAMES :
Ryaw, exploratory surveys, party K, 488.
Nixon’s purveyorship, 490.

N, JOHN :

Ryaw, J contract No. 48, 476.
No. 59, 482.
No. 64, 481,

AMUEL, B. :
S ! See Contract No. 20.

ScHREIBER, COLLINGWOOD:
location and construction, 1767.
British Columbia, 1783,
contract No. 15, 1769, 1782.
No. 25,.1778.
Nos. 25 and 41, 1771.
Nos. 25, 41 and 42, 1772.
No. 42, 1768, 1719, 1834.
Np. 48, 1771.
practice as to estimating works, 1780.
letter from Secretary to Commission with interrogatory, 1831..
angwer, 1832,
Scauntz, JomN, M.P.: »
asgisting newspapers, 717, 720.
Fraser and Grant-Whitehead partnership, 718,
Red River Crossing, alleged improper inflaence, 720
SECURITIES
X Trudesu, 82,

SureLDs, JOHN :
contract No. 42, 307.
Sirron, Guass & Co.:
See Contracts Nos. 1, 2.
SirroN, JoHN :

contract No. 1, 89, 105, 324.
No. 13, 160,
No. 14, 103, 264.
StrroN, Warp & Co.:

See Contracts Nos. 13, 23.
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&meLiie, W. B.:

contract No. 5 A, 1348.
Nos. 14 and 15, 1470, 1484,
. No. 15, 1497, ’
No. 25, 1614.
No. 48, 1421.

Smith, James N.:
contract No. 37, 949.
No. 42, 938,
No. 61, 952.
relations with Chapleau, 947.

Sumita, Marcus:

surveys, 1505, 1569, 1594, 1603.
British Columbia, 1503, 1509, 1553, 1582, 1593, 1598.
Lake Nipissing to head of Lake Superior, 1585.
west of Red River, 1592, 1611,
contract No. 13, 1570.
Nos. 13 and 25, 1589, 1604.
No. 14, 1574,
Nos. 14 and 15, 1580, 1593, 1697, 1607.
No. 15, 1572, 1595, 1605.
Nos. 41 and 42, 1602.
Georgian Bay Branch, 1369,
management of Engineering Department, 1587, 1596.
suppression of map, 1594,
location report, 1598.

SmiTH's MaP:
Sauire, M.

mapsprepared by witness suppressed, 1594.
Fresming, 8.

reference to Smith’s map, 1626.

suppressed because incorrect, 1626.

not based on sufficien'ly accurate information, 1626. .

Mackenzie in telegraphing for him did not ask him to report against

Smith's views, 1628, . .

Mackenzie expressed his views to witness respecting Smith, 1628.
SaitH, W. OSBORNE:

Red River inundatione, 665.

rise of Lake Manitoba, 668,
SeIkEs :

See Contracts Nos. 29, 32, 35, 50.
Sr. ANDREW’S RaPIiDS :

Bee Red River Crossing.
StaTioN BUILDINGS :

See Contract No. 49.

SteeL Raivs, 187475 :

Macreszis, C.
spec'ial partner with Cooper, Fairman & Co. from 1873; share, $15,000,
188.

no share in management; not aware of tender till notified by public
prints, 189.

gave notice of intention to retire, 189,

never saw contract, 189.

took $15,000 in notes in payment of capital, 189.

refuged profits on contracts with Government, 189.

interview with Premier, 190.

terms of partnership, 190.

no balance sheet, 192,

thinks capital impaired one-half, 192.

nothing yet paid on potes, 192.

would have preferred remaining in firm, 19¢.

Cooper, Fairman & Co. did not buy on commission, 195.

no connection with any Government contract, 196.
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SteEL Raius, 1874-75—~continued.

Mackenzig, C.—continue 1. .
furnished supplies to Sutherland and to some engineers and con-
tractors, 196. R
understanding as to general partnership, 200.
decision as to retirement communicated before newspaper con-
troversy, 203.
‘l'aconu,d'r.
tenders produced, 833.
Mersey Co, (Cocper, Fairman & Co) offer 5,000 to 10,000 tons ;
coantract for 20,000 tons, 834.
correspondence with Cox & Green, 835. .
increased quantity ordered from Cooper, Fairman & Co., 841
witness cannot explain correspondence with Buckingham, 843.
o Order-in-Council awarding contracts Nos. 6—11 on record, 843.
no record indicating by what suthority secretary informed tenderers
of acceptance, 844. . .
no report o‘:x rchéa showing quantity of rails required for use in 1874,
1817. .
no record of Buckiagham’s replies to Cooper’s telegrams, 1817.
not usual that correspondence between tenderers and private secre-
tary should take place, 1818. . . .
the Minister decided npon the.e contracts himself, witness's judg-
ment not asked, 1818.
Coorzr, J.
of Cooper, Fairmaa & Co,, 915.
relations with C. Mackenzie, 917.
notification of withdrawal, 819.
dissolution postponed till Fairman’'s return, 919.
conditions of partnership, 920.
denies Chas. Mackenzie's statement as to loss of capital, 921.
Fairman left for England December, 1874, returned March, 1875, 922.
correspondence with Buckingham, 922.

Reyxorps, T.
: oage;at, Ebbw Vale Co. and Aberdare (‘o., 1000.
tendency of market downward ia fall of 1874, 1001.
steady fall till 1879, 1002,
prices November, 1874, March, 1875, and July, 1879, compared, 1003.
thought in November, 1874, rails had toached bottom, 1002,

Fawuman, F. .

time by first advertisement too short, 1171,

Eagland principal source of supply, 1172,

no large contracts previously, 1172,

no recollection as to certain hypothecated rails, 1173,

castom of rail trade, 1173.

advertising may stiffen market, 1174, )

brokers percentage, 4 to 1 per cent., 1175.

had been preparing for rail tenders for 12 months, 1179

his firm acting as agents, 1184.

Charles Mackenzie's relations with firm, 1187.

retirement of a member a matter of record, 1187.

dissolution in January, 1875, virtual, not legal, 1188.

document providing for retirement, 1189,

formal dissolution registered on witness's return from England, 1190.
Frening, S.

reasons for purchasing in 1874-75, 13560,

witness's recommendation, 1350,

advices from England as to prices, 1350.

apart from his memorandamof 1876 his memory shaky, 1350.

witness reads memorandum ; explains why made, 1351.

called on by Minister to prepare it, 1363

knowledge of prices derived from Sandberg, 1352.

Sandberg paid according to number of rails inspected, 1352.

acted principally on his counsel, 1353.

witness did not advise as to quantity, 1354.

declines to state whether more than an informal conversation pre-

ceded action, 1354. »

written reports usual in respect of Intercolonial, 1354,

chief reason for purchase : low price, 1355.

cannot say how soon he then thought they would be required, 1356,

quantity decided on after tenders received, 1356.

thought rails had touched bottom, 1356.

cannot say why time for tenders extended, 1358.
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INDEX.

STEEL Raivs, 1874-75 —continued.

STEEL RaiLs, 1879 :

FLEMING, §.—continued.

produces ~andberg’s diagram of fluctuation, 1358.

corrects prior statement as to prices, 1383,

cannot find Sandberg’s letters, 1618,

must have been received in summer of 1874, 1618.

impression that rails were selling at near cost, 1619,

steel rails first made in 1861 or 1862, 1619.

improvements in manafactare, 1620,

cannot remember whether Sandberg gave reasons why rails would
not go lower, 16:1.

as t(l)svv;tness's opinion of the advisabiiity of purchasing at that time,

12,

hesitation in beginning construction partly political, 1622.

as to quantity circumstances then demanded, 1623,

reason: for advising the purcbase, 16:3—1625.

letter from Sandberg produced, dated 17th December, 1874, 1620,

several letters from Nandberg volunteering information, 1665.

Bures, T. R.

first letter from Sandberg to be found dated November, 1874, 1665,

Braux, F.

thinks answer to Cooper’s letter of 29th December. 1874, directed by
Minister through Buckingham ; recognises handwriting, 1764.

Mackexnzie, How. A.

Fleming recommended purchase of as large a lot as possible assoon as
possible, 1794,

every probability of several hundred miles being placed under contract
within a year, 1795.

A8 to prices, adopted Fleming’s reasons, 1798.

thought eight dayssufficient notice toinduce English competition, 1798.

nfierwards advised to extend time, 1798.

first quantity spoken of by Fleming, 40,000 tons, 1798.

does not recollect the Aberdare Co. was passed over, 1800.

correspondence with Mersey Co. carried on by Trudeau, 1800.

no public competition in respect to coatract No. 11, 1802,

no recollection of Orawford’s offer, 1802.

correspondence with Charles Mackenzie, 1803.

See Contracts Nos. 6—11.

Tureee, S1R CHARLES.

in the summer of 1879, 5,000 tons required, 1275
Reynolds instructed to send circulars to makers for tenders, 1276.
to accept the loweset, 1276.
he acted under the directions of the Department, 1276,
reported the resalt, 1276.
reason for calling for small amount, 1276.
large demand would enhance price, 1276. .
witness before leaving for England directed advertisements to be
published, 1276. X -
went to Kngland with Sir John Macdonald and Sir Leonard Tilley,
1276

in Italy when tenders received, 1275. .
oa return to London carried on communications with tenderers, 1276.
through Fleming and Reynolds, 1276.

. accepted lowest tenderers and asked them to double amount, 1276.
" thug obtained 60,000 tons at low prices, 1276,

Urder-in-Council for 30,000, 1276. .
low prices reasor for obtaining more, 1276. .
wounld result in very considerable saving of public money, 1376
Wallace & Co. declined to enter into contract, 1377.
contracts awarded to lowest tenderers in all cases, 1277.
no member of Parliament or other persou benefitted, 1377.
Nee Contracts Nos. 44 —17T, 53—b55.

SreprENSON, Rurus, M.P.:

871, JEAN, Dg.:

StoNe Forr:

-

contract No. 15, alleged improjer influence, 971.

contract No. 4, 1216.

See Red River Crossing.
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STRANG, ANDREW : .
Nixoun’s purveyorship, 492.

STtRONACH, JOHN:
contract No 1, 63D,

No. 2, Gil.
No. 4, 611.
South Pembina DBranch telegraph, 612
SUPPLIES : - .
See Contracts; Engineering ; Fort Frances Lock ; Nizon's Purveyorship.
SGRVEYS :

Bee Engincering.

SorresLanp, Hugr:

Fort Frances Lock, 330, 829.
alleged misconduct, 338, 312.

SUTHERLAND, JAMES:
Fort Frances Lock, 452, 578, 807.

SUTHERLAND, PETER:

Nixon’s purveyorship, 447.
correction, 517.

SvurroN & THIRTKELL :
See Coniract No. 4.

SurToN & THOMPSON :
Bee Contract No. 4.

Sorron, R. T.:
contract No. 4, 1032, 1069.
No. 15, 1040.

System oF LETTING CONTRACTS :

Macpoxarp, A. P.
wrong from beginning to end, 931,
especially a money deposit, 984,
how it works, 981,
lowest tender system relieves Government of responsibility, 984.
temptations to officials to give information, 98t.
never got information prior to putting in tender, 983.
system induces speculative teaders, 985,
collusion amongst contractors, 983.
throws contracts into the hands of ignorant capitalists, 987.
large deposits impoverish contractor, 288.
bulk sum contracts not the proper principle, 988,
approves of schedules of quantities, 989.
Tropeau, T
no record kept of time when tenders received, 994.
clerks instructed to attach envelopes, 994.
these instructions have been very partially carried out, 994.
Goopwin, J. R
reliable contractors better for the publie, 1011,
schedule of prices better than balk sum, 1012.
Ryaw, H.
bulk sum gystem an advantage to contractor, 1239.
schedule prices no injustice to public, 1239,
Fremixa, M. .
exact quantities desirable, not essential, 1377.
inaccu;;cies due to insufficient knowledge as to muskeg couantry,
1317,
strictly accurate quantities not very esseniial, 1378.
generally as to receiving and opening tenders, 1384.
practice of making calculation of cost before inviting tenders, 1407.
advice to Minister as to acceptance or otherwise of tenders generally
verbal, 1408.

no recollection of embodying any estimate of work about to be let
in a report, 1408,
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TAYLOR :
See Contract No. 13.

TELEGRAPH CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE :
See Coniracts Nos. 1—1,

TENDERING :
See Contraets.

TeNDERS, RECORDING REcEIPT OF :
See System of Letting Contracts.

THIRTKELL, JOHN :
contract No. 4, 39.

TrompsoN, M. M.:
' Fort Frances Lock, 6!9.

TiEs:
See Contracts Nos, 23, 36, 59.

ToCcHQUONYALA LAKE:
See Horetzky ; McNicol; Gamsby.

ToronTo IRON BrIDGE Co :
See Contract No. 71.

TrUDEAU, TOURSAINT :
practice of Department, 1, 38, 42, 1817.
contract No. 1, telegraph, 4, 37, 38, 40, 43, 50, 60.
No. 3 do 18,39, 43
No 3 do 38, 45, 833.
No. 4 do 45, 18117.
No. 5, construction, Pembina Branch, 48, 50, 54.
No. BA, extension of No. 5, 51.
Nos. 6—11, purchase of rails, 833, 841, 1817.
No. 12, Georgian Bay Branch, 844,
No. 13, construction, 69, 81.
No. 14, do 65, 5.
No. 15 do 68, 67, 5,
No. 16, Canada Central extension, 846, 1215,
No. 17, transportation of rails, 846.
No.18 do do 847, 966, 1152.
No. 19, engineers’ house, 867.
No. 20, transportation ¢f rails, 927.
No, 21 do do  867.
No.22 do do  932.
No, 23, ties, 868.
No. 24, house, 868.
No. 25, construction, Sunshine Creek to English River, 71.
* No 26, engine houase, 868, 933, 971.
No. 27, transportation of rails, 933.
No. 28 do do 934, 1046, 1152.
No. 29, spikes, 934.
No. 30, bolts and nuts, 934.
No. 31 do British Columbia, 937.
No. 32, spikes, 937.
No. 324, engineers’ houses, 963, 990.
No. 33, track-laying and ballasting, St. Boniface to Emerson,
51, b5, 64, 5.
No. 34 transportation of rails, 856, 963.
No. 35, spikes, 957.
No. 36, ties, 57, 60
No. 37, Georgian Bay Branch, 993,
No. 38, Neebing Hotel, 958,
No. 39, transportation of rails, 958, 973.
No. 40, engine house, 972, 991. .
No. 41, construction, English River to Eagle River, 75,
No. 42 do 8, 971
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TrUDEAU, ToUSSAINT—CONtinued.

contract No. 43, operating railway, 1047,
Nos. 44—47, purchase of rails, 959. .
No. 48, construction, 100 miles west of Red River, 82, 866.
No. 49, station buildings, 9, 64.
No. 50, spikes, 975, 1153.
No. 51, bolts and nats, 976, 1153.
No. 52, transportation of rails, 992.
Nos. 63—55, purchase of rails, 997, 1154.
No. 56, 1ron bridge, 995.
No. 67, railway trogs, 996.
No. 58, iron turn-tables, 1154.
No. 59, tie}, 87. .
No. 60, construction, British Columbia, 1154.
No. 61 do do 1204,
' No. 62 do do 1208.
No. 63 do do
No. 64, bridge over Red River, 1209.
No. 65, passenger cars, 1210. .
No. 68, second 100 miles west of Red River, 87, 1212,
No. 67, box and platform cars, 1211.
No. 68, postal and baggage cars, 1211,
No. 69, transportation of rails, 1213.
No. 70 do do 1212,
No. 71, iron superstructure, 1214.
Nos. 72—T76, entered into after date of Commission, 1214.
No. 717, wire fencing, 1214,
gecurities and payments on account, 82,
Pembina Branch, £9.
system of recording receipt of tenders, 994.

Troro PaTent Frog Co.:
See Contract No. 51.

TauTcH, LIEUT.-GOVERNOR
general supervision in British Columbia, 147,

Torrer, SR CHARLES: .
policy of Government, 1261.
contract No 15, 1277,
No. 371 1275.
Nos. 41 and 42, 1261, 1272.
Nos. 53—55, 1275.
Nos.. 60—63, 1286.
alleged improper influence, 1271, 1280, 1292.
influencing clerks, 1273,
TurN-TABLES:
See Contract No. 58.

TurrLE, CHARLES R.: .
assisting newspapera, 723,
alleged 1mproper influence, 764.

Uprer & Co.:
See Contract No. 43,

VANCOUVER ISLAND :

transportation of r.ils from, 958, 973.
See Contract No. gs. ' ’

WappLE & SMITH:
See Contracts Nos. 1, 3, 4.

WaDDLE, JOHN:

contract No. 3, 1118,
No. 4, 1103, 1112.

West COMBERLAND IRON AND StEEL Co.
See Contracts Noe. 9 and 10, 44—47, 53—55 ; Steel Rails,
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WHITEHEAD, CHARLES:
contract No. 14, 327.
No. 15, 203.
railway ties, 210. .
assisting newspapers, 328.

WHITEHEAD, JOoSEPH :
contract No. 5, 212.
No. 5 A, 248.
No. 14, 238,
No. 15, 215, 240, 605, 626.
assisting newspapers, 243, 606, 627.
influencing clerks, e

WHITEREAD, RUTTAN & RYAN:
8ee Contracts Nos. 59, 61.

‘WirLiaMsoN, MAJor:
See Horetzky.
WiLsoN, G. M. :
Fort Frances Lock, 442, 525.
alleged misconduct, 534.
WinniPEG, FIRST 100 MILES WEST OF:
See Contract No. 48."

‘WINNIPEG, BECOND 100 MILES WEST OF :
See Contract No. 66.

WINNIPEG TEMPORARY BRIDGE:
See Contract No. 64.

WooDLAND SECTION:
See Coniracts Nos. 13, 14, 15, 23, 41, 43; Engineering.

YaLE :

transportation of rails to, 958, 973.
See Contract No. 39.






