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your knowledge, was not Mr. Galt's position as a Director essentially a nominal one ?
-Ans. I am not aware, nor do I consider that Mr. Galt in his negociations actel
in any manner as representing the Grand Trunk Company, nor am I aware that he
ever took his seat at the Board of that Company prior to the amalgamation. Sub-
sequent to the amalgamation he was not a Director.

Mr. Gait liere finished his cross-examination of Mr. Holmes, and the Committee
then adjourned until 10 a.n., on Friday next.

Friday, 5th June, 1857.

Committee met.

MEMBERS PRESENT

GEORGE BROWN, Esquire, in the Chair;
Ma. SIMAnD,
MlR. B1ELLINGHAM,
Ma. WILSON,
MR. NIASSON,
MR. PAI.N,
MR. CHRISTIi,

Hon. Mn. Atty. Gen. MACDONALD, and
MR. Sol. Gen. SMITH.

The Hon. John Ross was in attendance, and as President of the Grand
Trunk Railw:i applied for perlisson to cross-examine Mr. Holmes on several
points in his evidnce.

The Committee granted the aipplication.

Benjaminit H1olmcs, Esquire, cross-examined by the Hon. John Ross:

Ques. 443. Were you a member of the Canadian Government in 1852?-
Ans. I was not.

Ques. 414. Did the Government of that ycar consult you as to thle arrangements
they were making' to secure the construction of the Grand Trunk Railway, or
the terms of the contract then proposed to be einteed into for its construction from
Montreal to Toronto ?-Aus. They did not consult me, nor had I any comrnuni-
calion with any other party, respecting the construction of the Montreal and To-
ronto Road.

Ques. 445. Did the Railway Committee of that year consult you upon the
subject ?-Ans. I was never belore the Railway Committee of 1852, nor was7l
consulted.

Ques. 446. Then all you know of the intentions of the Government, and the
Railway Coimittee, regarding the Grand Trunk Railway proper, was derived
from what you saw in the public press, and from reading the contract itsèlfli-.-
Ans. Certainly, such was the case.


