
Q. Did hi" appoal agaiiust tli« valua-
tion ? If,, canio t.. i,„. Movoral ti.uea, l.«t
I t.l.l liiiii I ooiil.. do iiotliiiig, UH the
valuators inado that award. Pinally, hetmk the n.oncy, but it wa« several
months aftt-rward < when he got it

<}. What did Nicholson pay "—I do
not know what ho paid; ho got «40.
to I nnce ArMiur'n Landing, as (H)n.pared
witli itH preHcpt terminus at Fort Wil-
• •un? -I wo.dd Hay if the station were to
Itephiced, sa: whore the «iovernn.ent
i^3.j<erve IS at Prince Artlnir's Landing,
ti -nig the lotH in the town ph)t (and I
.eheve there are two survejs adjoining
the town plot of Prince Arthur's Land
lUL', two parcels of land that have been
Hubdivided) 1 am sure one hundred thou-
sand dollars would not have covered the
umount- -tl.at is, inchiding the balance
of the lots at Fort William, and running
through the McKeliar and other property
adjouung Fort William.

^

M. Confine your remarks to wheu any
line would haN e entered Prince Arthur's
Landing thiougli the building portion of
It to have snthcient dockage frontace fo-
tlio purpose of the railway v-I should

v^Yfi l!*"'i*^" ,V''"".l^^''*^™-
C'l^versations

with tlie late Mr. Haziewood on the sul)-
ject and he estimated it at more tirm

Q. Are you an engineer ?-I av., not
speaking as as engineer: I am not rai
en^rineev.

»^ Then you are not competent

woie Homo C080H wo could hardly close . n
that baMiM.

10
speak professionally as *o it ?-Unly as to
the vafue of the lau-.I, v;pon which 1 con-
sider myself capable of judging.

il Then you say that tlie land
damages A -ould have been fully double at

"fwAr '"" ' l^anding what it was at
I r.rt Willian. ?- Yes; I .ay so, because
the .ots are all dotted with buildings.
Of the general valuation Mr. Reid

teatihed as followf? :

j

Q. Were you aware that if the price I

asl'ed was, in your judgment, exnessive-
jthat you had another tribunal—that of i

arbitration, to go to ?-8o far as my own Ijudgment is concerr.ed, it would be re-
gulated by circumstances. I did not
k.iow the country or the values of land

'

turther than the circumstances concern- '

ing tne case. I ascertained - hat parties '

had paid for lots, and the rates ^hev '

were selling for, and was perfectly satis-
hed that we laid down the basis that
half acre lots were worth from |250 to
•>.SUO, according to location; that was the
huam of our valur.tion. ()f course tliere

g. Iheaverag.. of the whole would bo
li.ghor than tf.at ?--Vo., but it was
ma. (, uj. by parties who had jiaid a L^roak
deal more, and they would not take le.-s
witliout going to arbitrati(.n. Wo ol..sed
by givm ' $'2r> to r»0 extra in casoa -.vlinv
they had paid m.Me for the lota.

Q. What in the conclusion in y,„ir
'"•nd? Would the Government have
saved, or would you have been enabled to
ol'tain a less price, if you ha.l gone to
arbitration?- I «,„ positive we couhl not.
In any case •> uer^ there was an attempt
to get excessive prices, as there was in
iine or two cases -for ii.stance, one lot
that was s(dd and cut up they valued at
nearly .$2.00() - it was rcisted. It was
lot number 20. Scuith Fre.lericka Street-
we valued it at S.S50. 1 1 was a laive lot.
considered to be spfjcially valuable, md 1am not .ure but what we went up to
•HIH' va'ue for it.

^^ ^;>; V>^^ticiiltxv cMea, Air. Read
gave the following evi.lence : There wasMr Robert Thompson, of J)aluth, we
Had also to arrange w-th him, but he
placed his case in the hands of a lawver
there, to deal with me. He said he had
been udercd $-400 for his lot-r27r) was
the value we fixed upon it, but we finally
closed with him for |.S(X).

Q. Do you think bitter terms M-uuhl
have been made if it had gone to ari.i-

I

tration ?-No; I think not
Q. How do you know that ?—I do notknow but 1 think not. Then there w -s

Ars Newton in Duluth, whom M'e liad to
deal with.

Q. Did you arrange with her ?—Yes.

$m "'"'''' *^''' ^"" ^'^'*' '^*"' •"

Q. How hmg did slie hold lier lot '—
She had held her lot for some years.
Ihose parties would rather not sell- thev
prefe-red to keep their lots.

<^Ann ^n?""*
''"/«''« ^ant for her lot ? -

-WOO. hen there is a Mr. Charles .

Bak^H- held lot No. 2, Water street,
east. '

,.,9- ^^'I'cre di.l he live ?-I„ Fort
William.

Q. Is he living on his land there •>—
\ es; he i.or/.ht forty feet frontage of
that from Ax. McLeod, ,vud paid $100
tor it.

Q. Did you satisfy yourself that he ac-
tually paid the money?-Yes; there is no
doubt of that at all. He put up two
buildings for a store and ))ake-Iiouse He

I
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