19 TRUDEAU

Contrart Yo, 2—
311. H . Telegraph,
- How mych higher ?—Fifty or sixty thousand dollars.

312. T . : Bat if Fuller’
iQCrease,‘;'at Was not considered to be so good an offer, with that Bu uller’s

. 38 . proposal to add
it bad bez; the whole section as you accomplished by dividing it ?—If 160,000 had been

$60,000 tg s Practicable to entertain Mr. Fuller's proposition to add Stertained the

whole would
2 18 tender, the cost of the two sections would have been have been $216,000
$ 1610009 wh

ad of 225,000
ereus the tenders accepted amounted to $225,100. I was
313. wh

which was given.
aceepted f.Y was it considered proper to accept the tenders which were

o or $225,100, instead of this increased offer at $216,000 ?—
amozu;: the acceptance of Mr. Fuller’s tender involved a change in the

31", 1s that in your D for refusing a Such a change
contract, y epartment held to be a reason for g

i . ; itted b
if a man adds anything to his first tender after it is sent in ?— redtice ot e
© practice is that a tender should not be altered after it is sent in,  partment.

th315‘ Do you mean that the Department will not recognize them if
€y are altered ?—No. }

316. That is the general practice ?—Yes,

317. Anddo you give that as & reason for this lower offer having
een refus

ed—Dbecause it i i r the tendors were
Teceived 7. Y or it involved an alteration afte

318. Do you know an i fer to
y reason why this should apply to the second Thinks offe

:ﬁntr?“v and not to the first contrag;;? You will, perhaps, remember ‘areraimtonanco

te:ge;n‘(gctober there was something added to Sifton, Glass & Co’s Was not added to

. . . tender of 8ifton
. 16 & mile for maiutenance —I am not sure that it was added Giass & Co., con-
n that way., trary to rules of
: Department.
319. Spea

Fuller, king of contract number two, you say that was awarded to Contract No. 2

" t I R b d nomin-
conte OW many miles did his contract embrace nominally ?2—That 3ily 500 miles.
act embraced nominally 500 miles.

320. What was the ; joni
. s sum agreed to be paid on constructionin contract.-For construction
Dumber two—Fuller’s contr%ct ?--3117,550. #117,200 agreed on.

321. And how much i ?—Accordi 65,000 in-
his tender $65.000. uch for maintengnce for five years cecording to ien {00 for mal

322. Which makes a total of 7—$180,250, Total, $162.2%.
. l'?%l?;e ﬁnld what had you previously agreed to pay in the aggregate $107,8% agreed to
a

Dbalance of section three to Sifton Glass & Co. under the name Z52tid!e Sitton,
of section one ?—$107,850. gonstruction of |
32  for maintenance

24, And the maintenance ?—8$1217,850, besides profits.
3:3'-55. That was besides profits to Sifton ?—Yes.
wszﬁ' Then, exclusive of profits, what had you accomplished by those Tnas 3310, »
. tr?l contracts as the price for the whole of section throe including con- besides profitate
3 etion 8nd maintenance 2—We were gotting the work executed for ing and main-
10,100, including maintenance. ning Sec. 3.
327. Will yon look i ; .

_— -at the statement of Mr. Fleming respecting one 8. Fleming’s

Ofr":l-e Fejected tenders, by Thompson, who offers to.do the whole of his Statement repres
~ lllon of the line, section three; let us know what his offer was ?— tender for Lhe 000
- the statement Prepared by Mr. Fleming Mr. Thompson's tender is exclusive of
cog;:““t?d 88 being at the rate of $280 a mile, giving & gross sum for °Mces, &o.
the Tuction of $229,000, offices and other matiers not included. - For

mlz";'em“ce $11,200 per annam, which for five-ycars gives $56,000,



