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Contract W*. 2-

311• llow much higher ?-Fifty or sixty thousand dollars.
312. That was not considered to be so good an offer, with that But ir Fu1ier's

itlrase, for the whole section as you accomplished by dividing t ?-If ° had been
it ad been practicable to entertain Mr. Fuller's proposition to add ®ht a telhe

160000 to his tender, the cost of the two sections would have been a bee w21wonlda of ý 2Z,»216,000, Whereas the tenders accepted amounted to $225,100. which was given.

313. Why was it considered proper to accept the tenders which were
ccePted for $225,100, instead of this incrensed offer at $216,000 ?-amoause the acceptance of Mr. Fuller's tender involved a change in thearneunt.Ocleo 

e
31'. le that in your Department held to be a reason for refusing a Such a change

eontract, if a man adds anything to bis first tender after it is sent in ?- nr Perrntted by
e practice is that a tender should not be altered afLer it is sent in. partment.
315. DO you mean that the Department will not recognize them if

they are altered ?-No.
316. That is the general practice ?-Yes.

b 3I. And do you give that as a reason for this lower offer havingeen refused--because it involved an alteration after the tenders were
received ?-Yes.

318. DO you know any reason why this should apply to the second Thinks offer to
Centraet, and not to the first contract ? You will, perhaps, remember fr *maiana nil

at i October there was something added to Sifton, Glass & Co's was not added to
tender--816 a mile for maintenance ?-I am not suie that it was added tadssr or Ci>.',
Sthat way. trary to rules o

Departmkent.
3 19 SPeaking of contract number two, you say that was awarded to Contract No. 2
ller. How many miles did bis contract embrace nominally ?-That ®ny wo"u"e.contract embraced nominally 500 miles.

320. What was the sum agreed to be paid on construction in contract .For construction
number tWo--Fuller's contract ?--1 17,250. $îî7,o agreedon.

321. And how much for maintena'nce for five years ?-Accordivg to eoo for main-
bis tender $65,000. ttnan2e f

322. Which makes a total of ?-$ 180,250. Total, $Ms,so.
323. And what had yon previously agreed to pay in the aggregate sio7,85o agreed to

for the balance of section three to Sifton Glass & Co. under the name piad Wo Acfton0f ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ oa seto Cne for780.frmineacfsection one ?-construction of
g for.maitn te-nane

324. And the maintenance ?-8127,850. besides profits.

335. That was besides profits to Sifton ?-Yes.
326. Then, exclusive of profits, what bad you accomplished by those Thus s8toWltrucontracte as the price for the whole of section throe including con- "tor construct-

etr1ti on and maintenance ?-I#e were gotting the work executed for " and main-
1310,10i, including maintenance. ning see. 8.

327. Will yon look.at the etatement of Mr. Fleming respecting one s. Fieming's
.the rejected tenders, by Thompsgon, who offers to do the whole of bis nta Thon rpD'artion of the ine, section three; let us know what his offer ws ?- tender fort

'L the statement prepared by Mr. Fleming Mr. Thompson's tender is eIuasive ofrePresented as beîng at the rate of $280 a mile, giving a gross supi for onices, &c.
th struction of $226,000, offices and other matters not included. Forteo Maintenance s11,200 per annum, which for five years givesS$50,000,


