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launders or troughs along the sides at a sufficient height
from the bottom, to prevent injury, and which is the only
course by which it can be conveyed across any shafts that
may be sunk, and which it must otherwise fill before reach-
ing the pumping shaft. Besides, how is the bottom of the
level to be sloped out if it is to be used as a water course ?

There is only one more statement in this part of your Re-
port which I need notice. It is that, having endeavoured to

ascertain the number of fathoms of ground actually cut and
the number paid for, and having entirely failed in procuring
anything like a positive result, you " have reason to be-
" lieve, however, that the Company have paid for much
" more than has been cut." I cannot suppose that you
could make such a statement as this, which, if true, amounts
to a charge very like embezzlement, and if untrue, to a gross
calumny upon all who have held the office of Captain of the
Bruce Mines during the past five years, unless you had some
substantial and convincing proof of these alleged over-pay-
ments

; and having this, I am surprised that you did not
state the grounds upon which you appear to have formed so
decided an opinion. Were any of those implicated by the
statement still in Canada, I should leave to them to refute
what I believe to be an unjust aspersion on their character

;

but such not being the case, I feel obliged to state my belief
that the Company have not "paid for much more (ground)
" than has been cut," excepting so far C3 is unavoidable in
measuring, and when the benefit of fractions is gener-
ally, as a rule, given to the men. This, however, applies
only to slopes and not to shafts or levels. But perhaps 1 am
unnecessarily defending the absent ; indeed I almost think
the accusation itself is the strongest reason that can be ad-
duced for a verdict of not guilty. You state that you
had endeavoured to ascertain whether the number of fa-
thoms cut agreed with the number paid for, and you dis-
tinctlv ndrnit that vni-" ho^ «^^->a* =,' 1'— '' •! • • LtJ — .„,. jfuu ncia iiiOSt Siguiuiy iuiiea m " procur-
ing anything like a positive result." fn order to have ar-


