explain when he would sce me that he
decided to send away Mr. Holland, the
reporter. In the first place, I may say,
Some time before that I asked the com-
missioner to recall a certain witness
that I thought would give important
evidence, that ig Mr. Pave, the Chiet Engi-
neer of Canals. I had Mr. Page’s letter to
me to say that he was not sent for, and it

annoyed me to think that the commissioner

had not sent forsuch an important witness.
ere is Mr. Page’s letter to me :—

« CHI‘EF ENGINEER OF CaNALS,
¢ OTTAWA, 5th November, 1889.

L1
The Hon. L. MecCallum, Stromness, Ont, :

3
mo mDiE..\u Mg. McCALLUM,—On my return here this
you I"g I received yours of the 4th instant, in which
A nention having learned from the commissioner
that T would
ev}fielll.lce in the ‘ Ellis investigation.’
oot » ave not heard otherwise anything on the sub-
ot ‘:’{10 one has asked me. The commissioner has
it is n‘(’)l:fifl.‘il (])r :}s:,]d zImyhhmg about requiring me, and
ely that I wi t the time i
as ‘?}Imatter of epes L be up at the time mentioned
Suppose the inquiry is drawing pretty near to a
d:se» and it is quite(}ike{y you will be glad, as it must
e been a heavy tax on your time and patience.
“Yours very truly,
“JOHN PAGE.”

. I will now read a letter which I received
rom the commissioner:—

“ Mapoc, 11th November, 1889.
“
Hon, L, MeCallum, Senator :

My DEar SIR,—T have not heard from Mr. Page
ye‘t‘.I 1t may be he is away from Ottawa. 8
whe ?ave decided, for reasons that I will explain
Of N1 see You, not to have the argument reported.
assiﬁ&lm' will hear it and take notes for my own
Pobst nce. T would suggest that you have a{ist of
ot s made out that are embraced in your argument,

b %‘r}d me when you are through,
at‘gum:n‘:;,,m commence at 11 a.m. Wednesday to hear

“T am, yours truly,
“A. F. WOOD.”

e Here is the letter which the commis-
sloner wrote to me after I left the room
on the last day of the investigation :—

o ‘“ Cusrom House,
St. CATHARINES, 13th Nov., 1889,

*“ Hom. L. MeCallum, Senator :

* DEAR S1r,—I have adj i

. IR, journed the proceedin,
‘y]gltllrl 81EWO oclock p.m. Taking into oonsideratigx?
ant tomng feeling as to what you consider import-
who ie hYOU, T have decided to employ Mr. Johnson,
s ere to take down the evidence and report the

m Imht{'lpe-wntmg for you and Mr. Ellis’ benefit.
hameds all be glad to have you present at the hour

N S;I‘ld I shall be glad to hear your argument.

I h&};t‘? the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
‘“A. F. WOOD,
 Commissioner.”

Management of the [FEBRUARY 10, 1890.] Welland Canal.

be at St. Catharines next week to give |

'The following is my reply :—
i
| “ WEeLLAND Houskg,

| ‘¢ ST, CATHARINES, 13th Nov,, 1889.
[« 4. F Wood, Esq., Commissioner, etc. :

i ‘“ DEAR Sir,—Yours is at hand; contents noted.
| In reply would say that after the strong felling that
| you exhibited this morning toward me, and I consider
! without cause, I spoke to you in the kindliest manner
‘and in order to avoid such feeling.

; *“It will be best for me not to appear before you
-any longer. The evidence is in; we can all see it.

*“T am, yours truly,
“L. NEJCALLUM.”

I will now read the next letter that I
received from the commissioner:—

‘“ ST. CATHARINES, 14th Nov., 1889.
“Hon. L. McCallum :

‘“ MY DEAR S1R,—I regret you did not give me the
benefit of your argument yesterday.

*“ The following weremy reasons fordeciding tohave
the arguments reported—

*“1st—I understood the arguments would be for my
benetit.

“2nd—You stated different times to me that your
argument would be * very short.’

“ 3rd—On Friday last, after evidence closed, Mr.
Holland gave a memo. of his account up to that time
as about gl,’i'()o, and said it would be about $100 more
to complete it if Mr. Rykert took all the time he
claimed to state his case.

“4th—Intimations had reached me from Ottawa that
the investigation was being very much prolonged.

“5th——1‘§?a,d used my best efforts to shorten it, but.
had no succeeded very much.

““6th—On reflection, at Toronto, T decided to take
the points myself—as I suppose it was intended for
me—and not add to the reporter’s bill, and at once
wrote Mr. Holland, and on reaching home wrote to
you and Mr. Rykert.

‘I was more than surprised at the position you took
that your ‘argument was wanted for the public.’

“To meet t%n’s, though differing entirely from your
view as to what an argument is wanted for, I decided
to employ stenographer Johnson—who was there at

the request of Mr. Ellis for his benefit—and at once
secured his services and wrote you, and adjourned
until 2 p.m.

‘““At 2 p.m. proceedings were commenced by having
recorded a letter from Mr. Bradley, stating there were
‘no contracts for the pontoons, but they were built by
agreement ;’ also a letter from Mr. Page, reiterating
his statement that Mr. Ellis had been instructed to
look after the Port Colborne gates—and enclosing a
copy of such instructions. The date of Smith receipt
was corrected from 2nd to 26th. You not being pre-
sent, Mr. Rykert proceeded with his argument.

““If you will send me a copy of your argument and
the points to which you wish to direct attention I
will have them incorporated with the proceedings, and
give due consideration to your points. Inorder todo
this it must reach me by %uesday night next— as the
type-writer will not close until after that time.

*“ Conscious of having endeavored to discharge my
duty without favor to any,

1 remain, yours ‘{ml‘Lyw 00D
"7 & Commiissioner.”

I replied as follows :—
STrROMNESS, 18th November, 1889.

“A. F. Wood, Esq., M.P.P., Commissioner :
“DEAR SIR,—Yours of the 14tk I find here to-day
on my arrival home after an absence of three days.




