
TRUDEAU

Contract No. 1-
Gl included in either case. The work awardei to Messrs. Sifton,

rase & Co. embraced the construction of the telegraph from Winnipeg
Or Port Garry to Selkirk and Livingston, near Fort Pelly.

porest, 8492 per mile. states prices
Prair-e asked by irfton,

yri, $189 per mile. Glass & Co.
aintenance, $16 per mile per annum.

656. You say, then, that the contract as awarded followed the proper
thattruction of the original tender, in your opinion ?-What I say is

prices of $492 and $189 per mile did not includo maintenance.
657. le that ail you mean by the explanation that you have just read Explains how
t iorning ?-l mean to show that this conclusion could be arrivel at teie"rccon1d

GIat te tender. It is independent of any explanation given by Sifton, ts¿ r omGlie&Co.thdoue.

t 658. Which conclusion ?-That maintenance was not included in
tese prices.

to659* Then do you consider that the contract was awarded according
the PIOper interpretation of his first tender ?-The only objection Ihave to it-.

660. Iave you any objection to it ?-The only objection I have t) it witness fnds
tiat the exact figure for maintenance was $15.83 per mile instead of only objection i816~ .be $16 1nstead of%1enaaking a difference of 17 cents per mile por annum for the main- k.83 per mile.tenlace

661. With that exception, do you say that your opinion is that con- contractor
trt tv8s awarded according to the pro er interpretation of bis tender ? i. Ied tne
rfl the contract Sifton & Glass are ob iged to operate the line for the rthe proft.
rofts. There is nothing said of that in the tender; but with those ex-
eptons, I think that the contract was a proper interpretation of thetender.

t'662. Then the feature of profits was one which did not appear in This reature not
tender ?-It did not appear in the tender. in the tender.

G663. 0W were the particiulars of that feature arrived at between the First mention of
to rnment and Sifton, Glass & Co. ?-In a letter dated October 14th °r sinon, (ila
of the Jn.ing, Sifton, Glass & Co. offer to work and receive the profits& Co t .

64. «Do You say that they offered towork ?-He says so in bis letter.
r 65. ]Road the context ?-" Contractors are to maintain, work and

ieesîve the profits of the line."
66. Do you mean that thi8 letter of the 14th of October was the This ietter the

that kgeLotiat(In onl the subject of operating the âine ?-It is the first firshnegottationcgotîto on the subjeet of'
unow of. operating the

gg line.
fo At different times in giving evidence you have named the date 22nd july the
hi reiving tonders as the 22nd of July, and also the 26th of July ; tenders.

Vhich Is the correct date ?-In a printed copy of the advertisement
Ywbich i have in my band the 22nd of July is given.668. Do you believe that to be the correct date ?-I do.6d9i Rtas any return of the correspondence and documents connected
of aste letting Of these two contracts been asked for by either lousealent-either by themselves or with any other contract ?-Yes.

670. By which Houee ?-The House of Commons.


