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Fol)ruary 0, 18S2.

To Hank of Montreal, Ottawa,

llerorrin.i,' lo your tel'^'ram lo-day, ihw^i' strike out lor two (Jays o\\]\

liom our accq.laiico stump. The choiiuo will lie good uiiiil paid.

[Signed] SHAI)H()!/r, Mainig'T.

After reading these dociimeiUs, so rorinal ami ('X[ili'Mt,

can there be the shadow of a doubt in any imparlinl nun 1
as

to their moaning ?

How does it come, however, that this answ(."r of the I'.ank

communicated to the Minister in the afternoon of the (Uh. as

is shown by the Unter of his private secretary, shoubl in lb'-

Minister's report of the Otli or Ttb, and kiid before the Gonuril

on the Htli, have been made the ground of a decision so

contrary to precedent, equity and common sense ?

And, by what miracle of foresiglit could tin] Minist.-r ol

Hallways have known, on the -ith Fel)rnary, the irregularity

of the Gharlebols-McDonald cheque, when it i> othcially

estaldlsbed that the report addressed lo tlie Minister l.y one

of the oliicials appointed lo open the tenders, Mr. Sclu'eiber,

the enginper in chief, did not reaoh the Minister till th.^ Cth

February ?

There' is more. We are assured that Iba olUcials who

examined the lenders could not have pointed out th'>

irregularity of the cheque, for tln^ excellent reason that not

one of them noticed it.

Were there two reports—one drawn iq) on the 1st Fein uary

and the other on the Gtb. ?

'Yhe fad is worth clearing np.

We shall recall, only as a memorandum, the interference

of Mr. Schreiber in a special question, outside of hisoflicial

attributions. We refer to that portion of his report in wliich

lie delivered his judgment on tlie validity or nuUily oi

the Charlebois-McDonald cheque.

This case reveals a singular mode of proceeding. Relation>

of professional courtesy are reversed, an engineer treats ol


