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tracts 14 & 1.545. Did Mr. Whitehead undertake to do any work on the eastern whithead

o Of section 14?-Yes; ho undertook to do a portion of Sifton & undertookthelOfl teportion of Con. i4
a COntract, immediately adjoining section 15. adjoining 15

5 contract trans-
546. Prom whon did ho take that contract ?-I think the contract ferredby ovt.

'wUs transforred by the Government from Sifton & Ward to Whitehead. fwrm Sifton &
Ward to White-head.

g47*eAre you aware that the quanti ties estimated by the Government Witnes ds not
nee sWere unexpectedly raised by changing the grade of the of 14 was riised

e8teon end of section 14, so that it might coincide with the western to Correspond
en(' Of ction 15 ?-l am not aware that that could be done. with 15.

548 Are you not aware that it was done ?-I am not. The country
of the same character at the junction of the contracts.
549. Then yon say that it was known from the beginning where thegrade, Would meet ?-I cannot say that, but I do not see why there

sbeuld ho any reason why the grades should not meet.
550. You are not aware that any such opinion was entertained ?-No.
551. You never heard of it ?-No.
552. Did it happen, either on the eastern portion of section 14 whichMr Whitehead undertook, or on section 15, that muskegs were drainedend the bottoms subs*ded ?-You mean that the surface of the muskeg

553. No; 1 mean that after drainage the earth would sink at the After nuskegs
ttom s0 as to make a lower surface of earth ?-Yes ; the section of oaliy edvred

the railway shown after the drainage of the muskeg was very much byuthemveryhar,.1OWer than was shown before the drainage. berore.
554. The earth at the bottom of the muskeg ?-Yes.
555* Were there somo muskegs drained which had that ffect ?-Yes.
556- In nany places ?-On the eastern half of section 14 there were Sevéral iargeSOVeralmuskegs onveral large muskegs that subsided in that way. eatern end or 14

lin5'. Would it be possible to follow that altered surface by the railwaysubsided.
7a0,'or was it necessary to fill it up to the original lino grade ?-If it

'a intended to make the embankment a certain height in the firstplace, the absolute Leight of that embankment might be reduced toeorrespond with the lowered muskeg.
558. Without interforing with the line ?-Yes; because the muskeg

'be tfore solid after drainage and would support an embankmentbotter than a wet muskeg would.

5t9. be you mean that the formation lino might have been lowered, Formation lineof
Whire mnuskegs were drained, beyond what was originally intended aS a en

to affecting the efflciency of the line?-Yes; they might have °akeg w*
inen lowered and an embankment made of the height originally draine1 withOl-'fntended. reducing lis

effieiency.WaS that done in those muskegs that were drained ?-I am not4%ware tht it was. I think not.
Opinion of

DO youI think that an unnecessary height of embankment was emfnanmnts*through t rir
hate t rough those muskegs ?-It is the opinion of some engineers mualiqa WSfl&t the eulbankments are unnecessarily high. made unnecee.

a sarity high.


