33 RUTTAN

Railway Cone.
struction— Con-

o tracts 14 & 15.
end "f-_ Did Mr. Whitehoad undertake to do any work on the eastern whitehead

ar(()i’ section 14 ?—Yes; he undertook to do a portion of Sifton & undertook the 14
8 contract, immediately adjoining section 15. adjoining 15
548, ¥y . . ?oz::aagt trans-
Wag gy O whom did he take that contract ?—I think the contract [rrecaF 0Tt
S lransferred by the Government from Sifton & Ward to Whitehead. hWe:adto White-
eng‘;‘,z; Are You aware that the quantitios estimated by the Government Wiiness does not

e M . R think the grade
eastern '8, were unexpectedly raised by changing the grade of the ofi4 was raised

end of section 14, so that it might coincide with the western to correspond
en L g h 15.
g of section 15 ?—I am’ not aware that that could be done. it
is 0‘::8- Are you not aware that it was done >—I am not. The country

: the same character at the junction of the contracts,
49. Then ti .
&rades wouly you say that it was known from the beginning where the

Shon meet ?—I cannot say that, but I do not sce why there
houlq be any reacon why the grades st’lould not meet.

|3
950. You are not aware that any such opinion was entertained ?—No.
851. You never heard of it 2—No.

35‘2" Did it happen, either on the eastern portion of section 14 which
and tl“;ll{:)ehead undertook, or on section 15, that muskegs were drained

otto : —
Subsideg 7 ms subs'ded ?—You mean that the surface of the muskeg
bﬁf No; T mean that after drainage the earth would sink at the After muskegs
the r!;?l 50 83 to make a lower surface of earth?—Yes; the section of jocality cove
owe Way shown after the drainage of the muskeg was very much by themvery =
¥ than was shown before the drainage.

5 before.
554. The earth at the bottom of the muskeg ?—Yes.
55. Were there some muskegs drained which had that effect ?—Yes.

556. In many p] i
sov Y places ?2—On the eastern half of section 14 there were Sev¢ral large
eral large muskegs that subsided in that way. 4 eastemyend of 14

857, Would it b . . subsided.
line 1t be possible to follow that altered surface by the railway

» OF Was it necessary to fill i iginal li de 2—If i
was { Y it up to the original line grade it
plaaz;n:ﬁzded t0 make the embank{’nent. a cer%ain height in the first

’

absolute Leight of that embankment might be reduced to
€orrespond with the lowered muskeg. ¢

w a?igilhoqt interf‘ering with the line ?—Yes; because the muskeg
better th:ns:l;ie after drainage and would support an embankment

559, Do t muskeg would,
Whera v 0. Y00 mean that the formation line might have been lowered, Formation lineof
wit%’:uz‘lu&kegs were drained, beyond what was originally intended bave baen o

n .10: egémg the efficiency of the line?—Yes; they might have m:{é';“z,’,’,?“
intended.er and an embankment made of the height originally (r‘gi.i):gln cg:;l&hont..
[ ncy -

’ 60 W as tha i
) * t dOnO it w ined ?—
awm that it . : hose f:nnskegs that were draine I am not

561, D . - O osera thiat
'“"de't.hrg ¥ 0‘:1 think that an unnecessary height of embankment was emgnngp;g:: od
that the e:\%gntf:;se muskegs ?—It is the opinion of some engineers ‘irorse, were

. . T
3 ents are unnecessarily high. sarily high.



