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147 C?rntlrlcf u:. 1—
°l'igin'allln what respect ?  Will you state it in each instance as it was clograpi.
our egtj y,ta nd as it was altered ?—It was originally written thus: “In
Tiver n:ia e we placed the wood line from Fort Garry to Winnipeg
» and from Fort Garry to Fort Pelly at $529.” This is altered to
of Fo&ef} mile ; aleo “ The prairie land within a distance of 250 miles
arry at $209 per mile’’ was changed to $189 per mile.

148, In the document which you produce as the tender which reached No positive offer

You on Jy ot . 1 ction No. 1
one ?~Nol.y 22nd do you find "any positive offer for section number ip their tender.

149, That document is in effect.a tender for the whole line ?—-Yes.

150. T think they mention there the rates for this particular section Rates for Sestion

u i .
PoR which they base their offer for the whole line ?— Yes. base for ofter ot
whole line.
Yelffl' Is that the only allusion to section one in the document?—
0011123:;.:?:] you tell by that portion of the envelope attached to the

here the letter was mailed ?—No.

153. Where is the letter dated i
on the 22nd of Tuly, er dated from ?—The letter is dated at Ottawa tr:éa:f 2;1:;% lgt-

i:; ’Klbat is the post-mark on it ?—There is no post-mark on it at all, No post mark.
- Then there is no evi i i '
through the postofice 7 :\ﬁ((l)e.mce here with the document that it passed

1 .
smg?;, gl:s.‘?gou yet obtained any of the original correspondence with

not yet aBSOrteg(i){;_as to the maintenance of the line ?—Yes, but I have

co;f;’ae??: You give any remson why Waddlo & Smith did not got the contragomps
were offered the (?onlft(:'atcot Si:)?‘):’ Glass & Fleming ?—Waddle & Smith Sinith for Bection
Procure cecuritios, ection number five, but they failed to 9; they fall

158. When did that ha

. i )
@8 7—Soction number ﬁppen ? When did they fail to procure securi

ve became contract number four later.

159, You say that the
A contract for number five was offered to Waddle
& Smith, but that they failed to give security ?—Yes.

160. When was it kn ;
; : own to the Department that they had failed to
g“;*; lsecurx ty 2—On the 21st of Octobe'x)', 1874.
- That was the reason f: i > their tender and giving th
contract to Sifton, Glass & mg;}fﬂ?%fg:} o ne gIving 1
162. What is the date i ; i
f Glass & Fl — 3
The 17th of October. of the coutract to Sifton, 8 eming ? ?:‘:tng:stg) s
163, How g : datéd 17th Oct.
» How do you account for a reason which occurred on the 21st Witness supposes
a P
cg:ﬁtlgg a transaction which took place on the 17th?—I can only ac- e ahisan
or it by supposing that it was known that that was the position, KiowD and Whe

an lette; fter-
d that these letters were exchanged afterwards to record the event, wards :xecrﬁ:nlf’l;*

1 e e
of f)tt '{"l;en you think it was known to the Department before the 21st .
makip ober ?—I may say that before that the Departmeunt had been

with V% effortsto dget. this information. There was some correspondence

Waddle, and he was always promising that he would furnich the
Security, but he was not doingyit.p 8 )

ti



