
No. 23. Q. Have you no general idea ? A. I wili not venture on an anîswer. I wiill givc a special answer to.morrow:
but I should say, interest, engineering, right of way, clearing and grubbing, were tae in.

NO. 24. Q. You can produce the document? A. Yes. I think I once showed it to you. The simple fnet, howeveîr.
is, that Mr. Hlall took my figures to yon (Mr. De.) and you advisel hir to raise his prie.

No. 25. Q. Hall & Co. tendered ou the plans and specifications furuisbed by the Engineers. Were thîere such phms
aind specifications to whieh they could refer? A. There werc proximate estimnatcs made betor the transit line
waîs eut through, and the quantities made up, which is a plan often inproperly adopted in this country.

No. 20. Q. Fow thon was it possible for you to be so élever as to get up such an accur.ite cstiniî:mte, wliieh I thiink w:
made out to shillings and pence per iiiile? A. Becausc I inhagined inyself as shrewd and elever in my enleuhîtion:
as ordinary Engineers, and I had the usual facilities by access to the plans of the Cumipany, havi ng mada those phas
myselr as residenit Engineer.

No. 27. Q. You said yesterday that you were associate Engineer ? A. I was sometimies e:lledi si, and son:etimies residta
Engineer. I located the line.

No. 28. Q. If Hall & Co. in their tender used the words, "according to the plans and specileations tube furnisled by
the Company," what works would those plans and specifications include? A. The las a.d speciienîtions %vhie
would afterwards be furnished, and which would inelude froi righît of way tu the entire couplutiorn of the work.
I do not know if Engineering and travelling expenses were to be there.

No. 20. Q. What is meant by "plans and specifications to be furnisled by the Conpany's Engineers '?" Whatwouh Ie
ineluided in those words ? A. Specifications of the plan on whicl the vork was tu bu constriteted. .

No. 30. Q. Would it have roference to any expenditure other than the actuel construetion of the wçork in the line itself 
A.. "Specifiations" would not. In simple language, the tender of Hall & CO. IVas for the saml work enet!y uhh
vas afterwards tendered for by Mr. Zinamernan.

No. 31. Q. What I want to know is, what is included in the word specification ? A. .1 will seid you two or three copi
if you need information. It includes anything you want.

N. 32. Q. Did you sec Mr. IHall's tender ? A. I did not se the formal offer. I gave Mr. ilil the sum per mi!- .
but in fiet all the plans were in a crude state for letting the contract.

No. "3. Q. Your estimate was to inelude right of way, fencing, engineeriig, interest, rolling stoel, superstructure. statiot
ground, and incidentals ? A. I do not recolleet as to engineering. It included the rest. As to incidentale, L
think there was a smali sum allowed for contingeicies.

3N. :Ï4. Q. Wt initerest included ? A. I ai not quite sure. I think that one year's interest was allowed on the
whole anount.

No. 5. Q. You tlink that Mr. Hall'a tender was more profitable in price and ternis thain the two others which were
put in, and that yet they lost the contrect ? A. They lost the cuntraet. 1 did not sec the othetr tenders; but
fron the description I have read and froi vliat I kniw of the uther tenders, ainid fron what I Lniow of Hali';
before it was altered, I think the latter the îîuost profitable.

.No. :1. Q. Do you know how the payments were to be paid underthat estimatc tw Mr Iall ? A. It is so long ago that
I do not know.

Hlere Mr. CuarsTim suid he thought this lino of cross-exanination should not be continued ; but ilnt the
documients should be produced in order to uake evidence of what could be sustaiied by docunnoeîtary testimîîoiy.

Mr. )JtBLAQUiF.RE agreed with Mr. Christie, but remarked that nueh secondary evidence hîad bean alreadv
received, and that it was but right that lie should hiave the power of eress-examining the witncsses tlergisn. A
heavy charge hud been brouglt against him in respect of this contract, and what lie wanted to show froim this
witness himself was that Mr. Hall's tender was tiot the bst, and that if it were, it was not rejeeted in conse-
quence of lis (Mr. DeBlaquiero's) advice.

MIfr. FoLEY thought this compluinlt of the nature of the evidence vhich hlad been taken, caine with a verv bai
grace fromi Mr. Del3lanquiere. There had been no secondary evidence taîken and nune except in Mr. DeBlaquiere
own way. He insisted that Mr. DeBlaquiere should not continue to throw out insinuations on the mode of taking
the eviddnee. Though sointe latitude had bec allowed on the other side, Mr. DeBlaquiere could and did have ju>t
the sanie freedom.

Mr. DEBLAQuransK said that he wanted te shoi he lad all alung objected to secondaîry evidence, when do-i.
nentary evidence could be prodneed. When the Chairmian asked the 9th question of Mr. Clenaghan-when was
the contract first given, and to whom ? He, Mr. DeBlnquiere had objected, 4, on the ground, that doeumientsy
evidence existed as to all these fauts, wbich therefore could not be proved verbally by a gentleman who coul
know nothing of his own knowledge about them. He desired to conccal nothiig; but lia wished all these facts to
be proved by authentie papers."

That was aIl that he had taken the liberty to ineution to Mr. Christie.
The Chairman remarked that the answer to that question was, that thie witness was present et a meeting of the

Directors and heard, wihat took place. That was evidence which would be received in Courts of Justice. 31r.
DeBlaquiere's questions niow had of course the objeet of showing that Mr. H1odge's evidence was incorrect. He
said that one contract was more profitable to the Company than another ; and Mr. DeBlaquiere now wanted to
show what that contract was, se that he niight afterwards bring evidence to establish tbat such a contract bd
never been executed. That course of examination he thouglit perfectly admissible

No. 37. Q. Do you reniember the ternis as to the payments asked by Messrs. Hall & Co. ? A. I do not; but I shall be
able to make out my case, and show from the papers that that contract would be botter for the Company than the
one afterwards given to Mr. Zimnerman.

No. 38. Q. Thon explaii why Hall's offer was was better than Zimmerman's? A. If Mr. Hall had tendered at dt
price to the Comnpany, even for eash, it would have been better than Ziuimermn's tender; but I do not knuw
what Zimmernan's tender Was.

No. 39. Q. What have ion heard of Mr. Zimmerman's tender? A. 1 saw bis cash prices per month, as nide up by
Mr- Benedict in the estimate book, and it would be of great imp ee to the CoSmittee te have that book
produced.

No. 0. Deaaknew otingf cither tender till they are produced? A. I cannot say
the-precie sum tifl sec thèbooks.


