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23. Q. Have you no general idea? A, I will not venture on an suswer, T will give a special answer to-morrew ;
but X should suy, interest, engineering, right of wuy, clearing and grubbing, were tuken in.

. 24, Q. You can produce the document? A, Yes. I think I once showed it to you. The simple faet, bowever,

is, that Mr. Hall took my figures to you (Mr. DeB.) und you advised hin to raise his price.

. 25. Q. Hall & Co. tendered on the plans and specifications furnished by the Engineers. Were there such plans

and specificutions to which they conld refer? 4. There were proximate estimates made before the transit live
wus cut through, and the quantities made up, which is u plan often improperly adopted in this country.

26, €2. How then wis it possible for you to be so clever us to get up such an aceurate estimnte, which I think was
made out to #hillings and pence per mile? 4. Beeouse I imagined nyself as shrewd and clever in my ealeulations
as ordinary Engioeers, and I had the usual facilities by access to the plans of the Compuny, having made those plaes
wysell us vesident Engineer.

.27, Q. You suid yesterdsy that you were associate Engineer? A, Twas sometimes ealled &0, and sometimes resicdent

Enginecr. I located the line.

.28, Q. If Hall & Co. in their tender used the words, “aceording to the plang and specifications tobe furnished by

the Company,” what works would those plans and specifieations include? 4. The plans and specitications which
would afterwards be furnished, and which would include from right of way to the entive completion of the work.
I do not know if Bngineering and travelling expenses were to be there.

.29, . What is meant by ¢ plans and specificntions to be furnished by the Company's Engincers 7’ What would be

included in those words? 4. Specifications of the plan on which the work was to be constructed.

. 30. Q. Would it have reference to any expenditure other than the actual construction of the work in the line itselt’”

4. *“Specifintions” would not. In simple language, the tender of Hull & Co. was for the same work exnetly which
was afterwards tendered for by Mr. Zimmerman.

.31, Q. What I want to know is, what is included in the word specification ? . I will send you two or three copies

if you need information. It includes anything you wunt.

.82,  @. Did you see Mr. Hall’s tender? 4. I did not sce the formal offer. I wave Mr. Hall the sum per wile;

but in fuct all the plans were in a crude state for letting the contruct.

. 33. Q. Your estimate was to include right of way, fencing, engineering, interest, rolling stock, superstructure, station

avound, and incidentals 7 4. I do not recollect a5 to engineering, It included the rest.  as to incidentals, {
think there was a siall sum allowed for contingencies,

.34, Q. Was interest included ? A, Tam not quitesure, I think that one yemr's interest was allowed on the

whole amount.

. 35.  @. You think that Mr. Hall's tender was more profitable in price and terms than the two others which were

put in, and that yet they lost the contract? .A. They lost the contruct. 1 did not see the uther tenders; but
troun the deseription I have read and from what I know of the other tenders, and from what 1 know of Hail's
before it was altered, I think the latter the wmost profitable.

. 36.  @. Do you know how the payments were to be paid under that estimate to Me Hall 2 4, It is o fong ago that

I do not know.

Here Mr. CuaisTie soid he thought this line of cross-cxamination should not be continued ; but that the
documents should be produced in order to make evidence of what could be sustained by ducumentury testimony.

Mr. DeBraQuiErg agreed with Mr. Christie, but remarked that much sccondary evidence had Deen already
received, and that it was but right that he should have the power of cross-cxamining the witnesses thercon, A
heavy charge hud been brought against him in respect of this contract, and what he wanted to show from this
witneys himself was that Mr, Hall's tender was uot the best, and that if it were, it wus ot rejected in covse-
(uence of his (Mr, DeBlaquierc’s) advice.

M. Forey thought this compluint of the nature of the cvidence which had been taken, came with a very bl
grace from Mr. DeBlaquiere. Therc hud been no secondary evidence tuken and nune except in Mr. DeBlaquiere's
own way. He insisted that Mr. DeBlaquiere should not continue to throw out insinuutions on the modeof taking
the evidénce. Though sote latitude hud been allowed on the other side, Mr, DeBluquicre could and did have just
the same freedom.

Mr. DEBLAQUIEZRY said that he wanted to show he had all slung objected to secondary evidence, when docu-
mentary cvidence could be prodaced. When the Chairman asked the Oth question of Mr. Clenagban—when was
the contract first given, and to whom? He, Mr. DeBlaquiere had objected, ** on the ground, that documentay
evidence existed as to all these fucts, which therefure could not be proved verbally by o gentleman who conlid
know nothing of his own knowledge about them. He desired to couceal nothing; but he wished all these fucts o
be proved by authentic papers.”

That was all that he had taken the liberty to mention to Mr. Christie.

The Chairman remarked that the answer to that question was, that the witness was present at a meeting of the
Directors and beard what took place. That was evidence which would be received in Courts of Justice. r.
DeBlaquicre's questions now had of course the object of showing that Mr. Hodge'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, 50 that he might afterwards bring evidence to establish that such 2 contract had
never been executed. That course of examination be thought perfectly admissible

. 37. @ Do you remember the terms as to the payments asked by Messrs. Hall & Co.? 4. I do not; but I shall be

able to make out my case, and show from the papers that that contract would be better for the Company than the
one afterwards given to Mr. Zimmerman. ‘

. 38. Q. Then explain why Hall's offer was was better than Zimmerman's? 4. If Mr. Hall had tendered at that
price to the Company, even for cash, it would have been better than Zimimerman’s tender; but I do not knuw -

what Zimmerman’s tender was. :
39. @ What have you heard of Mr. Zimmerman's tender? 4. I'saw his cash prices per month, as made up by
Mr:.d Beréedict»in the ‘estimate: book, and it would be of great importaiice to the Committee to. have that book
produced. .. . . ..ol ' : :
40. Q.'Do. you: mean to. zay then
‘the-precise sum till'T'see/the books. -~

b

. say ﬂlenthat ;y'du_'imowﬂnoﬂi}'ng of cither tender till they are produced? 4. I connot sy -



