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243o Can you namie any earlier date than that when the Department

s0 Understood ?-I do not think that before that the tenders 'had been
ulfficyently analyzed to enabled the Department to form an opinion.

we244.o you think they have been sufficiently analyzed now ?-They
'leminiven to Mr. Fieming for the purpose of being analyzed, and Mr.g report was admitted as an analysis of them.

245. You told us that on the 16th September, 1874, Mr. Fleming had K i.emngreporte that Fuller wanted from $50,000 to $60,000 more than the pod Fuller
&lflout f his tender for construction, did you not ?-Yes. >oW more than

tender ror con-246. struction.
46. At that date (1 6th September, 1874) was there any document Up to that dateWhich asuUmed to be a tender for anything more than construction from edrrommfton,

stte a & Co. ?-The tender received from Sifton, Glass & Co. Gls & Co. stated'tated tharthe price was $1,290,000; this includes maintenance. whole une
241. But that wa for the whole line ?-Yes.
248. At that date (16th September, 1874) was there any document

'Which assumed to be a tender for anything more than construction fromon, Glass & Co. as to section one alone ?-I am not aware.
249. Then, at that time the only matter upon which Fuller and Sif-ton, Glass & Co. had both tendered as to section one, was for construc-tion ?-Fuller tendered by sections.

h 250. I am speaking of section one; they, that is Sifton, Glass & Co.,
fad ot then tendered for the maintenance, had they ?-Fuller tendered
includ ntenance, and Sifton, Glass & Co. had tendered for the whole,

n g maintenance.
251 I anm peaking of number one by itself ?-Sifton, Glass & Co.

had nothing for section one.
252. Were you in a position to compare the tenders as to mainten. At that time thenee of section one, at that time, made by Fuller and Siftoni Glass & fanaierston aues

Co. espectively ?-No. & Co. as to main-
tenance of Sec. 1
alone could not253CoT a comaa.253t Then, the only matter upon which you could compare their i ela-aoe couldtibe valuerew

tYe naoe was the construction, as far as it relates to section one?--

254. As to that matter, which was the most favorable to the Govern- Fuller's highest
nledt at that time ? Give the figures. For instance, what.was Mr. ° for eonstrue-
.erso ghst offer at that time-the 16th September, 1874-includ- U to1h Sept.,

Ig the increase for clearing ?-898,750. 4. 0,M
i 255. What was Sifton, Glass & Co.'s offer for the same matter-that smfton lass &

the tonstruction ?-Sheet number one, prepared by Mr. Finming, co'soÀhr si,sso.
statt that the gros construction is $107,850.

256 That is the same sheet which shows Mr. Fuller's to be $38,750 ?

257. 0And by adding the $60,000 for clearing to that you arrive at the$98,750 of which yon have spoken ?-Yes.

a 258' Then, at that timne (16th September, 1874) for construction
Goer Of etion nuFiber one, which was the most favorable offer to theQeveo'râment ?-Mr. Faller's.'
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