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whether it is not a very much more difficult and expensive country than that
between Montreal and IKingston, to which the observation as to £6,~00 applied.
-- An. I prestime that when Messrs. Galt & Holton stated their having had
tenders to contract at £6,500 per mile, they contemplated making a road similar
to the Ogdensburgh Road, which had been referred to by the Committee, as a satis-
factory work, and I have already stated that the Toronto and Sarnia Road, so far
as it is constructed, lias been pronounced very superior, and I believe it is so. By
more competent judges than myself, I have heard it so pronounced to be, whilst
there is no question but that the cotuntry over which it runs is a far more difficult
route ou which to construct a Railway, than that of the Ogdenslurgh Road, or
than that bctween Montreal and Kingston.

Q!es. 433. In reply to question 306, you state that Gzowski & Co. were to
be paid in cash. Are you aware that it was made a condition attaclhed to the
adoption by the Toronto and Guelph Company of the contract executed in London,
that that firm si:oull assume the whole of the stock taken by the City of Toronto,
and otier Municipalities in the Toronto and Guelph Company at par, aniounting
to £145,000.-That the City of Toronto decided1 not to transfer the stock to Gzowski
& Co. believing it to be worth more thari par, and now hold the same. And that
Gzowski & Co. did accept the transfers of the other Municipal stock to the amntunt of
£45,000, and paid the sane in full to the Grand Trunk Conpany ?-Ans. I have
no personal knowledige of the conditions upon which Messrs. Gzowski & Co.
assumed the contract entered into ir London, nor that they were hound to assume
the whole of the stock taken in the Toronto and Guelph Railway Company by the
Corporation of the City of Toronto; but I do know that they paid £45,000 to the
Grand Trunk Company for stock taken in the Toronto and Guelph Road by other
Municipalities.

Ques. 434. Have you ever hearI any complaints of the manner in which
Gzowski & Co. e.xecuted their contract for the construction of the Rond fron To-
rento to Stratlord, or of the character of the stations or equipment furnished by
then? On the contrary, are not ail the reports concerningthat road that have
reached you, of the mîost favorable character ?--Ans. I have a!rady stated, that
which is a fici, thtt I have not hcard of any complaints regarding the construction
of the line west of Toronto.

Ques. 435. In reply to question 324, it would appear that Gzowski & Co. had
made claias for dPdiLeiion of intcrest charged by the Grand Trunk Company
against them, Of about £3000. Pease- o state whether ihis vas not the prel-
mnary account submitted, which. after conference wit h you, was reduccd to three
itens, amounîting to about £23,000. which were, as you have stated, submitted by
muuail conseni to arbitration. A1so, please to state whether vou are not aware
that the awatrd is now iii ihe liands of th.e President of the Company, and in
favor of Gzowski & Ci. for about £12,000?-Ans. i reply, I beg to state, that
about twno moîîthsago [ called pon ?Messrs. Gzowski & Co. to send in their account
against lthe Company-they did so--when it was found that their claims for
abatem-went of interest, i.creased th'. balance in their livor from about £S,500, at
whieh it stood upon the books in Canada, to about £43.0Q0. On examining into
the aerournt as h them stated, il; was cr>sideredî that equitably a portion of their
claim for interest should b3 adintted, but tlere would vet remuin over £3.000, of
difflrencc. lThe two accounts, thicreforc, were sub'itted to the orbitration of Mr.
Eccles and Mr. Cancron. as alreafdy stated. Hon. Joln Rass ihis day informe,-<d me
the awar.1 liai bceen mîade and was in his hands, and that about £12,000 of
Messrs. Gzowski and Co.'s chiaim had been given in thcir favor.


