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fidential letter of the 10th. instant.
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theée completion of the bridge on the Board's Design No. one

year earllier than the 8t. Lawrence Bridge Oompany on their own

design "B", Thorefore, 1f I had any personal feeling in this

matter I should certainly, in view of the above, be absolutely
gatisllied, no i e the contract 13 awarded.
'he design of the Board is for a Warren truss, such
as has been used by all engineers for the last fifty vears.
T1 € 18 nothl in that design original with me, except perhaps
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of equally efficlent design.

rom the report of the Board, dated October 28th,
ou will see that design YB" is geceptable to me providing that
3, doteils and naterial are made in accordance with the
gpecifications of the Board, including modifications allowed
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Bridge Company accompanying their tenders.
1 have seen Messrs. Duggan and Johnson and they seen
to be disposed to accept the specifications of the Board, in

gshich case there will remain no technical objection to their

Yours respectfully,
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In answer to your letter of the 20th. ultimo, I
) to submit the following:
i er of the Board, I cannot go outside the 1limits
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} conditions attached to the Board's approval of

plans ®"A", "B¢
and "C" as set forth in

helr report of October 26th., have
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not been fulfilled to any extent
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A bridge bullt on the design and specifications of the
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Board will be from 385 to

53% stronger than if built on the
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specillcations of the 8t. Lawrence Bridge Company,
and some nmembers of the Board's

design will be as much as §9'
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The distributic desi f the Bt.
Lavrence Bridge company 1c ery unsatisfactory, owing to the
large variations 1n oY 1 1 nem-
bers. The Board's design provideg, on the contrary, a much
more honot ous distribution of ite Lo
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rhe detalls of the St. Lawrence Bridge Company's design
are very scant and inferior to the Board's; the gusset plates
are taken as part of the nmain sections gnd the number of
splices 1s very much larger than in the Board's design;
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of the specifications, the details of the 8t. Lawrence Bridge

Company are not made in accordance with the specifications of
the Board.

The only tenders, therefore, which remain acceptable to
the whole Board, are tender n the Board's design V.
I know of no reasons, from an engineering standpoint, why the

contract should not be given to either of the four I'iras teon-
dering on 1t.

I would add, however,
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the report

of the Board, dated October 28th. the d

rence Bridge Company would be perfectly accept:
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ations allowed to other bidders.
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‘b Yours respectfully,

Chairman and Chief Engineer.

Hon. G80. P.




