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wards reaceived from Mr. H. Lawd, who, by
the pormusston of tho Adnuralty, and nvita-
tion of Captain Burgoyne, went in the shi
on hor first cruise, confirmed tho opinion al-
ready formed—that undor a prossuro of sail
sho would bo as stit as other ironclad vessols
of recent construction. 'Fhe opmion was
further strengthened by tho reports of Ad-
miral Sir 8. Robinson, Admiral Sie 1. Sy
mouds, Captain Commerrell, and Captain
Burgoyne. Sinco the recent discusion about
the Caplain, some further'calculations have
been made to try and explain what secmed
to us before to be impossible. They wore
made only on one ealculated centre of gra-
vity, not having received from the Admir
alty the results of their experiments of try-
ing the ship by weights, and therefore can-
not be looked upon as being so accurate as
those made with those calculations. As
notice was only received late on Saturday
for witness and others of the firm to atiend
on Thursday, therefore had only time to col
lect all the plang, letters, and momoranda
relating to the design of the ship, and not
time to have copies made. The calculations
which were suhmitted in July, 1866, with
the designs, include those generally made
for a ship designed by the firm in tho first
instance; and when submitted by Captain
Coles to the Admiralty, 1t was understood
that they met with their approval, and were
similar to those particulars in the case of
other designs which had been submitted to
the Admiralty, Tho calculations of stabil
ity up to 7 and ten degrees svere the only
other steps that wero taken to ascertain the
stability of the ship. Theactual design tor
tho sails were sent in with the original de-
sign, and, although slightly modified in the
proportion of spars, yet the area of sails re-
main actually the same. In conversation
as to pressing the Captain under sail, wit-
ness has alluded to the gunwale as being a
limit, but without mentioning the particu-
lar angle, as it generally varied slightly with
the draught of water of the ship; but the
imprassion generally was that it would be
seldom necessary to press the ship so far,
although all felt, there was considerable re-
serve beyond this. Had wmore than once
spoken on the subject with Capt. Burgoyne,
but onlyasconversation. Remembers, onone
one of the trial trips under steam, he had a
similar conversation with Capt. Coles. The
Captain was not considered by Massrs. Laird
to be built entirely on the responsibility of
themselves and Captain Coles; and a letter
from the Secretary of the Admiralty, and
forwarded to us with a wish for our co-oper-
ation in carrying into effect their Lordships’
wishes, will show why Messrs. Laird consid-
ered they were not entirely responsible. In
the letter referred to tho objected portions
were the right reserved by their Lordships
to enter into a contract, and if they saw ob-
Jection they would decline to enter into it,
eto., as set forth fully in the summary, page
8. 1t would appesr from these letters that
the design was submitted to their Lordships
for their approval, and -it was only on their
approval that they undertook to proceed
further in the matter, and toreceive tonders
for her construction. This was the view
taken by Messrs. Laird. Messrs. Laird con-
sider that their responsibility in the first in-
stance vas t0 prepare a design in conjunc-
tion, and to submit that design through
him to the Admiralty for their approval, on
the understanding that skould their Lord-
‘ships be able to approve of the design, and
should they receive such a tender as they
would be justified in accepting, they would
then be prepared to submit to Parlinment,
next year, estimates for building sucha ves-
sel; and Messrs, Laird considered, in the

words of ‘their Lordships™letter to Captain
Coles, that unless they approved.of the de.
sign thoy would havo asked us to givea
tender for tho vessel, and from tho fact of
their asking for tho tender gave their sanc-
tion to the plans and specifications proposed.
Several other lotters, waere read, one from
the Admiralty to Messrs. Laird ombodying
the claim to bo made in thie cohtract, hold-
ing them and Captain Coles responsible;
the roply to which was, their willingness to
build- the ship on tho terms quoted. An-
other related to tho supervision which Cap-
tain Coles was to give to the building of the
ship. Wilness never made an cxact esti-
mate of the difference of weight, and be-
lieves that the inspector used to send tothe
Admiralty from fime to time the weight of
all the iron used, as given by Messrs, Laird
up to the timo of the ship being floated out
of dock. When it became apparent to wit-
ness that the weight would exceed that
which wus expected, on discovering thisfuct
he informed Captain Coles of it, and an offi-
cer from the Controller’s Department who
was present at the time drew up a state-
ment to be submitted to the Controller of
the Navy. Messrs. Laird considered the
responsibility as to the design of the ship
between themselves and Captain Coles on
the ono hand, and tho Lords of the Admir-
alty on the other, to be joint. No doubt
tho calculations as to the cause of the want
of stability have been prepared with the
usual skill of the Admiralty officials. If
witness had known by calculation that the
stability of the Captain vanished at anin

clination of 54 degrees, ho would not have
felt any uncasiness for her asa seagoing
ship. Her masts and yards wore much
larger than had been fitted for some of the
earlier ironclads, but about the same tons
per foot of section. Tripod was a system
that answered wall for the support of the
masts, and when applied to turret ships has
the advantage of offering less obstruction to
the angles of fire to the rizging. Witness
has prepared designs for cnother low freo

board turret-ship, similar in type to the
Captain, but with the addition of armor-
plated breastwork at the forecastle and
poop, and would haye carried sails of a full-
rigged ship. Hoe had every confidence in
the Captain, and did not consider hor low
freeboard would make it necessary to hase
her spars smaller than they were fitted ; but
in the preparetion of the plan of the spars
Captain Coles, from his knowledge on the
subject, necessarily took a prominent part,
and Messrs. Laird did not see the necessity
of remonstrating with him, nor were they at
all apprehensive as to any danger. It
appears that on the day of ,the disaster the
inclination of the ship seemed to be greater
than it had bean observed under sinnlarcir-
cumstances as to sail and wind; but from
what cause that arose witness 13 at a loss to
say. The immersion of the Jhip of twenty-
two inches, for stability, decreased it slight-
ly, but to that extent he should contem-
plato that the ship would be steadier and
roll less.

‘Tho Court then rose.
(To be continued.)

A Quaker was examined before thio Board
of Excise concerning gortain duties, when
the Cemmissioners. thinking themselves
disrespectfully treated by his thee-ing and
thou-ing, one of them, with a stern counten-
ance, asked him, * Pray. sir, do you know
what wo sit here for?' ¢ Yea,"” replied Na-
than 1 do: some of you for five thousand,
some for eight thousand, and others for ten
thousand dollars a year.”

(Jaxyary 16, 1871°

PRESIDENT GRANT AND THE C.ANA
DIAN RAILWAS <.

—

(Irom the Losdone Radiay Ne.cay

That portion of the Message of L’(;‘os{dent
Grant which rofers to tho relationsiwitii the
Imperial Government a?;d' witjx Cm% a, will
not, we feel confident, be-genorally-endors-
ed by thoso citizens of the United States
who aro capable of taking a calm and dis-
passionate view of the questions in dispute
betwasen the two countries, Tho charges
mado against the Imperial Government aro
in direct opposition to the real facts of. the
case; while with respect to Canada thoero is
not a single allegation which is made the
subjoct of complaint that is not the diract
consequence of the act of the Uniled States
Government itsolfin repealing the Recipro
city Treaty in 1865, President Grant, refer-
ring to the despatches as to the JAlabama
question, says:—

#The Cabinet at London, so far as its
views havo been expressed, does not seem
willing to concede that the British Ministry
was guilty of any negligence, or had done
or permitted any act during the warof which
the Unitod States have just cause of com-
plaint.” .

‘The answer to thisis that our Government
did actually sign a treaty, the provisions of
which were cordially approved by the Gov-
ernment at Washington. The Miunister of
the United States by whom that ireaty was
concluded was thanked by Mr, Seward * for
the perseverance and fidelity with which ho
had attended to the instructions of this de-
partment;” and later, Mr. Seward conveyed
to Mr. Revsrdy Johnson ¢ the assurance of
tho President of his high satisfaction with
the manner m which he had cenducted
these important negotiations.”” In one of
his letters of instruction Mr. Seward says:
*The decision of the Conveu:.on depends
not exclusively upon the nature of 'its pro-
visions, but depends very much also upon
the tone, the temper and the spirit which
prevades it.” Upon this matter of tone and
teraper Mr. Reverdy Johnsonwrites: * Both
Lord Stanley and Lord Clarendon yielded a
very ready and cheerful nssent to our pro
position to sabmit all the questions involv-
ed in the Alabama claims, not ever having
expressed a desire during the negotiations
to exclude any one of them; and in this {
am satisfied (as they must be) that they but
contormed to the public sentiment of the
nation and to their own wishes.” In another
despatoh he writes. ‘I cannot conclude
this communication without bearing testi-
mony to the frank and friendly manner in
which I have been met by Lords Stanley and
Clarendon, and to the very sincere desire
which they exhibited throughout our nego-
tiations to settle any dispute betwen the two
natons upon terms just and honorable to
each.” In the face of the evidence of our
willingness to treat upon all matters in dis-
pute shown by the signature to the treaty
negotiated by tho Minister of the United
States, andof the testimony to the good feel-
ing of this country borne by Mr. Roverdy
Johnson in his official despatches, we find
President Grant now complaining that ** not
an inferance can be drawn from the treaty
to remove the sense of unfriendliness of tho
course of Great Britain in our struggle for
existenco.”” We should have thought that
the very fact of our agreeing to refer all
yizestions to the desigicn of a court approv-

ed by the Government at Washington itself,



