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HAMILTON paper recently published an article from
A a correspondent which depicted in a truly alarming man-
ner the dangers reswiting from defective plumbing and insanitary
surromndings gencrally. If ouwr memory is not at fawlt, the
writer estimated that 20 per cent. of the deaths were the result
of this cause.  Whether as a mere coincidence, or as a result
of the article referred to, we noticed a few days later the ap-
pointment of My ). M. Byren as Building and Plumbing
Inspector. We hope that this commendable step will be fol-
lowed in duc time by the abolition of the dual position and the
appointment of an inspector of buildings and an inspector of
plumbing.

‘ N T E are pleased to olmr\c from the proceedings of the

annual mecting, that the LEngincering  Society in
connection with the School of Practical Science, Toronto, is
prospering.  There were scventeen additions to the list of tife
members during last year, and twenty-nine additions to the list
of ordinary members.  The papers read and discussions held
cover a wide range of subjects, and will be published in pamphlet
form. A new and valuable feature is the establishing of a cir-
culating library. “The officers elect for the current year are:
President—). K. Robinson ; Vice-president—1. R. Deacon ;
Recording secretary---C, C, Fairchild 3 Corresponding secretary
—(. I Sylvester ; Treasurer—W, A, Lea: Librarian—A Lane ;
Third year representative-~J. K. A. Moore ; Second year repre-
sentative—E. E. Langley.

‘Toronto city il

BOUT a year ago reference was made in these columns to
aresolution passed by the Conmmittee on Works and
approved by the City Council of Toronto, providing that all
sewers of fiftcen inches diameter and upwards should be con-
structed of brick.  We pointed out at the time that for small
sewers, vitrified pipe was to be preferred to brick, its smooth
interior fucilitating the flow of sewage matter, its dur ll)lhly when
properly laid being beyond dispute, and the cost of construction
being substantially less than in the case of brick. [In the ab-
sence of any satisfuctory explanation of their action, people were
unkind enough to say that the aldermen were simply throwing
a bait to catch the votes of the brickinakers and bricklayers,
However this may have been, we are credibly informed that
$11,000 above the cost of pipe sewers was cxpended on the con-
struction of small brick sewers fast year. The City Engineer
now recommends that the resolution be rescinded on sanitary,
economical and other grounds.

HE Board of Works of the city of Toronto has been trying
T the experiment of constructing public works by day labor
under the supervision of city ofiicials instead of by contract. It
is not surprising to lear that the resubis in the case of works of
any importance, have not been satisfactory.  As an instance, a
bridge for the construction of which i tender of $6,000 was
received, cost by day labor, $8,349, u loss 1o the city on a single
contract of §2,349. The City Engincer expresses the opinion
that were the city to purchase the nccessary appliances and
enter upon the consiruction of public works on an estensive
scille, the work could be done as cheiply if not cheaper by day
labor than by contract.  This might prove to be the case for a
time, but such a system would be well-nigh certain to open the
door for abuses which woul:l eventually make the undertaking a
costly one o the citizens. It is proverbially true that cconomy
does not enter into the practice of the city’s employees to the
extent to which it appears in the contractor's methods of con-
ducting his business. While no doubt there are in the city's
employ foremen and inspectors of undoubted faithfulness to the
interests placed under their charge, it would be found difficult
10 secure a sufficient ber of such to HE SNCCess-
fully and with the greatest cconomy (he expenditure of the large
sums annually placed at the disposal of the Commitiee on
Works.

r or inspectors of scaffolds
y the attention of a commitee of the
‘The City Solicitor has been asked for his
opinion on the following points :  * Will the city be held liable
in the event of a workman being injured by reason of a scafiold
giving way afier the said seaffold been approved of by the
city inspector?  Will a claim against a contractor for injuries
reccived by a workman in consequence of an accident oceurring
by the giving way of the seaffold which has been constructed
according to-the s ation be in any way prejudiced  The
city authorities do well o stisfy themselves as o where the
responsibility for accidents would rest under @ system of muni-
cipid inspection, before they decide to put such i systeny in




