
MR. BLACKWELL S REPLY TO
M R. CHAPMAN’S CHARGES., /
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‘1sh For having reported 1st. The Extract here quoted by Mr. Chap-: 

to the London Directors in man, forms a portion only of a sentence included 
December 1859, as follows, in a general statement of engineering, details over 
in page 11:— As regards lie entire li e; if the whole sentence had been 

-new works, I have to quoted, as in fairness it ought to have been, it awould have shown that the stateticht coinplained - Tlioms to Riviere du of applied-especially to the - Masonry, Bridges,
• ■ Loup is completed in the 11 Buildings, and Drainage ‘ of that section of
|“ style of our best existing the line between St. Thomas and Rivière duLoup,

“ works,” &c., wc. This all of which were completed in DegemberE1859,
statement being contrary the Contractors' final Certificate having been given 
to fact, as the line was not on the 17th of November, and accounts closed 

completed forstis , with that firm. It was to this fact that I par- chatto Tita deupa ticularly alluded when I reported the Eastern 

The Government Engin- Section as completed in the style of our best 
cer's Certificate was not existing works. It was true that a portion of the
given until the list wink ballasting between St. Paschal and Riviere du
in June, and the line only Loup was incomplete, the explanation of which 
opened for running on tie fact is shortly this :—the Minutes of the London 

31 2nd July 1860, in an lue Board show that it was agreed in the summer of 

icomplete urnotit- - "70.7. . . il nip firuinlly all unsettled nerorimts with i 8. the Contractors, Messrs. Peto & Co., and in the:seeding under contract 
(with the Contractors to 
Xwhom the working is 
a leased) in September when

settlement it was considered advantageous for the 
Company, to take into their onn hands the un- 
finished ballasting, and to complete it from time

I they stopped the work to fine as required.
iowing to the non-paymetit An actual saving, as compared with what would 
. of the fraud Trunk Nutin, have lire paid to the Contractors, was thereby 

,we ITIT I wleeirlof s 115,000, amait was never intended5 to open Lut portion of the line mil the summer 

payment of the cost of this 
ballasting, was also postponed for about nine 
months. The report of the London Directors of

. statement, while it - A t 
-drived‘the Shareholders f I569, the actual 
1 also misled the Directors.
5who, in their report of the 
à 27th March, alluded to it 
s follows:

“The recent Report of

the 27th of Munich, objected to by.Mr. Chapman,
in which they infered to and congratulated the 

.en: 12 Tronc ou the final settlement of the 
Me B Sell, lis ice-iin wit the Fn Hi and Caundinn Con- 

the Sharehler pire risk co 
completion of the (on, ti.

pany's works aud th- 
. London Directors cannu
but congratulate the 
2‘Proprietors on this face. 
. “and on the final settle-
:“ment of the accounts
* with the English and
#“Canadian Contractors.”
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