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MR. BlYDGES AID MR. CEEÂR.
THE CHARGES AGAINST THE MANAGING

DIRECTO R.

lil. BRYrDozaS' RPLlies.

We bave received, sys the London Railway
News of the I 9th June, copies of correepond%
ence, which we have been requested to pub-
lish, betweeni Mr. Cr-ak, the leadcr of the
agitation againet the Grand Trtînk Railway,
and its mauaging director in Canada, Mr.
Brydize8. No impartial person eau, we think
read the answers gi ven by Mr. Brydges to the
questions put to hlm without feeling satisfied
nf their completeness, and that the charges so
habitually brought againet hlm by Mr. Creak
in respect to these matters have been fully
aud completely disposed of. We hope, in the
interest of aîl parties, that thisridiculous at-
tempt to revive au agitation whjich can be
productive of no possible good, and which
rnay lead to considerable injury, will not be
persevered in. If the feelings of ditisatisfact-
ion againet Mr. Brydges rest upon no better
foundation than that which le iuvolved in the
queries submitted by Mr. Creak, then it le
îîeither fair to the proprietors nor just to the
management of the Company that the atten-
tion of the exucutive aud heade of depart-
iiientzs should bu diverted froin attention te
the beet interests of the company by the ne-
cessity under whiph they are placedofhbaving
lu deftend themaselves from a systeru of un-
generous and unfouuded attacks and insin-
uations upon their private charactere and
administrative sbility.. The subjoined cor.
iespondence will speak for itself t-

1.8. Are the rails repaired on Yates' system wi
now? Or is Baines' reversible rail a better op
planh

9. What has the volun te( r corps cost the ini
Company, directly or indirectly? Did the mý
drilling corne out of the cornpany's tirne, and pr
did it interfere with trains ? ad

10. Wbat price dlo old rails fet.ch, and what asi
le the cost of ro-rolling them? The Toront.o ev
Mille are to be ours, I understand, in a short es
tirne; but 1 should be glad to know the coet I
of re-rolling, apart from the amount paid for to
the redemption of the works. he

11. At what price could you secure Cleve. y<
land coal at Lake Ontario ports, and what is its pE
(trength as fuel? English coal gives 70milesgig
per ton. le American as good?7 Could not ui
coal be burnt botter on the Detroit and Sarnia cc
branch ? I see that it ie coming into exten- m~
sive use in the western railways in the States, tii
and as the price you psy for wood in that uE
quarter je so high it might be cheaper to use re
coal. p(

12. le Pictou coal suitable for locomotives? w
This is a long string of inquiries, but we want L,
more information this side of the Atlantic, w
and although Mr. Hiekeon has given us sorne, c(
he is not acquainted with ail these details. ni
lie mentioned to nie the direct line acrogsew
Michigan to Chicago. I earnestly hope this et
project wiIl receive your earnest attention. M
It le a rnost valuable alIy for us to secure, but, o1
I hear, It will be needful to take the line out
of the present hande sud secure the coutrol of
it in Grand Trunk interests. 1 may just add
that although I made a speech at thje meeting
ou the th hostile to your management, I did

natracldewih uvmoio.-ndMr

TheWic, BighonAprl 2, 169. Adami;'was made on bis own reeponsibility.
My Dear Sir,-You were k ind enough when 1 voted for it as I could not do otherwise af-

you were in England to say that you shonld ter what I had stated, but I wuss puite pre-
be happy to send mie any information you par ato '0e beatein, as we had not secured auy
could respecting the working of the Grand proxies. My own private opinion is that yen fc
lrunk. I therefore begto trouble you with a would serve us beet by giving your attention tl
fcw inquiries, sud 1 shall be glad to hear to the Intercolonial, the Chicago echeme, the ir
fromn you as soon a8 convenient, aud ln such International Bridge, erigration, sud having le
a formn that I could, if necessary, show your your other quties comritted to those who sq
letter to any of my frienas. could give themn undivided attention-no tl

1. Mn. Scoville has addressed a second man, however gifted, can do as rnuch well asi;h
printed letter to me, under date December you are nôw undertaking. You wlll, I arnY,
20, 1868, in which hie commente on your sure, excuse the freedomi of my remarks; butL

spech n Lndo atth Deembr metig.I have nothing to conceal, or any ends to se- c
l received a copy on the 22nd of April. Will cure than thQ prosperity of the company,-
you tell me the exact dates when Mr. Scoville Yours truly,
raised hie price, and when the Three Bridges (ind A. CaRAK. B

scheme failed ? Is it corrtct that you refused C(Si ge t. Mntel.C
Scoville a contract for any terni of years, but C.J0rdeEs. otel
gave one to the Montreal manufautory ? 1I
should like also Wo know the present price gRAND TRUNS RAILWAY OF CANADA,
paid for wheels. 1 have no knowledge pur- agi Drco'Ofce
sonally of Mi. Scoville, nor have I had directly faaigDietrsfie
or indirectly any communiation withi him ; Montreal, May 31, 1869.
but as he positively contradicts your state- My Dear Sir,-Your ltter of the 28th uit.
meute it will be well for you to turnit3h the reached me in due course of mail ; but a
exact dates for which 1 ask. pressure of important business, requiriug xny

2. How do von account for the great rise presence at varions parte of the lina, has pre-1
in wages in 1867 snd 1868 ? The amount of vented rny writing to yon before to-day. 1
traffic does not justify sucli an increase, non hav'i carefully read the questions which yon
do I think that on several adjacent Amenican have put lu your letter, sud I have written
liues there is auy such increuse. specifie replies to each in as brief ternie as

3. The goods traffic for 1868 shows an in- wonld make my runaiug cean, sud have1
crease of 4 per cent in tonnage as compared sent thern with a copy of your letter to our
wîth 1966-was this increase concentrated board in Loudon. I amn snre yon willI agree
on one or two points, or difftised more or lees with nie that it ie the regular course for
over the whole system ? shareholders Wo receive whatever information

4. How is it that the fuel shows an increase they may require through the board of direc.-
of 17J per cent. lu number of corde over 1866 tors. who, of coursze, are reeponsible to them
and the total mileage an increape of about 7 for the management of the coxnpany's affaire.
lier cent? Yon could have obtained, I have no donbt,

5. Ont of the free passes issued in 1868 frorn the office in London full replies Wo your
how many were complimeutary. sud how questions, a@ the information upon aIl points
many official? Were any given to M.P.'s or will bu found either in statements at the
their familles, or other privatu parties ? office or iu letters which f rom time to time

6. How stands the charges against the have been written hy myself or other officers
s*urekeeper. 1liselhe carried an action into of the company. I hope yon will, upon re-
uuuct againast Mn. Nelson, or bas auy investi- ceipt of this letter, communicate with the
.-ation of the matter taken place before a board, and 1 trust they wil1 have no objection
niagistrate, where the parties have been whatever to place you ln possession of' the
hrouight face to face ? replies which 1 have made Wo the ques-

7. Can you tell me to whnrn Yates sold hie tione you have asked. I should have had
patent?7 Did it pass into, the bande of one of mnch pleasure ln sending the information
hie clenke ? I shonld be glad to hear Biome tu you direct, but that I thonght it was my
clear account of this whole business. dnty to forward it throngh the board. You

il not, I arn certain, expeet to express any
pinion upon the shelving proce8s which you
ave designed as regards myself, beyoud say-
g that it ie not one which I cou'ld for a mo-
ent entertu'in. I agree with you that the
*oposed new line to Chicago would be of
Ivantage to us, and I have given it every
sgistance in my power. It requires, how.
ver, more combination amongst local inter-
ete before asking for material aid, and that,
need hardly say, we are not in a position

o afford. Since Mr. Hicksou has returned
s bas spoken to me as to hie interviews with
,u about ernigration. This je a very irn-
ortant matter, and one in which I take a
,reat interest I have pressed it strongly
ipou the Goverument through the Inter-
,lou ial Rail way board. Have you thought an y
nore upon the subject ? The present condi-
on of England seems very favorable for
iseful efforts. I amn always anxious and
,ady to give the fulleet information in my
)ower upon ail questions, and I muet repeat
'hat I have already stated to our board in
ýondon, but I wish somne of the shareholders
who think the condition of the property
,ould be irnproved would spend one or two
nonths of wintê.r with un, and then thcv
would see for themselves 'how very much
,asier it is to dispose of difficuit questions by
mere theory than to tackle them practically
n the spot where they exist. Youre truly,

C. J. BRYDGES.
Creak, Esq., Brighton, England.

Offices of the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada, 21, Old Broad-street,

London, June 16, 1869.

Dear Sir,-I arn desired by the directore to
forward you a copy of the "lreplies" which
hey received from Mr. Brydges the last mail
n answer to the questions contained in your
etter to hirn of the 28th of April iset, and ini
so doing I arn instructed to, point out to, you
that your proper and regular course would
have been to apply for any information which
roli reqnired to, the board of directors i
London, and not to place yonrself in direct
commrunication with the executive of the
comipany in Canada. As reference was made
in you rrecentlpeech at the London Taveru to
sorne of the muatters deait with in the ac-
companying replies, the board have decided
on seuding a copy of the whole correspon-
dence to the railway newspapers, with a viôw
to its publication for the information of the
propriptors genrally.-I arn dear Sir, youis

faithullyJ. M. GRANT.

Albert Crea1k, Esq., The Wick Brighton.

RIMPLIeIs TO MR. CRIEÂK's QUESTION iIN1115
LETTER TO Ma. BRYDGICS or 28TH APRIL, 1869.

î..-Scoville. Hie neyer sent me a copy of
the printed letter Mr. Creak refers to, aud 1
know nothing of its contents. Scoville's price
for wheels wae $15 each from November, 1861,
to April 1864, when he raised it to, $16, at
which it rernained tili December, 1865, after
which we took what he made from mate riaIs
he had on band or had coutracted for at $15
each up to June, 1867, when we ceased buy-
ing from hlm. ln the early part of 1864 the
Three Rivera concern got mbt difficultie,
and we could not depend on their supply.
Scoville delivered ail hie wheels at Toronto,
we carrvi-ng those used at Montreal, a dis-
tance of 333 miles, at* our own cost. The
consumaption of wheels at MonLrealis about
five-sixthe of the whole. The carniage of
Scoville's wheels from, Toronto to Montreel
added for bare cost at least 50c. t.o his puce
for each wheel. We got the first wb-le.
from Montreal ln the spring of 1865 at $15
each. Finuling Scoville impracticable we
agreed to bny ail our wheels frorn the Mon-
treal Foundry at $14.50 each, delivered
where we use thern. Ail those we take at


