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OFFICE OF CLERK OF WORKS 
CITY HALL 

Halifax, N. S., ................. ~.e.c.ember .... 3.r.d ...... 19/ 9 

IWH~~W;~l#Ar a .Alee/in/! 0/ de 1/~l'ij ~efou!tm;t 0/ the ~~ 0/ ~a;, 
ield on the .. .............. 3rd .................. ......... day o/-............. :u..ec.emhe.;r .......................... , ............... .1.91 9 

, 

D. G. STEv·IART AC COUNT 

Ac....:ount of D. G.Stewart amounting to \~5 .. i8: in full settle ~Jent 

of his cont ract vi t h the City for re~airs to C~ty property , caused 

by the Explosion , wa s ap proved and re conm1ende~ to Council for payment . 

~espectfully submi t t ed 

...................... 
...... •.. Cln cL.ER~· 

•••••••••••• 
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D.G. STEWARTIS ACCOUNT 

His Wor shi p the ~ayor, 
Sir, 

...... De.c ...... .2., ..... 1919 .... · .. .. .. .... ·1,f) 

I beg to report on the final acco unt of D.G. SteiNart 
who had the contract for repair i ng damage done by the explosion to 
the City bui dings, tha~ most of the i tems in uestion have been 
certified. There is one item , $39 . 93 for advertising for men, wh kh 
I had cert ified but which the Auditor dec1iried to pass. I certified 
this because I considered it was in t1e interest of the City that it 
should e certified . as, if the contractor failed to ge t as many 
good ~en as he could use, the cos t of the work would be increased , 
the time covered 'vvould be greater and all such charges as superinten
dence, time keeper and s i milar items, would 'be 1areer, and the City 
would lose . I think t is item should be aid . 

There is an item of $11.88 for lumber at the Marke t Build
ing w ic I. a,ve struck from the account .. Mr . Fegan informs me that 
this charge is for lumber which he condemned as not suitable and which 
he told the superint endent. Mr. Bennett, to return . It was not returned 
but lay around the Marke t Buil ing for a time and Mr . stewEtrt claims 
that it disappared. Under the circumstances I consider that the City is 
not responsible .. 

The princi a1 items on whi oh Mr. Stewart and myself differ 
were ~765 for su erint endent and $328 for time keeper, The contract 
provides that the Oi ty shall pay for a superintendent and time keeper .. 
The contractor was able to disDense with the services of a time kee er 
and su erintendent and now asks that he be paid himself for performing 
this service. We were entitled to Mr. Stewart ' s full services under 
the contract without any addi t ional charge exce t that covered in hi s 
percenta e. The claim that he could have kept the time keeper and super
intendent on , is not mat er al exee t for one reason , namely that if he 
had kept them on ~ the Oi ty would not only have had to pay them but wou ld 
have a to ay Mr . Ste~art his ereentage on the amount aid them. Un
der the cireumtances I think it would be fair to allow Mr. Stew~rt /the 

ercentage on these amounts, but not the original . 

P~ Respectfullyaubmi.tted, 

OEC. 4 - C1 ty Engineer 
.......... 
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