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Account of D.G.Stewart amounting to (82b.7g in ful

of his contract with the City for repairs to Ciaty
by the Explosion, was approved and recormended to Courcil for payment.
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D.G, STEWART'S ACCOUNT

Hig Worship the Mayor,
8iy,

. : I beg to report on the final acount of D.G. Stewart
who had the contract for repairing damage done by the explosion to
the City buildings, thaf most of the items in guestion have been
certified. There is one item, $39.93 for advertising for men, whih
I had certified but which the Auditor declined to pass. I certified
this because I considered it was in the inteérest of the City that it
should be certified, as, if the contractor failed to get as many
good men as he could use, the cost of the work would be increased,
the time covered would be greater and all such charges as superinten-
dence, time keeper and similar items, would be larger, and the City
would lose. I think this item should be paid.

There is an item of $11.48 for lumber at the Market Build-
ing which I have struck from the account. Mr. Fegan informs me that
this charge is for lumber which he condemned &s not suitable and which
he told the superintendent, Mr. Bennett, to return. It was not returned
but lay around the Market Building for a time and Mr. Stewart claims
that it dissppmred. Under the circumstances I consider that the City is
not resgponsible,

The principal items on which Mr, Stewart and myself differ
were $765 for superintendent and $328 for time keeper. The contract
provides that the City shall pay for a superintendent and time keeper.
The contractor was able to dispense with the services of a time keeper
and superintendent and now agks that he be paid himgelf for performing
this service. We were entitled to Mr. Stewart's full services under
the contract without any additional charge except that covered in his
percentage. The claim that he could have kept the time keeper and super-
intendent on, is not material except for one reason, namely that if he
had kept them on, the City would not only have had to pay them but would
have had to pay Mr. Stewart his percentage on the amount paid them. Un-
der the circumstances I think it would be fair to allow Mr. Stewart she
percentage on these amounts, but not the original.
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