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accused of taking govorrment property. The article suggests that the truth of thia shory
could bo checkod by cemparing the Ottawa Chunk with the bridge relics. If these still ox-
igt, this is certainly another avenue of research which could be followed up. However, the
article goes on to throw some very loglecl doubts on the veracity of the story and wisely
leaves the case of the mystery metal open until more acceptable answors are forthcoming,
As o matber of record, Mr. Matthows propounded his Queboc Bridge theory to our group
prior to making his test on the Chunk with the Tesle Bridge, a test which, as reported
earlier, left some grave doubts in the minds of some of our technical workers who witnoss-
ed it, parbticularly as no scientific rroof was forthcoming to support it, and most of them
were wable to accopt that it was possible to prove that the metal mass had never been in
space with a device wsed primorily for detecting flaws in metal railwey lines! It was also
noted that the volume indicator on the tape recerder linked to the Tesla Bridge showed no
signs of 'life'. Last summer, one of our readors visited Mr, Matthews who, during an int~-
erview, claimed he had worked on the Quebec Bridge -~ and immediately recognized the Chunk
as part of it! In view of the fact thal lir. Matthews had secen photos of the Chunk a long
time ago, one wonders why he kept silent aboub its origin for so long? In this reader's
report to us, he stated that Matthews had admitted to him that the Govermment had asked
him %o check the metal in the hope thal we would believe him, thereby confirming a sus=
picion we expressed in an earlicr report.
As for the Quebec Bridge theory, owr group analyzed it carefully but finally dismissed
it as cempletely untenablc and certainly no scientific proof of the origin of the metal,
in fact, we considered this theory to be more ineredible than the possibility of the
Chunk coming from Outer Space! Let us briefly anslyze the facts proffered by Mr. Matthews.
Vie are told that in 1907, the scrap dealer illegally removed 2 large pieces of metal,
weighing 3000 1bs, and 800 lbs, respectively, from the collarsed bridge site., This immed-
iately raisos a number of questions: How was he able to lift this heavy material without
the use of a crane which could immediately attract attention? And even if he was success-
ful in removing it thusly, why would he go to all this trouble if the only purpose wes to
‘tow this material 20 miles and then dwmp it on a beach near his home? Even more intrigeing,
how did he manage to place the larger chunk in a delicately balanced position on a rock,
and for what purpose? Having gone to all these extracrdinary lengths, are we then expoct=
ed to believe that the 2 chunks of metal lay undetected and untouched on the beach for
53 years? And why, after over half a century had elapsed, did he suddenly decide to pick
up the 800-1b. piece and sell it es scrap metal? This aspect of the case does not telly
with the story of the local beach-comber interviewed by owr group in June, 1960, who sald
that he had covered the beach pretty thoroughly the first weeck of June; then came 3 days
of rain when he did not work the areca, bubvhenthe weather cleared, he then foumd the 2
metal chunks on the beach, Now if wo assume that the original serap dealer wes of the av-
erage age of 30 when he took the 2 metal chunks from the Quebec Bridge in 1907, we wind
up vith the ludicrous pleture of o doddering old man of 23 f£inally picking up the 800-1b,
plece of metall With all due respect to Mr., Matthews, we must make allowance for the
fact that he is now a very old man and thercfore, in our search for the truth, we must
apply a coertain amount of scientific rescrvation to scme of his statements.
Mr, Ronald Anstee, vho has played an active role in tho metel research since 1965, has
sent us a copy of a letter he directed to the Editor of Canadian IFO Report in which he
makes some strong commen#s. on Mr, Matthews' Queboc Bridge story, oxtracts of vaich foll-
ot "I wos present with mombers of the Obtbawa New Sciences Club when Mr. Matthews examin-
ed(?) the metal, His statoments aro, whon taking into consideration the way in which the
mabal was found plus the state of the metal, idiotic, The metal mass is very dense and
heavy, and very ragged. It is in layers, having apperently gone through intense heat and
very severe impact. I have been used to hard work and exercise for the past 35 years, so
I imow that it was not casy to break off the fow metal picces I have, The shapo(of the
mags) is wusual and bears no heavy scarring as one would sxpect to f£ind on metal that
has been cub by acetylenc torches. It originelly weighed aboubt 3,000 1bs, If it was ever
part of an old bridge, then how many thousands of tons did the bridge woigh? Vihen the




