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Response to “Piers of Midland Railway Bridge, Shubenacadie River, South Maitland, Nova Scotia”
In “Piers of Midland Railway Bridge, Shubenacadie River, South Maitland, Nova Scotia”, George Thomas describes the circumstances surrounding the location and sinking of caissons for the 6 piers of the Shubenacadie River Bridge that was being constructed (Thomas, 1901). The article begins with a description of the river, followed by a brief overview of the sub-structural plan for the bridge (Thomas, 1901). Thomas then describes the processes involved in the actual location and sinking of the caissons, starting from Pier No. 1, then Pier No. 6, followed by No.5, No. 2, No.3, and No. 4 in that order (Thomas, 1901). Thomas focuses on the challenges faced in the construction of these caissons, especially in pier No. 4, where the Shubenacadie River disrupted their activities severally (Thomas, 1901). The author also provides the details regarding the materials used in the construction process and their proportions, as well as the exact dimensions used in the construction of the caissons for the piers (Thomas, 1901). Thomas then concludes the article with a verbatim report of the discussions between himself and other individuals regarding the engineering and construction of bridges (Thomas, 1901).
George Thomas’ main argument in this article is that the successful construction of a quality bridge often requires overcoming various significantly demanding obstacles. In the article, Thomas focuses on the challenges and obstacles faced in the location and sinking of caissons for the piers of the Shubenacadie River Bridge (Thomas, 1901). For starters, Thomas describes the difficulties in preparing the rock under Pier 1, how they had to dig about 15 feet farther to find the bedrock for Pier No. 5, and the challenges due to the tides from the river (Thomas, 1901). Furthermore, some of the workmen died from a stampede that occurred when they were trying to escape the flooding water from the river (Thomas, 1901). As such, the construction of the Shubenacadie River Bridge piers cost more money, time, and the lives of some individuals (Thomas, 1901). From the discussions with Mr. Finley and the others, Thomas argues that ethical considerations have to be acknowledged in the engineering and construction phase of any bridge. For instance, Mr. Thomas indicates that the integrity of the foundations for the piers determines whether human lives may be lost as a result of poor construction (Thomas, 1901).
Thomas builds his argument around a detailed description of the circumstances surrounding the sinking of the caissons and the challenges that the builders and engineers faced in constructing the piers for the Shubenacadie River Bridge (Thomas, 1901). For instance, the author provides the exact measurements and the materials used in the construction (Thomas, 1901). Furthermore, Thomas provides photographs of some of the areas along the Shubenacadie River where the caissons were located and sunk. The use of photographs enhances the reader’s understanding of the author’s argument by providing the reader with a visual experience of standing over the Shubenacadie River without actually being there (Kjeldsen, 2013). Thomas also attaches the pictures in the right contexts since the context is crucial when deciphering the meaning of a particular photo (Kjeldsen, 2013). These add to the persuasiveness and ethicality of the argument (Kjeldsen, 2013). Nonetheless, the photographs could be distracting to the reader by providing additional irrelevant information. However, the inclusion of other perspectives regarding the challenges of constructing bridges through the discussions with other individuals such as Mr. Finley adds to the validity of Thomas’s argument.
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