3. Onthe side of the Seaway Devslopment Corpeantisn, the ct a8
‘written gives the ®© them to make contracts. Further, Mr.
Castie states that nobody ha & mocepaly on iaisad waisrvay sctiviies
and be proposes to develop his

e Sy, 4 Corpd o Englatnrd v the dxpeyioncn § M. ntiig
will

cidente .
leave this project since it has had the responsibility for development,
partly because of the adverss appsarance of an early terminated contract.
M. Castls on the othar hand criticises the massive bursaucracy in-
herent in the Avmy Enginears, and fosls #at he can develop experisnce
withia his cwn corporation.

Mz, Brucker summarissd his own viswpoint as follows:

1. He dislikes & new organization created to do the job Already dons
by an eld.

2. He in concerned, &5 are the Enginesrs, over the safety factor in the
initlsl stages of tha operation.

3. He fesls the Engineers will run the Canal at less cost than will the
Seaway Corporation.

4. Ho admits that if the Enginesrs function in operations as they did in
construction, it will bs necessary to go from Massena to Buffalo to
Chicaga to to got a policy quest 4. He points out,
howsver, that General ischasy feals the situation can be corrected
easlly. Mr. Brucker's solution for tha problem is that for the start and
ipping senson the Eoginesrs Bhould be retalned
under camtract. This would bring them to 1 December 1960,

&nd the Ahamice
bad been brought up with s.:m..-. Wilson. Genarally speaking,
concl e

jency. The
& strictly civilian unit. The Canadians are sensitive and protocol
conscious dad do not Like to deal with the military under these conditios.

poMringy



