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The firm Evans Brothers, Limited, contending they had
made an crror, withdrew their tender filed for the supply
of coal.

Resolved: That the City treasurer be authorized to re-
imburse its deposit to the firm Evans Brothers.

It was also.

Resolved: That the said tenders be referred to the City
Hall superintendent to prepare a tabulated statement of
prices.

9.—The asst. City clerk appeared before the Committee
with tenders received for permanent works at the City
Hall, and stated that four of said tenders were deposited
at the City clerk’s office a few minutes after noon, but
that the deposits were made with the City treasurer within
the delay prescribed by the notices.

Ald. Giroux

Mowved: That the tenders deposited after the regular
hour be laid aside.

The Committee divided:

Yeas: Giroux, Mount and L’Espérance—3.

Nays: Major and Couture—2.

The said motion was carried and

Resolved:. Accordingly.

The secretary was authorized to open the said rejected
tenders so as to be enabled to return same to the tender-
ers. The rejected tenders are those of the J. B. Gratton
Ltd., Henry Morgan & Co., M. J. Thibeault and Latreille
& Bros.

It was also

Resolved: That tne City treasurer be asked to refund to
the said unsuccessful tenderers their deposits made with
their tender for the execution of works at the City Hall.

The asst. City clerk then opened the following tenders:

Repairs tot the stepsb O_{d,the Labelle & Lessard. . . .$30,150
ain entrance ; rebuilding :

of the roof; to renew the Hamon & Hess """" 20,560

round floor of the City |T: Lessard & Fils Ltd. 27,990

. Hall. Jos. Marcotte........ 30,875

Reconstruction of the roof (Jos. Laurier.......... 10,392

only. | Daniel Kochenburger. 8,975

: elevator and 2
Rt it g {Uoté Bros & Burritt.. 9,875
modernize the old one.

Ald. Couture

Mowved: To reconsider the resolution putting aside ten-
ders which arrived a few minutes after the regular hour,
as the deposits were made within the delay presecribed.

The Committee divided:

Yeas: Couture, Major—2.
Nays: GirouX, Mount, L'’Espérance—3.

So it was lost.

On motion of Ald. Couture, it was thew

Resolved: To return the tenders received by the City
Hall sub-committee and that a report be prepared accord-
ingly. (Ald. L’Espérance dissenting).

Submitted and read a letter from the Otis-Fensom Co.,
anent tenders called for the placing of a new elevator
in the City Hall.

Ald. I’Espérance

Moved: To ask the secretary to inquire by writing from
the Otis-Flensom Company why they had not tendered on
the specifications prepared by Mr. Montbriant, architect.

Ald. Couture moved in
Amendment: That the letter from the Otis-Fensom Com-



