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aiu:t:ege %)25.1'evc11ir sur ce point, je dois déclarer, et Jeele
ans les ’P all.sllr, que tous ceux qui ont participe a _1 enquete
e beaucé'ua 1t1§§ que je viens de mentionner ont fait preuve
5 faﬁo‘u:p.(Jt}t(iallhgenc’e, de /LI( et d'assiduité, et m.a]grc
aDDOrtéblcS lmf\x_tf)]es d'un aussi long travail, ont toujours
g ‘1) us grand soin a l'ex¢cution de leurs fonctions

es.
ajé‘ui?xgﬁfgc't ‘h‘xé'e au 13 septembre, s'est contimllé'c, S:luf_lcs
G2y - 1 v.\{nevltah}gs. avec la plus grande diligence, jus-

23 iévrier dernier.

Put’dant cette période de prés de six mois, nous avons tenu
D?édit::}n»es;‘ nous avons entendu 1231 ténmign:\gys_, recu la
o >‘1~'1'011] l(l un nombre presque incalculable d exhibits, et les
Siti(mi: <«11\)Tl( s ont du prcn(‘lrg et transcrire 8628 pages de dépo-
o "\-‘L'o‘us avons enquété sur Pacquisition de 2413 immeu-
i ll’ dppartenant a 478 propriétaires, et dont le prix s'éleve

N towal de prés de $6,000,000!
aI:{,-m sans (l.irc_qu'un trés grand nombre de ces .(lép.osition.ﬁ,
airea]“]fle majorité, sont m;nntenant,11111(11&'5; mais il fallait
dire - tnquéte et entendre (UL{S .les t.emf)ms a\'.ant.de pvt’)uvoyr
g 'I'L}e_, dans telle ou telle affaire, il n'y aurait rien d établi;
B elait toujours qu'apres le dernier mot du dernier témoin
endu quil était possible d'arriver & cette conclusion.
Ous n'avons pas eu a nous plaindre de I'apathie ou de
'hfft'ronce de ceux qui ont été mélés A ces transactions.
OSG\E‘IC()up se sont présentés sur simple demande, par téléphone
0m‘ut'r°m°,““ et parmi ceux qui ont été assignes, tres peu
o l}hmqge de rppqudre a lappel. Cependant, il est arrive
H€ des témoins étaient absents, et assez souvent 11 actaliug
E?:: cette raison ou pour d'autres, ajourner des affaires
fque terminées.
C'cgtmﬁ ce qui a le plus contribué '1 la longueur de l'enqueéte,
b indubitablement, I'absence d’accusations spéciales, ou
“Pleifiques, comme dit la résolution du Conseil du 23 juin.
dl‘:itiiiahsm]cc (l’gccqsati(ms spécifiques obligeait ceux quj con-
S tll'ent Tenquéte A poser une multitude de questions a cha-
dire S]umn. pour I'excellente raison que persoune ne pouvait
r{\\rq‘} le témoin serait ou ne serait pas celui qui pourrait
ter quelque chose faisant 'objet de nos recherches.
foo ous allons maintenant examiner en détail 1,05 affaires dans
Quelles des faits importants ont été prouvés devant nous.
& ::‘(“ cet examen 't“.()usAsui\'r(ms autant que p.o.ssihle ]'m"dx:e
leng“](ﬂﬂglque de T'enquete, dans le but de faciliter les réfé-
€s au dossier et a la preuve.

o La Dremicre affaire dont nous nous sommes occupés est celle

G Ahuntsic,

I'ing

i DEUXIEME PARTIE

Ahuntsic

1l s'agit de I'achat d’un terrain dans le quartier Ahuntsic
“?;_lg‘y étal’)}ir une usine d'épuration, dans le but de traiter lLs
¢ dlicres ('égouts du quartier Laurier avant de les déverser

405 la rivicre des Prairies.

h,l?ans le cours de février dernier, la Ville achevait de cons-
(llf"‘e un ¢gout collecteur depuis fa riviere des Prairies jus-
Wau quartier Laurier.

tiolﬁes Commissaires, informés de la chose, (l(mnen’t. instruc-
Eéirs aH D.el)qrtel)lent des Canaux de choisir le terrain neces-
- € Jaussi diccrétement que possible, de fagon a ce que per-

nhe ne st qu'il était requis par la Ville, et d’en obtenir
m:O‘.“QSSc de vente ou option. Il fallait, suivant M. Janin, I'In-
8Cnicur en Chef de la Ville, des connaissances techniques

ur choisir ce terrain.

‘soM‘ Howzlrd. chef de ce département, chargea donc 'un de
S assistants, M. Etienne Pelland, de cette tache et lui ordon-
€ prendre une option ¢'il trouvait un terrain convenable.

eth]{; tP'ellan'd visite (vahql-d’ le terrain subséquemment achet¢
e touve plus propre a l'objet en vue. Ce terrain est situc
= 1gl‘d_ du boulevard Gouin, sur la rive ,(]'m,te de la riviére
Quest rairies et immédiatement a cote de legqnt‘ collecteur en
renéeloﬁ' 11 apprend aue le terrain appartenait a la St. Law-
e oulevard Land Company.

I am pleased to say that all those who participated in
the investigation in any capacity have shown much intel-
ligence, zeal and assiduity, and notwithstanding the strain
which such an arduous work involved, have always dis-
charged their respective duties most satisfactorily.

The investigation, which had been fixed at the 15th Sep-
tember, was continued (with the exception of the un-
avoidable adjournments) with the greatest despatch, up
to the 23rd February last.

During that period of nearly 6 months, we held 142 sit-
tings; we heard 1251 witnesses, an almost incalculable
number of exhibits were filed and the stenographers took
and transcribed 8628 pages of depositions. We inquired
into the acquisition of 2413 immoveables belonging to
478 proprietors, and the price of which amounts to a total
of nearly $6,000,000!

Needless to say that most of the depositions are now
useless; but an investigation had to be made and all the
witnesses had to be heard before we could say that, in
such or such a case, nothing would be proved; it was
only after the last word of the last witness that it was
possible to reach a conclusion,

We did not have to complain of the apathy or indiffe-
rence of those who were implicated in these transactions.
Many presented themselves on a mere request, by tele-
phone or therwise, and among those who were sum-
moned, very few failed to appear. However, it happened
that witnesses were absent, and for this or other reasons,
cases which were almost concluded had to be postponed.

But the protraction of the investigation is undoubtedly
due to the fact that no special or specific charges were
contained in the resolution of Council of the 23rd June.

Owing to this absence of specific charges, those who
were conducting the investigation had to put several
questions to each witness, because no one could say if

the withess would be or would not be in position to dis-
close any fact connected with the subject matter of the
investigation,

We will now examine in detail the cases in which im-
portant facts have been proved before us. In this examin-
ation we will follow as far as possible the chronological
order of the inquiry in order to facilitate the references
to the record and to the evidence.

The first case we dealt with is that of Ahuntsic.

SECOND PART
Ahuntsic

The transaction we were called upon to investigate in
this case consisted of the purchase of a piece of land in
Ahuntsic Ward for the purpose of establishing thereon
a sewage farm, in order to treat the sewage of Laurier
Ward before discharging the same into the river “des
Praities”, :

In the course of the month of February last, the City
was completing the construction of a main sewer from
the river “des Prairies” to Laurier Ward.

The Commissioners, on being informed of the fact, in-
structed the Sewer Department to choose the necessary
land, as discreetly as possible, so that no one might know
that it was required by the City and to secur a promisc

of sale or option therefor, According to Mr. Janin, the
City Chief Engineer, technical knowledge was required
to choose such land,

en-

Mr. Howard, chief of that department, thereupon ¢
trusted one of his assistants, Mr, Etienne Pelland, with
such task and ordered him to take an option if he found
a suitable piece of land.

Mr. Pelland first visited the lot of land subsequently
purchased and found that it quite answered the purpose.
This lot of land is situated north of Gouin Boulevard, on
the right bank of the river “des Prairies”, close to the
main sewer in question, He heard that the land belonged
to the St, Lawrence Boulevard Land Co,



