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A.—Questions put on motion of Ald. L. A. Lapointe.

1. Has the Council the right to dispose of the streets of
the City by mutual agreement ?

2. To give the exclusive ownership thereof to any pri-
vate individual or corporation ?
3. To exchange, by mutual
Montreal for other property ?

4. Is not the power of the Council, in so far as the
stree;s are concerned, confined to the granting of rights of
way !

5. Has the Council the power to close the streets of the
City for the purpose of disposing of the same afterwards
in favor of any Company ? !

6. Has the Council the right to close or dispose of the
streets of the City without previously paying the dama-
ges which the interested parties may suffer thereby ?

agreement, the streets of

REPLIES.

The first five questions are practically the same as
those which were put to us in.the month of September
1002, in ccanection with the C.P.R. Co. and to.which we
replied in the negative. A copy of our report is hereunto
annexed ; we have no reason to modify our opinion and
we again reply in the negative.

As regards the 6th question, we make a distinction
between © closing ” and “disposing” of a street, “that is
to say that the City may close a street at one end only, in
the form of a blind-alley, if it deems it advisable in the in-
terest of the citizens, by means of a by-law adopted to
that effect, without being held to pay any compensation
for the damages which the interested parties might suffer
thereby ; such is the case as regards Bisson St., St. Felix
St., and Blache Lane, and such is also the jurisprudence of
the Privy Council so far. But we do not believe that the
City has the right to dispose of the public domain of a
street or square, and leave the bordering proprietors com-
pletely impacted, without paying the damages resulting
therefrom.

H.—Questions put on motion of Ald. Payette and Ald.
Bastien.

1. Can a municipal corporation, having, by its charter,
the right to close streets, generally, be compelled to
indemnify the proprietors in streets where one end only
is closed ?

2. In virtue of its charter, has the City the right to close
one end of a street without being held to indemnify the
proprietors or tenants 2

2. Is not the question now at issue identical to that of
the closing of Bisson street, which was reported on by the
Law Department on the 24th August, 1800, and also to
that which -arose in the case of the Mayor et al. vs.
Drummond re closing of St. Felix street, in which a cer-
tain jurisprudence was established by the Privy Council ?

REPLY.

If the matter at issue is the closing of a street at one
end only, we reply in the affirmative to the three above
questions. :

We, etc.,
L. J. ETHIER,
J. L. ARCHAMBAULT.
City Attorneys.
I concur.

A. W. ATWATER,
Consulting Attorney.
% % X
Canapian Paciric Ry, Co.
; MONTREAL, May 2nd, 1904.
J. Crépeau, Esq.

Secretary Special Committee, 5
City Hall, Montreal.

DEAR SIR,

I duly received your letter of the 15th. ultimo, enclosing
the text of a resolution proposed by Mr. Aldefmaﬂ



