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Resolved: That a report be made to Council in accord-
ance with the opinion of the Law Department:

(¢) re removal of toll gates and commutation of roads
in the portion of Rosemont annexed to.the City ,suggest-
ing that a sub-committee be appointed to meet the offi-
cials of the Cote St. Michel Koad Coy.

Resolved: That the sub-committee on claims be author-
ized to look into this matter and report to this Committee.

(d) Re case 2526, Poirier et al vs the City of Montreal,
and Estate Bagg, in warranty, advising payment of costs
of the action in warranty, as per judgment of court, but
without prejudice as to the right of appeal.

Resolved: To recommend that said bill of costs amount-
ing to $474.35, be paid, as per recommendation of the Law
Department.

(e) Concerning the right of the City to fix the dimen-
sions of pipes ordered to be laid in the City limits, by the
M. W. & P. Coy.

On motion of Ald. Lavallée, it was

Resolved: That said opinion be received and that a copy
thereof be transmitted to tue superintendent of the Water
Works.

(f) Re judgment rendered in the case of the Harbor
Commissioners ws the M. S. Ry Co. and the City, in war-
ranty ,concerning rails laid on Commissioners street, ad-
vising the City to reopen negotiations with the Harbor
Committee with a view of arriving at a settlement of this
question. ’

On motion of Ald. Lavallée, it was

Resolved: That a sup-committee, composed of the chair-
man, Ald. Sadler and the mover, Be appointed to interview
the Harbor Commissioners in this connection, and that the
chairman of the Road Committee and Ald. O’Connell, be
invited to take part in the deliberation.

The City Clerk to arrange said interview with the Har-
bor Commissioners, and to invite the City attorneys and
the City surveyor to be present.

(g) Anent claim of the City against the M. 8. R. Co. for
$21,489.94, balance of cost of snow removal in 1907-08, stat-
ing that they have asked a report from the Road depart-
ment, and, when this report .is received, they will give
their answer to the demand contained in the resolution
adopted by this Committee.

Filed of record.

(h) Re claim of M. S. R. Co, for removal “of rails on
Ste. Catherine street, reaffirming their previous opinion
that the City is responsible for the cost of relaying tracks
removed for the construction of a sewer in Ste. Catherine
street, but that the City is not responsible for the cost of
constructing a temporary line on DeMontigny " street.

On motion of Ald. Sadler, it was

Resolved: To report to Council referring back to the
Road Committee, their report of the 27th May last, and
recommending that the City surveyor be instructed to
examine carefully the account of the M. 8. R. Co., and to
deduct whatever amounts are charged for works for which
the City is not responsible, according to the opinion of
the Law Department; and to also revise carefully the
otner items of said account so as to give the exact amount
which the Company is entitled to receive.

19.—Submitted a letter from Mr. J. Lanctot, offering to
sell his property on St. Lawrence street for a Police sta-
tion. \
Referred to the Building inspector for a report on the
commercial value of said property.

13.—Submitted a report from the chairman of the Board
of Assessors, giving value of land on St. Helen street, op-

posite property of Mr. S. E. Forbes, who is asking permis-
sion to use portion of the sidewalk.

Resolved: That the same be referred to the City comp-
troller to calculate the amount to be charged for this pri-
vilege according to by-law No. 362. The City clerk was
also instructed to procure a plan of the opening to be
made in the sidewalk and to ask the Law Department if



