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;‘lde la Ville répondant comme suit d diver-
la Compagnie de Gaz de Montréal.

o G

Montréal, 22 septembre, 1904.

4 de Maire de Montréal.
le Maire,

* la Ville et la Compagnie de Gaz de Mont-
PS questions concernant I'avis de 6 mois, etc.
< '20nn’eu’r de répondre comme suit aux ques-
hn’g €té soumises par Votre Honneur, a la
chevins I.-A. Lapointe et Duquette:

1ére Question.

o
1.:} C‘get’ de Pavis de 6 mois donné en vertu du
5+ “ite de Montréal et la Compagnie de Gaz

s
f?res nous, Veffet de I'avis de 6 mois donné
3 faicompagmg en vertu de la section'8 du con-
e Te connaitre a la compagnie I'intention de
T le droit d'acquérir tous les terrains, tu-
ér;chlses et marchandises en magasin. néces-
omp pour fournir le gaz a la Ville et appar- -
: ti%lme ou A ses représentants, sur palement
e qu'établie par des arbitres, plus I0
valeur, ¥ b -
N s = ,
20me Question.

il d'obliger la Cité, aprés l'expiration des 6
fler la compagnie, sans égard aux résultats

ifet de Tayis serait d'obliger les parties au
aluer le matériel de la compagnie par des

"Zb‘:l“el, dans le cas olt la Ville ne _serait pas
e ‘C'l e matériel de la compagnie & I'expira-
s € 10 ans, le contrat sera continué aux

'i'tenli::’our une autre période de 5 ans. Ces
que le montant a payer a la compagnie

. gi‘“‘l des arbitres avant Lexpiration desdites
i e a Ville n’est pas en position de payer le
8 as arbitres, plus 10%, le contrat sera alors
g utre terme de 5 ans, mais sans que la
e s Payer des dommages: si, cependant, la
oure dacheter l'outillage de la compagnie.
; eg:‘%lle sera obligée de le faire ou bien
able des conséquences lévales de son

3éme Question.

dg;m% la Cité aurait-elle le dvoit, avant les
fuey vu les résultats de l'arbitrage, elle
: .Iexproprit_ion (acquisition) ?

- zans les circonstances mentionnées dans
~% 2€me question.

- 4éme Question.

é:‘d?gltyl’dans ce cas, avant l'expiration des 6
ihté ‘expropriation, quelle serait ’étendue
pogﬂvgys la compagnie? ”
Nse a cette question est couver

y A te par la
Me question, i

5éme Question.

elle ohlioe
, vﬁz‘ghﬂec de s'assurer les moyens d'acheter
pa d’e d?nne; Favis de 6 mois?”

as d'aprés les termes du contrat.

~ 6éme Question.

WY, e
Qtls:ms dyané, a-t-elle 6 mois pour Procé«
e procurer les moyens d’acheter et d’ex-

Ténondons dans l'affirmative.
7éme Question. ‘

(Obligée de donner Pavis de 6 mois pour
de procéder a I'arbitrage?”

THE MUNICIPAL GAZETTE OF MONTREAL
PETITIONS, ETC.

1. From City Attorneys answering various questions 7€
Montreal Gas Co., as follows:
x ¥ %

LAW DEPARTMENT,
: Montreal, 22nd September, 1904.

To His Worship the Mayor of Montreal.
Mr. Mayor,

Re contract between th
various questions conc

We have the honor to reply seria
mitted to us by Your Worship at t
Lapointe and Duquette, as follows :

Question 1.

What would be the effect of the 6 months’ notice given,
ander the contract between the City and the Montreal Gas
Company ? 8

Answer—In our opinion, i
tice given by the City to the
of the contract, would be to
tention of the City to exercis
lands, pipes, manufactories, i
necessary and in use for the supply of gas to the City and
being the property of the Lompany or its representatives,
upon payment of the valuaton thereof as established by ar-
bitrators, together with ten per cent over and above said

valuation.

e City and the Montreal Gas Coy
e¢-ning the 6 months’ notice, etc.

tim to the questions sub-
he request of Ald. L. A.

he effect of the 6 months’ no-
Company, in virtue of section 8
notify the Company of the in-
e the right to acquire all the
ranchises and stock in trade

Question 2.

Would the same have the effect of compelling the City,
after the expiration of the 6 months, to expropriate the plant
of the Company without any regard to the results of the'*

arbitration? .
Answer—The effect of the notice would be that the value
1d have to be determined by

of the Company’s property wou
arbitrators named in accordance with section 8 of the con-
tract. }
Section ¢ should, we think,
tion 8, and this section provid
not be in a position to buy the pi
expiration of the period of ten years, the contract shall be
continued on the same conditions for a further period of
five years. These two clauses contemplaté, in our opiniom,
that the amount to be paid to the Company shall be esta-
blished by the arbitrators before the expiration of the said
ten years, and that if the

City is not in a position to pay
the award of the arbitration, with ten per cent increase, then
the contract shall be contmu

ed for another period of five
years. but without the City being liable for any further dam-
age; if however, the City 1

§ weves s in a position to acquire we con-
sider that it will be bound to do so or be responsible for the
legal consequences of its refusal.

Question 3.

would the City have the right,
6 months, to declare that, in
it cannot proceed with:

be read in connection with sec-
es that, in case the City should
ant of the Company, at the

After giving the said notice,
before the expiration of ‘he
view of the results of the arbitration,
the expropriation (purchase)?

Answer—Yes, under t}}e circ

_ umstances mentioned in our
answer to question 2. 3

Question 4. k
Should the City decide,
of the 6 months. not to procee
what would be the extent of its respon
Company ? :
“Answer—The answer to this question is covered by the
answer to question 2. e

d  with ghe expropriation,
sibility towards the

Question 5.

Is the City held to provide the means of purchasing or
expropriating the plant of the Company before giving t%e 6
months’ notice?

Answer—No, not according to the terms of the contract.

Question 6.
Would the City, after _giving notice, have 6 months to
proceed with the arbitration and to provide ‘the means of

purchasing and exproprigting the plant of the Company?
Answer.—We answer in the affirmative.

Question 7.
¢

held to give the 6 months' notice in order to

. Is the Ci 1
ompany to proceed with the arbitration?

compel the

in such case. before the expiration



