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“Committee, composed of His Worship the Mayor, Alder-
men L. A. Lapointe, Lariviére, Gallery, Leclaire, Lavio-
“lette, Ward and McKenna, to congider the facts connect-
“ed therewith, examine witnesses, if deemed necessary,
“and report to Council within the shortest possible delay.”

The facts connected with the Guérin case are set forth
in the letter from chief Campeau, dated 18th November
1908, informing Guérin that he had been suspended as
detective for inzubordination, mamely becauwse he had
stated, at a public meeting and in the presence of several
persons, that at the time the house of Mathilda Pagquette,
wife of David Goulet, accused of keeping a disorderly
house, was raided on the 17th October, ult., the arrest of
Mr. G. Vandelac was a shame; that constables had been
ordered to spy the said Vandelac; that the arrest of Van-
delac had been contrived by the Chairman of the Police
Committee, the chief of Police and inspector Lamouche.

Chief Campeau at the same time ordered the said Gué-
rin to appear before the Police Committee in order to give
explanations concerning the utteramces made by him on
thiz occcasion.

Your Committee are of opinion that the facts laid be-
fore the Police Committee might then justify the latter
in suspending Guérin and dismissing him later on. It was
then merely a question of discipline and the Police Com-
mittee was then supreme in the matter.

Your Committee think, however, that "t'he‘ Counecil, being
supreme in all municipal matters and 'w1th‘i‘n the 'limzits of
its functions, it has the right and it is its duty to intervene
in any matter of administration or discipline whenever it
comes to the conclusion that one of its Committees has
been led into error by an incomplete or other evidence.
Your Committee are of opinion that upon the complaint
of any interested party, circumgstances may arise where
it is the duty of the Council to intervene in order to put
the facts in their truwe light and to redress the wrongs
which might have been caused to an interested party.

In view of the petition of ex-detective Guérin, your
Committee think that it was important to take into serious
consideration the facts set forth in said petition.

In compliance with the resolution of Council above
mentioned, the Special Committee has considered: (1) the
facts mentioned in the aforesaid letter from chief Cam-
peau; (2) the facts, concerning the same matter, laid be-
fore the Police Comittee and recorded in writing by the
latter; (8) the petition addressed to the Counecil by Mr.
Guérin.

Moreover, the Committee heard under oath all the wit-
nesses who «could enlighten them and the hearing of whom
was suggested to them by the interested parties.

As shown by the petition of Guérin, his .defence con-
cists in the absolute and complete denial of the charges
contained in chief Campeau’s letter.

The only question,.therefore, to be considered by your
Committee is whether Guérin made or not the statements
attriputed to him by chief Campeau, according to infor-
ation received, or others to the same effect, and, if so,
under what circumstances and before what persons such
statements were made.

On this point, several witnesses were heard: some to
establish that Guérin had actually made the statements
imputed to him, others to show that he never made such
utterances or others having the same meaning.

After weighing the evidence adduced and taking dinto
serious consideration -_thve objections raised as to the ad-
migsion of the depositions of certain witnesses, your Com-
mittee are of opinion that, on the occasion in question,
Guérin did mot make the statements imputed to him in
chief Campeau’s letter.

Your Committee beg ‘to point out, that there are grave
doubts as to whether the Council had the right to appoint
a Special Committee to inquire into the facts connected
with the Guérin case; it would appear that this matter
was not within the province of the Council as it merely
involved the dismissal of a subordinate official, whom the
Police Committee (a standing Committee of the Council)
had the power to dismiss (Rule 111).



