Pile No, 52564 Continued. | CORRRSPONTENCE

‘ AS t0 the relative rights of the Ci VY and the Ballways Company in
such & connection as this, I respectfully refer yOu to the following
ordinances, which, I think, may be of service tc you, to wit:

Ord, ¥o, 74 of 1678, No, 77 of 1879, Nos. 16, 47 and 115 of 1880
and No, 23 of A691.

Very truly yours,
(Bigned) Geg, N, Boteler,
Acting City Engineer,

File No, £84. . OPINION.

Baltimore, otptembe:r 26,1906,

Hon, W, Cabell Bruce, -
City 901101 tor,
Doar Bir:= :
As requested by your faver of September 15th, I have considered

_the matters refeired to by the Acting City mngineer in his letters

of September 4th and September l4ith, It seems that Light street, “t

the corner of Cross street, i. Faved vith Btlp'iun blcclu, exceLt bot-oun
the tracks, where the paving is cobble stones, and the Acting Ciy hgi-

neer desires to know whether he can compel the Rallway Company to take

-

up the cobble stones between its tracks and repave them with Belgilan
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fh. tracks in Question were lald under the original City Pubsuns,ch
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hllﬁy O dlndn“, being Ordinance No, 44, approved Maren =0, 1059; t.hi.

Onl.‘lunn .l.pom no oblieution on the compeny Lo 1epave sts uats, but

;
4
does p1 nidn that th& Company shall keej Lhe streets covered by its !
|
tracks and for tn feet on sither side "in thorough repall .t.m.l-h own i

'cmm'. It is deeided, howsver, in Scharf'e cass, 54 W4, Yh9-22s,
thlt the ebligation to 10palsr doss not require the Company "to Tepave . :c ;
dﬁ*
with & new and different -mm and pe-taps mo:e costly®, Nelther the 3

"m -um-- under whieh the trecks weie lald, noi the company's 4
ﬁ M“ 0‘ M. Chap ter 71, impose awy obupuon -

pate the streets st tie polci ln gwsiils,.
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