=
R I [ e — . — i, R ——— i
A Pee— W - L S i —, T

N -

compaﬁy to doigts work '80 as ‘to. protezimzﬁgiiﬁteréat of the Cityﬂfﬁ#’
So; in addition to the ordinary obligation upbn the City to main-

*tain.ita atreota 1n.a aafe eondition, tha Act makﬁﬁﬂit an exproaa
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duty of the City to aeaﬂthat said'work ls dona 1n auch a manner aa ﬁ/
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not to 1njure any interests of the 1ty, and thereforo, tho City
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haa the full power of inspectlon. ;' ' A o \\ ’
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The Gity, having*notico of the propoaed tiggiggfwwoul\\\

probably be held jointly responsible to persona 1njured.for such :f

e

1njuriea as might occur as a rqul; of said conatruotian or ‘repair -
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> T nThe ratificatlon of aa;d ordinnnce; thefeby*mg;ingfit an
‘Aot of the"Goneral Asaembly, daes not iﬂbly exemption from‘thuriea |
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nfliotod ‘on privdte property reaulting thGPOrPQMﬂm
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Hd. Steel Co. vs, Marnoy, 88 Md. 482.- AR “ I
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The said tunnel, as I understand 1t 'haa already been ‘the

i
ao ce of*aoma.anxiety and haa reaultad in at’ 1eaat ono damage suit

ﬁ

(B. & P. R R.;va. Reaney, aupra), and as thejwohk prOponad 13 of‘h
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fharadt u aomuﬂhat dangenqua in 1ta execu&ibn,*thp Gity ahould cor-
l'ghiniy_ha.a tho*work'braotféally conatantly under 1napeotton, and 1t
:l;, therafb gzﬁ opinion ‘bhat tho railroad company ahould béar

raasonable 1na.~ction.oharges 1nﬁconnection with the abgyo matter. o
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