
CORRESPONDENCE.

xny net emoluments after deducting the

bailifis' fees would have been $674.42, and

for " B's " information I will state the exact

numbor of these papers served by me with

the emolumentis derived tlerefromn:

0f the 163 bis in chancery I served
36 at $2.25 ..................

0f the 404 suimmonses iii S. C. I
served 75 at $2. '0 ..........

0f tbe 779 suimmonses in C. Court
1 served 191 at $1.80...

Dedtict for bai±iffs' fees (one hialf)

$81 00

202 Ù0

343 80

$627 30
313 65

$313 65

Sherliffs' net proceeds for serving papers

issued for service in my connty in 1876

being iess than one ninth the stim "lB "

would lead the public to believe I slould

have secured. I shaîl leave it for "lB " to

answcr who served the balance of the 1,346

bis and writs and got the fees. There are

severai other statements in " B's " letter

quite as fallaciotis as the examples 1 have

given ; but I shall touch on no more at

present, hoping to have an opportunity at

no distant period of discussing the ï3ubject

before a committee of the Legislature, per-

haps in "1B's " presence, wbere the public

will be enabied to judge between us. In

conclusion I beg to say that 1 fully agree

in some of " B's" remarks. His proposai. to

have an Inspector of Sheriff's Offices is one

which I highiy approve ; and have already

pressed upon the Attorney General, believ-

ing it to be a step caiculatedl to benefit the

lawyers, the Sberiffs ani the public.

Were such an oficer now in existence the

grievances of which the Sheriffs complain

would be investigated, and the result of tIe

inquiry commiunicated to the Government

by a reliable officer of their own. B'"

sugýgestion that the Sheriffs fees should be

curtaiied in the saine way as the Registrars

is a good idea, and will commend itself to

the Legisiature. The exuoluments of some

of the shrievalties are very small1,the, Sheriffs

*receivinog less than the Division Court

bailiffs. Let the services be made as pro-

posed in my Bill arM upwards of $20,500

now lost to the Sheriffs through others do-

ing their work would be secured to them,

hus enabling them to contribute to a fund

which might be called the IlSupplementary

rd Inspection Fund," froni which the In-

pector could be paid, and the poorer shriev-

alties supplemented and brouglit to a fair

and reasonable income, without doing in-

justice to any of the Sherjiffs or adding any

additional burdens on the people. I simply

propose that the 9,317 bis and summonses

now served by others than the Sherjiffs, and

the enioluments accruing theref rom, arnount-

ing to upwards of $20,500 annually shouid

be given to the Sherjiffs and not to the Pro-

cess-serving Attorneys ne; is the case at pre-

sent. By doing this the proposed fund

would be ample to gi% e the necessary aid to

the poorer Sherjiffs and bailjifs. I shall do

ail I can to assist Il B " in giving elfeet to

his excellent idea ; but 1 shail expect him to

reciprocate by assisting me t<) secure the

services axid the enioluments 1 have iiamed

which is necessary tu create sudi a f und as

lie proposes.
While IlB," whom I presume is a profes-

sional, gentleman, sees hiow the Shieritf's fees

can be curtailed anid souiids a note of warn-

ing, hie seemis oblivieus to the fact that lis

own fees may be curtailed also. It was only

the other day tInt I was asked by. a member

of the Legisiature "lif the bill of costs in

Whipple v. Geariî-g which I published,

cotild be taken ns a fair sample of lawyer's

coats," adding that if it were so the time

lad arrived for taking the niatter into the

handa of the Legisiature and revising the

wlole tariff of fees. If this slould be doue

the fees are not lîkely to be, increased.

I regret very much that "B." did not

publish his letter in some paper more gen-

eraliy read than the LAW JOURNAL, which,

I presuime, is princips.ily seen by the mem-

bers of the Legal profession. The subject

is one in whicl ail classes of the comniunity

are interested, and ail should have an op-

portnnity of forming a judgment as to the

question at issue; thence my desire to give

it ail the publicity in my power.

Yours, &c.,

ARcH'D MCKELLÂR,

Sheriff Co. Wfentworth.

Hlamilton, Feb. 19, 1880.
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