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Montreal Post Office, Eloctrio ighting...m........... $3,350 00

Mr. BLAKE. Is this an independent service?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, the next building is
the Montreal Gazetfe office, where there is an engine aund
we obtain the electricity from that building.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We have 150 lamps for
$2,750 The contract runs for four or five years, and addi-
tional lamps are to be farnished at $7.30 per lamp, per
annum,

Mr. BLAKE. What candle power are the lamps ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I canuot say,

er. BLAKE. How does the cost compare with the cost
of gas.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In 1885 the gas cost $4,000,
80 we save about $700 or $800 per annum,

Public Buildings, Ontario. ....e.eevereeeons nnensee $134,477 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is to be the cost
of the Napanee post office and custom house ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Between $15,000 and
$16,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where is it to be put?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is not decided.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is in redemption
of a pledge made four years ago and it is time it should be
redeemed. This, I suppose, is for the land only.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Well, we do not wish to fix
the price of the land. We do not want it to bo understood
that the lasd will cost that much.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Perhaps there may be a
gift of the land.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, perhaps—if yon
put it where I want it. But would it nov be better to take
a vote for the whole amount and proceed with the work.
There can be no difficulty in settling about the site.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The object of that is this:
After the Session, in June or July, we must procure & piece
of land and some one is sent to examine. When we have
fixed on a proper site it is purchased and the Orderin Coun-
cil is passed. Then the title must be examined so that it
takes some time to get the final title. The plans and speci-
fications will be prepared, and by that time Parliament will
be meeting again and we will ask for an additional amount.

Mr. MULOCK. What is this $8,000 for Toronto post
offise.

S8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Part of it, apparently abont
$6,500, is to purchase a lot on the west side of the post
office on Lombard street. We were afraid it might get into
other hands and that we would be prevented from getting
light on that side of the property. The balance is to
remodel the plumbing and outbuildings,

- Mr, MULOCK. How much land has been purchased ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is forty-one feet by
ninety-one feet.

Mr. MULOCK. What was the price per foot 7

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is evidently an error
in the figures supplied me, but deducting the amount for
repairs from the whole vote the price paid must be about
$6,500. The property has not been finally purchased—only
provisionally—till Parliament votes the money.

Me. MULOCK. If 86,500 is the price, it is & most exor-
bitant price. The place is in the stums of the city. The
Post Office bounds extend in the rear to Lombard street, a

street that has been abandoned ; and I am aware of trans-
sotions in property in that street, far better situated than
this, in which $50 a foot was considered aa the value of the
land. If the Government have paid $6,500 for it, they have
paid three times its value.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The memorandum I have
states that if this lot passed into privato hands and wes
built upon, the light on that side of the post office building
would be, to a large extont, shut off. The price is considered
by the chief architect to be fair and reasonable.

Mr. MULOCK. Who is the chief architect?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Faller,

Mr. BLAKE. It is absurd to take Mr. Fuller's estimate
of the value of property in Toronto.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Hoe takes evidence.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know whethor he took evidence
in this case or not; it is not stated. The proper way to
ageertain the value of the property is to take the opinion of
those who know the value of property in the city, and my
hon. friend (Mr. Mulock), who cannot be far astray, states
that we are paying three prices for it.

London Infantry School ........ Nsesse sessrarere sessesen $30,000 00

Mr. BLAKE., Will the hon. gentleman explain the vote
of $30,000 for the London Infantry School 7

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, It is to onable the chiof
architeot to carry on the work of the proposed new barracks.
The cost of the barrack building, including furuishing,
heating. &c., is estimatod at $75.009; then thore is $3,600
for the architect and 82,000 for the clerk of works, the total
estimated cost being $81,000.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman received any
information as to difficulties in connection with the drainage
of the site of the school ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have not.

Mr. BLAKE. It has been stated in tho papers that there
are serions difficulties, and that pile driving will have to be
resorted to in order to overcome them.

Mr. CARLING. The architect was in the ocity yestorday,
and be rays that the difficulty can be overcome by the
construction of a drain

Mr BLAKE. 1 suppose this is the property as to which
the tripartite agreement was made some time ago, under
which the city bought some property from the Mioister of
Agriculture, and the hon. gentloman took that property and
gave the city some other property ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON., Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman state the nature
of the arrangement ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In 1884, on the recommen-
dation of General Middleton, it was determined to establish
an Infantry School at London. The citizens of London
were very adverse t0 the school being established on' the
Government property, for reasons which they set forth.
Upon that recommendation, three sites were offered, the
Geary site, the Kent site, and the Carling farm. The
matter was snbmitted to the brigade major of the district,
and he recommended the Carling farm as the most suit-
able. The offer made to the city was 810,000 in oash
and a deed of 18 acres of land of Government pro-
perty and the right to use some 90 acres adjoining
for camping purposes for 20 years, for 8 sores of
land now used as our military property. This proposition
was approvod by Order in Council; but it had to be sub-
mitted t0 & vote of the ratepaycrs of London, who rejected
it. Subsequently, however, the city made a new propo-
sition, that they would give a free deed of fifty-five acres of



