
COMMONS DEBATES.
Ontario.

Stratford Post Office, Custom Hone, &c
Clifton Post Office, c..................

%Port Hope Post Office..................
'Gananoque Custom House, &c.,&c.

245 Lighting a portion of the Parliament
Buildings by electricity..........

New pump and connections for water
works, Public Buildings, Ottawa .......

London Post Office-Fittings and fur-
ni ture..........................

$1,000
5,000
5,000
4,000

i,400

1,600

1,600

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is to complote public
buildings in several towns in Ontario. Stratford Post Offico
and Custom House will have cost, when completed, $42,500;
this $1,000 complotes. We ask for $5,000 to complete the
Clifton Post Office, which will have cost altogether about
835,000. On Port Hopo Post Oflice and Custom House we
have expended, te the 31st of December last, $20,400; the
total estimated cost of the work will be $39,000 altogether.
The Gananoque Custom House will requiro $ 1,000; this will
cost altogether not quite $12,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My at tention has been
called to the excessive charges made in the legal depart-
ment, for which I do not hold the hon. Minister responsible,
but which are utterly out of all reason. Work for which
an ordinary business man would chargo $50 or $100 is
charged at the rate of $600 or 700 to the Government. Al
sorts of charges, such as never before he ri of, are made.

Mr. DAVIES. The charges made nre refreshing to
lawyers coming from the Maritire Provinces. Take
the account for the Hamilton building. For soarch of title
there is a charge made of $603.90. After the gentleman,
J. A. Macdonell, has made every possible charge of
which the imagination could conceive, ho charges 1 per
cent, on the cost of the wholo building, $359, which is prac-
tically a commission. This gentleman was away nine days,
and for that service $185 are charged.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I thought, lu legal matters,
there was complote protection, by having the costs taxed by
the proper authorities. These costs, I understand, were
properly taxed.

Mr. DAVIES. Thoso costs were not properly taxed.
They were referred to Mr. Barwick.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Barwick was emloyed
to got the costs reduced.

Mr. DAVIES. If it is to Le understood that lawyers
employed to search titles for the Government are to charge
1 per cent. on the total value in addition to all other
costs, it is well that the fact should be known, as there will
be some very heavy bills to be submitted in future. The
next case was in regard to the St. Thomas building, and
Mr. Macdonell was more moderate. Ilis account was $145.
He charged for the deed alone $35, and fee on title, $70.
His account for Chatham bailding was $10), and again we
have the 1 per cent. fee. No persEon ever heard Of such ar
charge in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia.

Mr. WOODWORTI. Is not the reason given by the
leader of the Opposition and the Premier why judges' sala-
ries cannot be equalized, this-that the emolument and
fees in Ontario are much larger than the fees in the Mari-
time Provinces ?

Mr. BLAKE. I never heard before of suci fees as theset
for such serviecs.

Mr. DAVIES. The charges are first amusing, and after a1
lime they strike one as utterly outrageous and indefensible.1
There is a charge in connection with the Toronto conser-J
vatory, of $131; for the Leamington lighthouse, $169. In
every case the porcentage charge is brought in,

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. My attention was called to
some of these accounts the other day by some romarks made,
I think, in the Public Accounts Committee, and I accord.
ingly looked into somo of them. After doing so, I called the
special attention of the Minister of Justice to them, and ho
told me that ho certainly will take caro in the future that
those accounts are revised and such sums not paid. In
regard to the cortificate of the registrar, it must be remem-
bered that the lawyer is responsible for examining the title.
Of course, I have not gone into tho matter closely, but I may
assure hon. gentlemon that I think the accounts rendered
were rather high, and I have ýcalled the attention of the
Minister of Justice to the matter.

Mr.. MULOCIK. I am glad tb hoar frâm tho Minister of
Public Works that he intends to prveront the repetition of
such charges as those boing sanctioned and paid out of the
public monoys. I am sorry the attention of the Ministor
of Justice was not called to thesoecircumstancos before the
public moneys were expended, as I submit, to a large
extent, impropeiry, in the payment of those bills. They
are not more trifles, for I have before mo a list, of which I
shall givo sorne of the items, though I have not added the
total. There are, amongst others, the following items:-
The Loamington lighthouse, $t1(.89 ; Toronto observa-
tory, $401.3J; St.~Thomasi public baildings, $145.76;
Hamilton public buildings, $G03 90; Chatham publie
buildings, $106 7S. These are tho bllcs of osts rendered
by a profossional gentleman practising in Toronto, Mr. J.
A. Macdonell, to this Governmont. I find that these bills
were rendered to the Govornment, and a letter was written
by the Deputy Minister of Justice, a part of which I will
rend. This letter w.as written to Mr. F. 1). Barwick, bar-
rister, Toronto, and sont along with the bills, asking that
tbe bills should be taxed. The letter states:

"t has been arranged with Mr. Macdonell that these bills should be
taxed by Mr. Thom, ihe taxing officer of the Chancery Division, and the
Minister has directed me to forward them to you with the request that
you wiil procure an appointment for this purpose and attend the taxation
on his behalf. Will you be good enough to do so and to report the
resuit to me as soon as possible."

That letter is dated on the 18th November, 1881. There is
another letter dated on the 27th of December, of the same
year, from tho Deputy Minister of Justice, referring te theso
bills, with some particulars, and some special instructions.
Having set forth the bills at the head of the latter, we find
that Cho moaning of item No. 4, re St. Thomas buildinge, is
that this charge is made for investigating the title to cer.
tain lands, in the city of St. Thomas, and the charge made
in the account rendered for searching that titie is $145.79.
Thon ho goes to No. 5, which is an item for searching title to
a piece of land fur tho purposo of a Iighthouso at Leaming-
ton. lie says :

"I would reqie;t you to procure an appointment with Mr. Thom, and
bave them taxed by that offi::er. To enable you rightly to represent to
the Department th" ta:ation I make the folowing explanation reupecting
the several cases referred to in the bills.'

Thon ho goos on to No. 1. I may say that No. 1 is a num-
ber of bills against five different persons. I will not mention
the names, becauso i do not dosire to draw the names of
suitors into the case :

IlNo instructions were ever given to commence proceedings, as It was
known that the gentlemen would pay upon being written to. This
they did do. I ob3erve that Mr. Macdonell bas made out five separate
bills, charging instruct tios and attendances, ke., in last bill, though
the matter was really but one transaction. The Department objecte tu
the charges being multiphiei by five."

Welb, according to the instruction of the Department, Mr.
Macdonell was instructed to writo live separate letters to
five different persons, and ho made out five separate bills
for wlhich of course the Geverun ment was not to blame, and
the bills were paid at $37.61, said to have be0n thO
result of the taxation. The letter goes on;:
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