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Mee hy the puhtic papern, this }j^i''ntUj(inaM IniH hee'n

Hijbjocted to an enciucte for attempting; to thwart the

" Napoleon Warf " .swindU^when a certain cotnrnit-

tee of that city had coolly proposed to pay the pro-

l)rietor8 $1,200.00 a y<'ar for a right of way across

said wharf, e(jnivalent,('apitali/ed at 5 % to $25,000.00

as the Quebec City Engineer showed by his letter

to the Chrtniirie^ not le«s than $10.14 a sup. ft. in a

vicinity where, when Dalhonsie street was opened *20

years ago, at a time that real estate worih twice

what it is at present that the shipping ban fallen off

by 75 % of its quondam figure, Was paid for at only

$2.50 the foot with goo.l stone stores thereon erected.

*' And again Judge Andrews gave a certain

other committee a wipe as McDougall had done

at Toronto, when he granted in a recent expro*

priation case on the new line of aqucutict only $60.00

and costs aa we see by our Quebec exchanges, where

the ground had already been paid for 40 years ago,

reported on by the engineers as worth $200.00 at

the outside, and where the committee recommended

$1,500.00, which fortunatel}" for the tax payers,

missed fire in i\ Council."

Addenda. —To bring the subject of this paper up to date,

the author would call on the profes.sion to have it enacted that,

as with doctor.*, lawyers, notarie.s ; architects, and engineers have

the right to testify in court on their own claims for payment of

services rendered ; many cases of the grossest injustice having

obtained on the mere denial of the defendant: either that the

Work sued Tor had been done, or th.it if so, the defendant

had never a^ked or instructed the plaintif to do anything of

the kind ; and only two years ago, the writer, in this way, was
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