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MON T REA L QUEBEC TORONTO 

GEORGE C. M<;DONALD 
GEORGE S. CURRIE 
KENNETH G.BLACKADER 
L.N. BUZZELL 

R H KENNEOY G . T. CLARKSON 
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D. L. ROSS 
F. L WINDSOR 
A. M GRAHAM 
H. C. HAYES 

, ~~/I ~err;f 20th December 1932. 
TELEPHONE MAROUETTE 8311 

CABLE ADD RESS" CLARMAC" 

General Sir Arthur W. Currie, G.C.M.G., K.C.B., 
McGill University, 

Montreal. 

My dear Sir Arthur: 

Following my telephone conversation this 
morning, I am enclosing herewith draft of a letter 
which I propose sending to WaIter Mitchell, who has 
asked me if I would express my opinion in the hope 
that it would be of some help in connection with the 
scheme of consolidating the work of the different 
Protestant School Boards on the Island of Montreal. 

I shall appreciate it very much if you 
have time to look this over and make any suggestions 
you see fit. 

GCM:R 
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r 1932. 

D r r. Itchell: 

I notice that th r i 8 propo 1 tow rd 
turth r consolidat1on ot the affair of Frote t nt due tion 
on the I 1 nd ot ontr 1. 

s you kno , I had th honour of ervi on the 
ontr 1 Protestant Centr School Bo rd for the firet 1 

of it 0 rat1on. Th1 ga cons1d r·bl in 1 t into 
th tt ire ot th T riouB Board under ita jurIsd1ctIon 
nd I r ached the conclusion that 1n time fUrth r steps to
ard con olldation ould be sdvin bl • 

is propo ed, th 
that r d 

thod ot 



re it very a~ 1 pr~y 
1 ncy of 11 the other • 

./r; H 

nt in th 

on. .~. tohell, • C. 

t n rds and ettlc-

Your very truly. 

GC :R 
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F. • Sharp, E q., 
~ sor • Sharp, iln 

511 Po or Building, 
"·ontre ... l. 

De r Sir, 

pr11 30th, 1930. 

Co. , 

e: City of 

before this aekno 
1 th referonoe to 

tion,follo lng th 
is orkine out. 

I sorry that I ha e not 
ledeed your 1 ttor of pr!l 23rd 
the manner in hieh the 1 e1 la

r port of th Speoial Comnittee, 

I am of the sa e opinion 
a yourself - th t the prInciple of t xing res -
dence property on the b is of 0 norship io not 
the f iroGt ay tern of taxation. ut h tevor our 
priv to Vie s mn.y bo, the mo.ttor is one hleh does 
n t nao conoern in any official ~y the o~b rs of 
the Speo! 1 Committ e. 

1 respoctfully suggest th t 
e tmount should pproaeh tho Provinei 1 Govorn nt 

~nd the Central Board, lth vi to h vine the 
inju tiee renedied. The Co nltte, you kno , 

o lone r oxi t ,h ing b n offioi 111 d1 b nd 
y re I quIte uro th t the Honourablo 

ndro .... c .. s~or ould be both 111 i and pleased 
to m ko ny r pr sont tions to th Prim inl t r 
put forward y 0 tmount; hi1 the C ntr lord, 
t ine 10e 1 body, is e ally ppro ched. 

r your f lthful1 • 

rineip 1. 



MONTREAL,TORONTO, NEW YORK 

SHARP, MILNE a CO., 

CHARTERED ACCOUNTANT S 

AUTHORIZED TRUSTEES 

F W. SHARP. F.e.A. 
w .... E .COOPER,C.A. 

JAMES DEMPSTER,C.A. 

E.J. CARTER, C.A 

H.E.RIEPERT, C.A. 

S.TURNER,C.A. 

vir Arthur Currie, 
McGill University, 

Montreal. 

CABLE ADDRESS ·SHARPAUDIT" 

TELEPHONE HARBOUR 31 t 3-3 t 14 

511-514 POWER BUILDING 

MON TREAL April 23rd, 1930. 

Dear Sir: Re: City of Verdun Protest~nt Schools Deficit 

You will recall the united protest made by all the eleven Protestant 
School Municipalities against the proposed legislation which was to be enacted to 
t!:l.Ke care of the deficits of the Cit~ of Verdun. The working out of this legislat ion 
for the year ending June 1929 according tc the report of the Montreal Protestant 
Central School Bo~d just received, shows as follows: 

Revenue City of Verdun $70,114. Expenditures $~67,893. Deficit ~197,779. 

The deficit under the legislation (put through despite the united protest of all of 
the Protestant School Boards affected by the legislation) was borne practically as 
follows: 

City of Westmount Revenue $530,310, Expenditures $320,361, Contribution to 
School Municipalities deficit $209,929. 

City of Montreal Revenue $2,700,533, Expenditures 2,613,504, Contribution to 
School Municipalities deficit $87,029. 

From the above figures it seems that the legislation has had the effect of forcing the 
citizens of Westmount not orlly to bear an amount equal to the whole of the deficit of 
the City of Verdun but also $12,150 in excess. 

Without question, nor is it any»here denied, the deficit in Verdun arises 
from the erroneous principle of taxing residence property on the basis of ownership 
rather than on the basis of occupancy. The latter method would give some indication 
as to the class of children to be educated. But Westmount is penalized because of 
another error which arises from the fact that none of the Municipalities concerned uses 
the same basis of valuating property. 1 was personally informed by one member of the 
CommiSSion that this oversight would be adjusted but it has never been done. 

1 an satisfied that had the members of the Special Committee foreseen that 
the result of their recommendation would have penalized the Cit~ of Westmount to the 
extent that theJl would be taxed beyond the requirements of the Verdun deficit and indeed 
65% in excess of Westrr.ount's own req1.lirements, the Report which was ultimately to be 
confirmed by legislation would never have been made. 

Is there nothing that can be done to remedy this outrageous condition? The 
Protestant citizens of Verdun claim that directly and indirectly they pay sufficient 
taxes to meet all thei.' School reqUirements, but the tax finds its way into other 
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channels because of the present method of raising taxes on the ownership of 
residential property and not as it should be, on the occupancy of the property. 

If the citizens of the Cit~T of Westmount were delinquent in providing 
School education for their own district and consequently were niggardly in taxing 
their own people it might possibly be contended that they should be ~de to suffer 
by reason of their parsimony but when we know the situation is entirely the reverse, 
then the question arises why should a relatively small municipality like Westmount 
be forced by legislation to assume practically the whole of the deficits of other 
5011001 Munici~lities while the Vity of Montreal with its large contributions from 
the Neutral tax should assume only eS7,OOO? 

Now that we have h~d three years of operation under the objectionable 
legislation, and the result is in evidence showing that an intolerable injustice is 
being committed against a single group of citizens, is it too much to expect that 
the Powers that be at Quebec and the members of the Special Committee will immediately 
endeavc- to brillg about a rearrangement ef the apport ioning of the ever-increas ing 
Verdun School defiCit, which will not put the whole burden on the shoulders of one 
small group of tax payers who have had no more to do with creating the Verdun deficit 
than have the citizens of the Cit~· of ';,uebec. 

Yours very truly, 

FWS:P 



COP Y 

SH..l cP, IILN3 0: CO., 

511- 5l1J- Power .6ui lding 

Hontreal ...... pril 23rd, 1930. 

'.::he TTon. 7alter Litchell, 
lessrs. Laflarnme, litchell 0: 'Kearney, 

276 3t. James ut., 
I:ontrea 1. 

Dear Sir: Re: Ctty of Verdun Protestant Schools ~eficit 

You will recall the unit ed protest made by all the eleven 
rrotestant Jchool L.unicipalities aGainst the proposed legislation 
which was to be enacted to take care of the d efici t s of the (,;i ty of 
Verdun. ~lhe working out of this legi sla ti on :::or the year ending June 
1929 according to the report of tre l,Lontreal J?l'otestant Central :Jchool 
Board just received, shows as follows: 

Revenue City of Verdun o/70,11~. 'xpendi tUI' es ~26 7,893. Defi ci t .;197, 779. 

The fuficit under the legislation lput throueh despite the united protest 
of all of the Protestant uchool .3oards affected by the legi slation) was 
borne practic~lly as follows: 

City of lestmount rtevenue 1"530,310, :;:';xpencUtures .~320,38l, Contribution 
to Jchooll:unicipalities' deficit <,.>209,929. 

Ci ty of J ontreal •• evenue .,i2, 700,533, :2xpend. i tures ..,.,2,913, ?OL~, (';ontri bu-
tion to School I:unicipalities' Deficit <;.>87,029. 

From the above figures it seems that the legislation has had the effect 
of forcing the citizens of {estmount not only to bear an amount equal to 
the whole of the deficit of the City of Verdun but also ~12,ljO in excess. 

11 thout questi on, nor i s it anywhere denied, the defi ci t in 
Verdun arises from the erroneous principle of taxing resid.ence property 
on the basis of ownersnip rather than on the basis of occupancy. ~he 
latter method would give some indication as to the class of child.ren to 
be educated.. But lestmount i8 penalized because of another error which 
arises from the fact that none of the .:unicipalities concerned uses the 
same basis for valuating property. I was personally inforn1ed by one 
member of the Commission that this oversight would be ac justed but it has 
never been done. 

I am sa t isfi ed that had the members of the Spe ci al Committee 
fOI'eseen that the result of their recommendation woulc. have penalized the 
Ci ty of Vestmount to the extent that they would be taxed beyond the re-
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Quirements of the Verdun defici t an indeed 65,J in excess of 
V1estmount 's own requirement s, the .eport whi ch was ult imately to 
be confirmed b.: legi slation lould never have been made. 

Is there nothing that can be done to ~enedy this outrageous 
condition? The Protestant citizens of Verdun claim that directly and 
indirectly they pay sufficient taxes to meet all their School require
ments, but the tax finds its way into other channels because oi the 
present method of raising taxes on the ovnership of residential pro
perty and not as it should be, on the occupancy of the property. 

If the citizens of the City of lestmount were delinquent in 
providinr School educati on for their own di stri ct and consequently 
were niggardly in taxing their own people it mieht possibly be con
tended that they should be made to suffer by reason of their parsi
mony but ~hen we know the sivuation is entirely the reverse, then 
the question arises Why should a relatively small municipality like 
Westmount be forced by legi slation to assume practically the whole 
of the deficits of other ~chool .~unicipalities while the City of 
Kontreal wi tn. its large contri butions from the Neutral tax should 
assume only ~87,OOO.? 

Now that we have had three years of operation under the ob
jectionable legislation,and the result is in evidence showina that an 
intolerable injusti ce is being committed against a single group of 
citizens, is it too much to expect that the Powers that be at ~ebec 
and the members of the Special Committee will immediately endeavour 
to bring about a rearrangement of the apportioning of the ever-in
creasing Verdun School deficit, whi ch will not put the whole burden 
on the Shoulders of one small group of tax payers who have had no 
more to do with creating the Verdun deficit than have the citizens of 
the City of Quebec. 

F lS:P 

Yours very truly, 

(Sgd.) F. V. Sharp 
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April 2:5, 1950. 

F. W. Sharp, ~sQ., 
: .... essrs. ...;ha rp, Hi Ine (..: Company, 

.31lt oweI' Building, 
Mon treal. 

Dear 1:1' • Sharp, 

.e Ci ty of Verdun Protestant 
School Deficit 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of 

your favour of the 23rd instant and note 

what you SHY about the working out of the 

legislation for the year ending June 1929, 

according to the report of the .Iontreal 

Protestant Central Jchool Board. 

I have not got before me any in

forrna ti on tha t would. allow me to check up 

the accuracy of t e report, nor have I got 

sufficient knowledge of the working out of 

the whole Question to discuss it wi th you 

by letter, and cannot ttlereiore make any 

comment upon either the statements of fact 

or the conclusions contained in your letter 

one way or t he at her. 
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I do not understand why you should com

municate wi th me at the present time in re:ference 

to this, in view of the fact that the Commission 

to '~hiCh you refer has been dissolved fOl three 

years and the members of the Commission have no 

further authority or juri sdi ction in the matter. 

~he proper course for you it would seem 

to me vould be to get in touch wi th the Government, 

through the Honourable A. R. Ecl.1aster , K.C., Pro

vincial ~reasurer, who would no doubt be glad to 

discuss any complaints that you or any other of 

the good ci tizens of j1estmount may have to make in 

reference to the results of the Commission's report 

or the legislation resultine therefrom. 

I will be only too glad to help you in 

any way possible that I can, not, of course, as a 

member of the Commission, but in any personal way 

you may suggest. 

The matter is en tirely one f or the 

Government and the ~entral board to adjust, and I 

believe, as I have sai , that your proper 

course is to get in touch wi th them directly . 

Yours very sincerely, 
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SHARP, hlI LN:~ & CO. 

511-01+ Power nuilding 

LONTW'AL .npri 1 20th, 1930. 

The Hon. ~lalter iritchell, K.C., 
276 ~t. James ut., 

lIontreal. 

Dear Sir: F.e: City of Verdun Protestant Schools deficit 

I thank you for the courtesy of your letter of the 25th. 
In the same mail I am in receipt of a letter from the Premier 
asking if I will take up the matter wi th the Hon. A.H. 1 cUaster, 
K.C. I am now wri ting him fully, informing him of the unfortunate 
situation in so far as the City of .!estmount is concerned. 

Thanking you for your letter and hoping that something 
can be done which will meet the Question with a greater degree of 
justice. 

Yours sincerely, 

(Sed.) F. ,T. Sharp 

F S: P 



W. G. MITCHELL. K.C. 
vOHN 0- KEARNEY 

..J. E L DUQUET 

MITCHELL , KEARNEY 8. DUQUET 

BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS 

IN S URANC E E X C HANG E S L OG 

276 ST.J A MES S T REET 

HARBOUR 5291-23 

MON T REAL April ~9, 19.;0. 

P. O. B OX 1446 

CABLE ADDRESS 

LAMI 

uir rthur Curri e, G. C .1.1. G., K. C. B., L. L.:J. , 
Principal, 

LcGill University, 
Hontreal. 

My dear Jir Arthur, 

I enclose copy of letter that 

I received from Lr. Sharp, my reply and 

also his acknowledgement. 

I am sending them to you in 

case 1.:r. Sharp may have 'Jritten you and 

in order tnat you may be "au fait" of 

the position that I have taken as an ex-

member of the Commission. 

Yours very sincerely, 

v 



MONTREAL 

TORONTO • 
NEW YORK 

SHARP. MILNE 8:. CO., 

CHARTERED ACCOU NTANTS 

AUTHOR IZED TRUS T EES 

F. 'N.SHARP. F C.A 

G !V'L'-RED HODGSON,C,A. 

W. E,COOPER ,C.A (SeOT) 

JAMES DEMPSTE.R CA 

Sir Arthur W. CUrrie. G.C.M.G., K.C.B •• 
Principal MaGill University. 

Dear Sir: 

34 l10Tavish st., 
Montreal. 

CABLE ADDRESS 'SHARPAUDIT" 

TELEPHONE LANCASTER 7623 

5 11-514 POWER BUILDING 

MONTREAL , May 11th, 1927. 

Sinoe the issuing of the report for the first year's operation 
of the Central SChool Board. as t~e has permitted, 1 have been endeavoring to 
get together a statement which would show oonoisely how the ~ggestions of the 
Speoial Commission. put into effeot by the passing of the Bill by the Quebec 
Legislature, work out. 

Presuming that you will be keenly interested in kncwling whether 
your suggestions have operated successfully and, anall we say, fairly. as be
tween the different School Muni cipalities oonoerned, I am now enclosing a short 
statement summarizing the outcome. 

The figures as to taxes oolleoted fram the Munioipalities by the 
Central Board and the payments of the Central Board to the several Sohool 
Municipalities are taken from the report of the Central School Board. In the 
said report the figures are not presented in a way which will give very muCh 
vital information. The taxes ooll eoted are shown in some instanoes under names 
of plaoes whiCh are not the same as the names given when showing the payments 
for SChool operations. 

The amount of Neutral Taxes, 1 have obtained from authoritative 
souroes elsewhere, the peroentage figures are ~ own calculation and obviously 
the figures of the "OVer" and "Short" oontributions to the Central Board by the 
various School Municipalities. I say obviously as 1 do not think that the mem
bers of the Central Board, exoept possibly the representative of Westmount. would 
want these figures made publio seeing that they show that Westmounters under the 
new conditions are now taxed in excess of the i r own SChool requirements in an 
amount which would pay the deficits of every School Munioipality on the Island of 
Montreal and in addi tion the expenses of the operation of the Central Board and 
$869 even in excess of that. 

May I be permitted to make the observation that the purpose of the 
Speoial Commission appointed by the Government was to find means of taking care of 
the annual defioit of the Protestant SChool s of Verdun. I wonder what would have 
been said by the EngliSh speaking Protestants of Canada at large had the Speoial 
Commission, in their findi ngs said in Just so many words - "Joi n up Westmount and 
Verdun as a single School Munioipality and inorease Westmount taxes suffiCiently 
to oover the Joi nt School operations". liaturally it woul d require no stretch of 
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~giuation to pioture the dire results of suCh a ~ggestion. Under BritiSh rule 
and British fair play suCh things are not done. 

However , if suCh had been the oase that Vlestmount and Verdun were Joined 
together as one unit, Westmount would only have had to pay additional taxes of 
$96,127 ..pet=amiXiI1f'. As it is she now contributes the sum of $144,669. 

This would not be so bad if there was as large a proportion of Neutral 
taxes aooruing to westmount as aoorue to all the other Munioipalities. Montreal 
might say I~e over-contribute $224,000 odd but 38% of Montreal's taxes are from the 
Neutral Panel and again, $224,000 is spread over a population of seven or eight 
million people against $144,000 over a population of 25,000 in the case of Westmount. 

I have secured information from six of the largest Municipalities on 
the Island of Montreal showing the number of sCholars enrolled in each of these 
Municipalities. You will be interested in knowing these figures and what it costa 
Westmount per Child under the new rate of taxation as compared with the cost of 
the other Municipalities. The figures are as follcw;s: 

Montreal 
V er dun 
Westmount 
OUtremont 
Lachine 
Coteau st. Pierre 

(Montreal west) 

Enrollment 

35,186 
3,112 
2,415 
1,650 
1,571 

860 

Contribution to Central Board 
per scholar inclUding Neutral Tax 

77.91 
19.71 

190.17 
57.67 
64.68 

89.49 

1 would draw attention to the faot that Weetmounters are doubtles8 
very large cantributors to the various Neutral Panel taxes which so largely oom
pose the Tax collections of the other MUnicipalities. 

Another point I should mention for your information is that Westmount 
have not in the past had to Charge special fees for High School. The Central 
Board are n<:m endeavoring to force \'Iestmount to Charge High School fees so as to 
further enlarge their contribution to the Central Board. 

One question has arisen in ~ own mind. and that 18 - Why is it that 
Vlestmount's taxes are so high per scholar as compared with the other Municipalities? 
CaJIparing figures it would seem that after deducting an unusual amount which Weat
mount had to find for Bond purposes last year. the cost per sCholar for education is 
no higher than the other Municipalities, indeed considerably lower than Montreal. 
The explanation I think is that when Westroount (or as it was previously called, 
Cote St. Antoine) first began to be built up, the Cheapness of land encouraged 
people in taking larger areas of property about their residences than is usually 
the case where the population is more dense and land values proportionately higher. 
To-day the assessed value of ~,'estmount land because of building restrictions is 
very high and consequently Westmounters' assessment includes not only the value of 
the building but a considerable value for the area of land surrounding the residences. 
This fact is still more noticeably in evidence in other outlying Municipalities to 
suCh an extent that instead of making the tax 10 mills in one or two localities it 
has been. as you know. reduced to 3 mills. 
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In conclusion, the query may be reasonably raised - Was it fair to 
levy a perpetual tax against Westmount sufficient (as stated above) to pay not 
only for their own SChool requirements but the deficit of every SChool Municipality 
on the Island (six in all) amounting to $127,648. with the addition of $16.152 for 
the expenses of the Central Board. and something more besides? 

Had the SChool Bill whiCh was passed, been drafted in just so many 
words by the Powers that be at ~uebec, the result would have been a riot. 

Of course everyone knows that the cause of the shortage of Protestant 
School taxes in Verdun is that the bulk of the property is owned by Catholics 
while the tenants are Protestants. In place of the SChool Taxes collected being 
apportioned on the basis of the tenancY of the houses, they are apportioned on 
the basis of ownerShip. OwnerShip of property gives no indication of the number 
of children for wham SChool accommodation is to be provided. This is doubtless 
part of the reason why the Ranan Catholic School tax is 80 much lower than the 
Protestant. 

It would seem to me that a fairer way of taking care of the Verdun 
trouble would have been a levy against the leutral Tax as a whole seeing that the 
Protestants are the main contributors to this particular tax. In any event it 
would have seemed fairer than to have placed a burden of approximately $150,000. 
a year on the small municipality of Viestmount. 

:FWS:P 
Enc. 

Yours 

/ 

/ 



F • • S ha rp, E so. , 
511-514 Power Building, 
• ontreal, Quebeo. 

Dear S1l":-

11ay 13th, 1927. 

Let me acknowledge with many 
thanks your letter of 'ay 11th nd the statement 
showing the dlf~erenoe between the amounts 
collected by each munioipality governed by the 
School Oommission and the amount spent on the 
sohools. 

his in a vary interesting 
statement and sets forth very olearly the large 
contribution ~ostmount is makIng to the schools 
in the other munlcipal1tl-as. 'e all Itnew that 
the result of the legIslation ould mean 8. 

heavy increase in :'os trnount' s taxes and if 1 t is 
unfair or unjust the CommiSSion ould doubtless 
make sone reoommendations in oonneotion there lth. 

I am still of the opinion 
that the prinoiples which the Speoial CommissIon 
enunoiated and endeavoured to follow are sound. 
To my mind a municipality situated as estmount 
Is, part of a larger oity and completely sur
rounded by other olties. cannot rogard itself 
as an isolated oommunity. In all matters There 
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sohool polioy is ooncerned I teel that the r.hole 
oommunity of 'ontreal. in which Westmount must 
be Included, is the only reasonable unit to deal 
with. ~here are many reasons for this view -
reasons whIch will sugeest thomselves to your 
mind as readily as to nine. If this view is onoe 
aocept~d the only thing to do ls to fix a rnte ot 
taxation and a method of taxation that ~ill bear 
eouitably upon all rate-payers who live within 
the boundaries ot the greater distriot. 

I have no doubt the Commission 
Is giving serious thought to that aspeot of the 
situation as revealed. 

Yours faithfully, 

Prinoipal. 



MONTREAL 

TORONTO. 
NEW YORK 

SHARP, MILNE a co., 
CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS 

AU T HORIZED TRUSTEES 

F.W.SHARP. FC.A . 

G WILFRED HODGSON.C.A . 

W. E.COOPER.C.A (sCOT) 

..lAMES DEMPSTER.C.A 

Sir Arthur • CUrrie t G.C.M.G •• K.C.:S. t 

34 UcTavish St., 
Montreal. 

Dear Sir Arthur: 

CABLE ADDRESS ·SHARPAUDIT" 

TELEPHONE LANCASTER 7623 

511-514- POWER BUILDING 

MO N TREAL , }Iq 16th. 1927 • 

Yours of the 13th to hand respecting the Protestant School taxes. 

I note the point you raise as to the isolated positIon of the ~olpa11t.v 
of Westmount and perhaps I would agree w1 th you, providing th~t the ~rent. a£ 
the Vlestmount children were not being tax in excess of the ch1ldren of the 
eurroundlng municipalities_and I think "I!f1 statements show that they are now being 
taxed very much in excess. If this Is the case have we :found the oorrect solutIon 
of the d1fficulty ar1sing because of deficits in the other six municipalities 
referred to, particularly Verdun and OUtremont: 

To be a fair tu you must agree that the children o! OXle ~clpallt~ must 
not be taxed in 8%CeS8 of the C'lllldren of another. if this 18 the reS!llt of the 
legislation at Quebeo then we must look for another solut1on of the difficulty and 
we must further endeavor to ascerta1nwhere the real difficulty lies and~hat 1e 
the correct solution. 

l4.ay I further suggest that 1f there is sanething fUndamentally wrong in 
the ha.posing of. a tax based on ownership of property. it is OJlly faIr to Protestant 
of the Island (and 8Urelr should not be obnoxious to other oreeds, to face the 
trouble and correct it. 

On the surface it may appear that a uniform ten mills over all ~e munioipali
t1es meets the difficulty but obviously there Is something wrong in this principle 
when certain municipalities were only tued three mills because it would increase 
these municipalities to suCh an extraordinary extent. The same influence as affect. 
these three mill municipalities, to a lesser extent affects Westmount as mw statements 
showt but has the Commission endeavored to solve this part of the problem? 

Canparlllt..- the cost per child for sC'llool1ng as between '.'lestmount and the other 
'f'~ municipalIties it would look as if the seven mills that Westmount Protestants~ 

paying made. their contribution as large as the other municipa11ties including the 
City of Montreal. Indeed I believe they $re contributing more heavily. probably 
accounted for in part by the fact that there were no High School fees. 

In closing I would say that it does seem unfair that certain other municipal
ities should have the rate of their SChool Taxes reduced and the effect of these 
reductions as well as the Verdun deficits and the oost of the running operation of 
the Central Board should all be loaded on to westmount. 



SHARP, MILNE & CO. 

Sir A..W.CUrrle. -2 ... May 16,1927. 

I should haTe been glad to have had you refer to my s~e8tion as to 
the lleutral tax being used for the purpose of adJustment particularly as this 
~ is in the main collected fram Protestants. An1Way we now have to olYe the 
c11:tflcul ty 8S to wbJ Westmount people (Protestants) are taxed so much more 
heavily per chUd (almost three times) than are the children of other munioipalities. 
1 am sure your own mind. will not be at rest until you have an answer to this point. 

ThankiDg you for the oourtesy of your letter. 

FWS:P 

Yours very tmly. 

'f-~~ ~ J 
~//1 , f~ 

-.-------



SHARP, MILNE & CO. 

CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS 

STAT:FliEl{T OF 
DIFFERE .. WE BEi\1EEN AMOUNT COLLIDTED BY EACH 1..'!UNIC~.!LITY 
AND HANDED TO THE CElmtAL SCHOOL BOARD, AND THE AMOUNT 
RECEIVED BA<J"£ FRCll THE CElf.mAL SCHOOL BOARD, FOR THEIR 
arm SCHOOL Er~ENSE, FOR THE FIRST YEAR OF OPEBATION OF THE 

CENTRAL BOARD 

Figures taken from the .Anml.al Report of the Central 
School Board for the year ended June 30th, 1926. 

Contribution 
Tax Collected Per Cent Received to Central Board 

School Inclusive of Amount of Neutral of baCk from 
Municipali ty Heutral Tax Neutral Tax Total Tax Central Board OVer Short 

Montreal $2,741,541 1,042,503 3~ 2,517,047 224,494 8% of taxes 
1estmount 459,274 65,872 14% 314,605 144,669 31%" " 

Verdun 61,361 17,678 29% 157,488 96,127 
OUtrenont 95,157 23,054 24% 119,223 24,066 

Lachine ) 73,021) 34,575) 
Lasalle ) 12,402) 8,890) 46 99,387 2,233 
Dorva1 ) 16,197) 3,884) 

Montre 1 West 64,200 8,509) 
Ville St.Plerre 12,761 7,459) 20 79,758 2,797 
RoCkfield ) 

Mount Royal 30,031 12,236 40 30,596 565 

Montreal East ) 31,472 30,005) 
Pt.aux Trembles} 1,831 632) 92 13,962 19,341 

St. Lauren t Town ) 6,582 2,552) 
St.Laurent Parish) 1,110 30) 26 12,397 2,622 
Saraguay } 2,083 15} 

Hampstead 12,478 8,084 4,394 
Montreal North 

(Sault au Recollet) 
5,038 1,125 22 6,509 1,471 

Value of cent column 8 7 6 
3,626,547 1,259,026 3,359,062 395,131 127,648 

Expenses of Central 
Board 16,152 

143,800 

Westmount's over contribution $144,669 or $869 greater than all 
the deficits and the cost of running the Central Board, canbined 

~: Additional Earnings of Interest 
by Central Board 14,467.67 

Reserve" It for maintain-
ing equilibrium between 
Revenue & Expenditure 233,655.46 

" for Taxes contested 32,144.57 

Cents not included above. 



SHARP, MILNE & CO. 

CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS 

STAT:EMENT OF 
DIFFERENCE BE1WEEN AMOUNT COLLEOTED BY ElCH MUNICIPALITY 
AND HANDED TO THE CENmAL SCHOOL BOARD, AND THE AMOunT 
RECEIVED BACK FRCU THE CENTRAL SCHOOL BOARD, FOR THEIR 
OWN SCHOOL EXPENSE, FOR THE FIBST YEAR OF OPERA.TION OF THE 

CENTRAL BOARD 

Figures taken from the Amm.al Report of the Oentral 
School Board for the year ended J'ane 30th. 1926. 

Oontribution 
!ax Oollected Per Cent Reoeived to Central Board 

School Inclusive of Amount of Bentra1 of back from 
Jlunlci12al1tt Beutral Tax l!leutral ~ Total Tax Oentral Board OVer Short 

Montreal $2.741,541 1,042,503 3~ 2,517,047 224,494 8% of taxes 
Westmount 459,274 65,872 14% 314,605 144,669 31%" " 
Verdlln 61,361 17,678 29% 157,488 96,127 
outrenont 95,157 23,054 24% 119,223 24,066 

Lachine ) 73,021) 34,575) 
Lasal1e ) 12,402) 8,890) 46 99,387 2,233 
Dorval ) 16,197) 3,884) 

Montreal West 64,200 8,509) 
Ville St.Pierre 12,761 7,459) 20 79.758 2,797 
Rockfie1d ) 

Mount Royal 30,031 12,236 40 30,596 565 

Montreal East ) 31,472 30,005) 
pt.aux ~embles) 1,831 632) 92 13,962 19,341 

st. Laurent Town ) 6,582 2,552) 
St.Laurent :Parish) 1,110 30) 26 12,397 2,622 
Saraguay ) 2,083 15) 

Hampstead 12,478 8,084 4,394 
Montreal North 5,038 1,125 22 6,509 1,471 

(sault au Recollet) 

Value of cent column 8 7 6 
3,626,547 1,259,026 3,359,062 395,131 127,648 

Expenses of Central 
Board 16,152 

143,800 

Westmountts over contribution $144,669 or $869 greater than all 
the deficits and the cost of-running the Central Board, combined 

~: Additional Earnings of Interest 
by Central Board 14,467.67 

lleserve" It for maintain-
ing equilibrium between 
Revenue & Expenditure 233,655.46 

It for Taxes contested 32,144.57 

Oents not included above. 



DOCKET ENDS: 
SHAItF; M ILNE 4- cD, 


