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In Bulletins Nos. 66, 67 and 68, 
dealt w ith va rious phases of the 
problem : 

the Bureau 

Assessmen - • 

T he w idesp read dissat isfac tion w ith the presen t 
laws and the methods of enfo rcin11; them ; 

F ou r tes t questions as to the des1rab1lity of vari­
ous modes of ta xHio n ; 

T he income- tax . • White Pap ers Nos. 20, 21 and 22 also dealt 
w ith this quest ion, from the Provincial stand ­
point : 

T he la w a nd a tabula t ion showin p; ho w it is in­
terp r eted in 20 Ontario municipalit ies; 

Tabulation showing variations in per capi ta net 
assessment and in dis tr ibution of total assessment 
between land , buildings , income and business, i 
20 Onta r io municipalities; 

Assessment facts for 20 Onta r io municipalities 
cove r ing numb er of appeals and the sala ries paid 
assessment officials and employee s. 

In the cou r~c of collecting thta for this assessment 
study, the Bureau issued a questionnaire to it s ma iling 
list. One hundred of th<! questionnai res returned by 
l itizens of Toronto have now been ... nalyzed and the 
results are submitt, ht.rt with . A 
These opinions are not issued bocauso they are con• 
cluslve, or, becau se the Bureau subscribe s to them, 
but becaUH they show what average citizens are 
th1nk1ng of present methods or assessment and 
taxa ti on. What people are think1ng , rl ih tl y or 
wrongly , 1.e., public opinio n, must be taken into 
account 1n any cowrtderation ot a11BeMment retonn 
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Assesssment Questionnaire 
and 

Analysis of 100 Replies Received from 
Toronto Citizens . 

QUEST IO N 

I , Aro all Incomes •-uerl which 1hould be I 

2. Are 1ncon1e1 other than aaloriu asae~ as 
complct,ly •• inconttl from 13la ry l 

S Doc• the presel'l la{'ISC of tin le between 
aneMment and tax levy rcauit m areac 
los~ • from income anrl bu"lne11 taxes 1 

4. Is the busintss tox an equ il al>lc one I 

5. Does it t end to 1timulat e indus tr y and com­
mr rce? 

i . Is 11nimprovcd property asse ssed II heavily, 
in pn>Porlion. 11 Improved property I 

7. Arc lar ge pro1,c r1ics • ..., .. ect as hic h, in 
propor t ion, a11m.1II rroperltt-1 l 

R. Could more effective me thods ~ employed 
1n sccurin& equalization or aMCsamen t l 

9 Woul<l areate r publicity or assc'5m enls help 
in th e de tection ot inequalities I 

:o. \\1ould dis t ric t conference, "·ith ratepayen 
help to aecurr ~ttt" r asaesament vahtts? 

11. In exproy;,nating rrc perly sh uld the city be 
compelled to pay prices more than 20·:t'., in 
cxcr111;~ of the aswsst:'1.t valuation which has 
bttn in force without pro t e~t from the ta"· 
payer 1 

12. If the city 11 co,ni •elitd lo pay ,uch prices. 
ahvuld ii not have t he rich t 10 collec t talf t 
on the proper ty on an increa~rl a~Sl"scment. 
coins ba,k sevf'ul ye,an. or, faitma: thl•, to 
take, •ay, so% of the differ en, e ~tween 
a--d ulua11on ond sale rrice l 

Yes 

1 
1 

:;6 

1 
2 

17 

7 

76 

S2 

f,2 

26 

:;:) 

IS \ \'hen pn,pe: r htst:..tmpted from tnxationare -s 
told, should not a certain 1~rc- , nta&e- of the .l-: 

1.ile pnc~ ao to thf' ornniri 11Shty > 

14. Should real eslal~ ""'n~n ~ required to 11,ve l l 
theiT own valuJt10n1 to lhe A · mf'nt 
Departmen t anti, if,.,, 1ho11'd 1hr cit ,· have 
thr right, 1n ca,r of ap,•a rent undervaluation. 
to take ovP r any s11ch prC\pr r tltt 1t an acl­
vanc-e ('{ 10% nn t11id ,alu11ion 1 

Uouhtful , did not rrp'v I 1hi1 qut":lt1nn, "'c 

'. = .. 
No " " ~i 

;,:: C ... " 
61 32 
69 30 

11 30 

69 27 
f,7 :n --,>,> 28 

:i9 31 

23 

s 10 

30 

56 l S 

21 2 1 

17 2:; 

:rn 



QUESTION l ; 

Are All Incomes Assessed 
Which Should be? 

4 citu:ens replied in the affirmative (2 of 

th896 answers applying only t.o per­
ronal knowledge and not to their gen­
eral belief); 

64 replied 1n the negative; 

7 were doubtful ; 

3 replied that uixation Of incomes was 
not justifiable; 

22 did not reply to thi s question . 

J. 
•• 

QUESTION 2. 

Are Incomes Other than Salaries 
Assessed as Completely as Salaries ? 

1 replied in the amrmative; 

69 replied in the negative ; 

7 were doubtful; 

6 would not tu: incomes ; 

18 did not reply to this question. 

PllET.u:LmO OPDflOlf 

seems to be that Income" oth er than lltllarle are not 

CITIZES COKKElfT AND SUOOESTI01' . • •

assessed as completely a• ordinary salaries; but the 
tendency amongst those replying to this question 
v.aa to appreciate that ther e are difficulties in the 
way of ~ecurlnl' the nece .. sary Information . w ·h y no t 111 .. pt t he Do mlt,ton Gove rnm , nt plnn a nd 

re QulrP. t ho9" payl nlf di\•ldendR. e t c .. t o ma kA a 1·e­
turn to t he rlty a•ses•ment ofllce nf name~ or re­
clph·nt~ a ~ IR do ne re ~a larlt••·· · 

·xo Income• u n,ler $! .000 ehoulo1 bt: taxert : · 

· \ full list of ln<'ornP tax pin er" sboul•l be pub­
lish<' I in parn1 hlPt form arrangerl alphai><'tl rnlly , 
"Ith th•· amount or lncom<> •tat<><I Ir rlly decides 
Incomes RN" public matterR RPI ro1•rlatlng a por ti on 
o f them In tll>.l'R thPn 8ecr,-c} •rom the publ ic as t o t r -
th Ir amount and ource Is h,d~fen~!hlc ·· • 

Th• r<' l!hould b< no, ,empt I, ,,, on acrount of being 
n1 '10\ f r u m, r l sf!'r, I .- •· 

QUE&Y . 

• \\ by not uso Inc< e t " · ro, rnatlon as secu red b> 
for r 1Vi<" 111., J!\HJ)O!llf"R')'' 

Typical uawer11 io tha queatiOJI: 

"No. Becaul'e every one Is not required to till In 
an Income statement for muni cipal taxea as 
theY are for r deral taxes." 

"No. It I!< apparently an euy matter to dee Ive 
the authorltle~ ." 

"No. Men engaged •• aalesmen, for e ample, 
frequently receive large bonueel!, which. In 
many cases, are not reported." 

"There &rP !'IC.'\rcel)' any taxes on plec -work or 
spasmodlo earnings ." 

"The ,alarled employee Is taxed Th lawyer 
and the <lt>ctor escn pe ," 

thP nomtuton no\• mm< ·-



QUESTION S. 

Does the Present Lapse of Time 
Between Assessment and Tax 
Levy Result in Great Losses From 
Income and Business Taxes ? 

56 replied in the affirmative ; 

14 replied in the negative ; 

7 wero doubtful ; 

23 did not reply to this qu estion . 

CITXZEN COJIIMENT .a.in, SUGGESTIONS . 

·~ot iror thnsP wr 1 ~) The llli: lo~s I~ In the 
monry ne, r·r roll.-cterl " 

··The rltY lo•L.,. conslrlerable r~, c nue from the 
ron hrn or transient po1 ulatlon who may only 
work thre" or four 111011th, rnr II tlrm. and then 
go some,,her<· el,e . Mv propo•ltlon would be to 
as~fl•s the•e peoi,IP and coll ect thP ~ame year. 
mnklng ( If l<'~l•laton rould t,. , l'<'rure<l) the em­
I lop •r rl'~ponslble to the C'ltY for UHi cle,1uctlng 
on a weekh or monthly b·,•I~ of the amount 
d<'ter mlnNI by th,. \•sN;•ment I)epartment of 
earh one·~ partlcula1 R'-""' !11-~nletlt ." 

"Con1<lderable ~urns mu~t ht1 lost through per­
soi,• lea, mg the ell~ ... 1th a considerable 
nmount of lnoome tax In arr< ar. Greatl'r pre­
caution shouhl be tak• n tn collect this ." 

" Both Income and business taxe~ should b8 col• 
1,..-1ed In )NIT of a,•(ssment." 

' 

• 
•• 

QUESTION 4. 

Is the Bu-,iness Tax an 
Equitable One? 

4 replied in the affirmative; 

69 replied 1n the negative; 
7 were doubtful; 

20 did not reply to this question. 

CITIZE• STATEXllNTS: 

.. Unfair Levied on bu,.lness property lntitl'.ad o! 
amount of annual turnover. Some lines of business 
are dl,.crlmlnate,1 agaln•t. For Instance, n man 
doing buslne!!ll on small and lnesponi;lve premlee• 
might have a large turno,·er and largo profits and 
contri bute but a "mall amount to the general tnxa­
tlon. On the oth<r han,I, some buBlnosscs require 
la rg e premises to do only II moderatf'ly 11ued bu sl­
nes,.. but mu"t pn)' taxes on large premises whPther 
bu,.lness Is br l1<k or slow. .\ good example Is 
retail lumber tra,le." 

"One ftrm may do $5,l>O ,000 business In 1,000 feet of 
ontce space, while another may do $100,000 business 
In Z,0•>0 feet of office apace, yet latter pays blgc-er 
tax.•• 

"Shou ld only be Je,·led whert1 earnings or pront war­
rant It." 

":'>fo perHOn should be allo \\ ed to go Into bu1lnen 
betwet'n the two collection periods and get out 
ngaln without pa) Ing proportion or the )ear's ta," 

"The collection In one lostalrnr>nt Is crouly unjust 
and In detlanN of e, wry principle or equity." 

":,,'o. It •hould b, based on Income and not on a 
percentase ot rea l utate and propert> , aluatlon." 

''The only equltnble busin ess tax 18 that whi ch 
affects nilt earnings of a comp uy, and not that 
which tnxes ,nlue of ,,nc occupied." 

7 



QUESTION 6. 

Does It (The Business Tax) Tend to 
Stimulate Industry and Commerce? 

2 repli ed in th e afllrma.t ive; 

67 replied in the nega tive ; 

7 were doubtful ; 

2.1 did not rep ly to thi s question . 

COIDIEJ!fT . 

"All tru.ces on Industry strangle It." 

"No . It I~ shifted to th e con .. umer, adding 
to prices and making It more dUlkult tor 
our business men to comvete with others 
abroad , Increasing the cost or living at 
home." 

' 'Most unjust to small tlrms whoso busi­
nesses require large space ." 

" It hel11s to bring an e(Jldemlc or bankruptcy 
every ten years ." 

•• 

•• 

• e 

QUESTION 6 . 

Is Unimproved Property Assessed as 
Heavily, in Proportion, as 

Improved Property ? 

17 replied in the affirmati ve ; 

65 rel)lled in the neg ativ e; 

14 were doubtful ; 
14 did not rep ly to thi s questio n. 

COJDl:J::irl' . 

"Yes . It ls much e:uiler to get a t selling value 
or land than to tlx a value on Improvements. " 

"l think a,.se,.slng buildings retards 1,rogretis . 
Assess ground only; but expropriate ground 
when ow ner cannot or will not build when 
requirements demand It ." 

"No, Enquiry Invariably shows fa\·orltlsm to 
the unimproved holder." 

"No. There Is al ways a mar ked tendency to 
value occupied land more highly than ,·acant 

land." 

"No , but ought to be higher. It Is a detriment 
to the city ." 

"MY Impression Is that Improved Is always about 
25 per cent. higher than u nimproved ." 

"GeuenllJ' mon •o . It all depends on the a~ses­
~or. who Is generally an underpaid otllclal with 
but little knowle<li;-9 or ,alue~ ." 

0 



QUESTION 7. 

Are Large Properties Assessed as 
High, in Proportion , as 

Small Properties ? 

7 replied m the affirma.ti ve; 

69 replied 1n the negative; 

13 were doubtful; 

21 did no t reply to this question . 

COKKENT . 

•:-.o. It I" l'aRy to value n hou11e coi<tlng $6,000, 
but I H·ntun• to R:IY that th< re are homes co,;t­
lni: $100,(><•0 that arP not 8!<!1<:'S~ed ov1·r 25"' or 
30', <>f their , alue." 

";-.;o, Hut the Inequality ii' m\rch more markerl 
In the lmpro\'ern< nt asscFl'rnent rather than 
the land al'~e1<l'ment." 

"!l.o. Largo 1,rop< rt!es are a~,eRRC<I about 60% 
of ,·alue-Rrnall holding,; about ISO% or va l ue." 

"The remedy I~ 11ot to ral"" th••se UJ>, but to take 
all taxe" otT lmproYemtntf. and so encourage 
home building, largo nnd small :S.:o one l,i 
hurting the community by erecting a largt' 
house ." 

JO 

QUESTION 8, 

• Could More Effective Methods 
be Employed in Securing Equalization 

of Assessment ? 

76 replied in the affirmative; 
1 replied in the negative ; 
7 were doubtful; 

16 did not reply to this question . 

CI'l'IZEllr COMKE:NT A.ND Sl1GGEBTI0lf8. 

.., 1• • Ari AM•e .. mPnt Jlurrau lndep,·nclent or Coun­
<'11 mig ht make for equality." 

" I 'ublll'h R"toe"sment" In the !lally paper11 ." 

"Yes. fly follo" It,~ th,• !';c~ i·ork ett) vlan of 
publishing a map of enrh stret>t 1<ho"'lng th,, assess-

• ment or each lot. 01 try the Houston plan ." 

"A Provincial J>epartment or ,\,cses,.menl Revision 
with special ofl1rers for nil part" of the Province 
wou1,1 perhaps vrovA moro effective and ex~rt 
after a llttlt flxperlenc<>. than tho Court" of RP­
' l,.lon awl the County Juthre . In such cnl!e, Toronto 
\\oul<I hn\'e a. Chh'f Officer of A"ses,.menl He, !•Ion 
"ho \\OUld bt• hel<I ,Ji r~tly re,.ponslble for securing 
and maintaining equitable condition~. The new 
"> ~tern shouhl bo such a" not to rt>qulre appeal on 
the part of private citizen,., The chief official~ ~-

• tug prO\'!nc!ally appointed ~hould b,• Je,.,. !nHuencell 
t,y !oral a~encles." 

"Yee. l se the Hum er~ R> stem of , aluatlon." 

"Yt s, Better Informed ancl better paid aR~ssore 
\\Oulu In t1111e \\Ork out a fn!ror scheme or asse11s­
ment." 

" ll11 1µhJ)' onl> singlt1 tax method" 

• 11 



QUESTION O. 

Would Greater Publicity 
of Assessments Help in the Detection 

of Inequalities ? 

82 replied 1n th e affirmati ve; 
8 repli ed in t he nega tiv e; 
-I were doub tf ul ; 
6 did not rep ly to this question. 

COJDl[J:lfT . 

"\ ts. Lal"go ma"" ho,dnar 1Ho1,ertlts a11d t111 fr 
land ass s ment. readily aeces~lble lo the 11ub­
llc, \\ould 1>ractlcally cure unfah ne"s In the 
land dl.-1 Ion Publication or asst>ssments would 
be money "t"II s1,ent." 

"\ e-. Toarether "Ith greater publlc-it>· ol the 
fact that any ratepayer moy complain agalnlll 
any other person·a as es,.ment being tou low:· 

" Yt"s. Example--the complaints re military ex­
em1,tlon obtained through publicity ."' 

"\ ""· Ir city "ouhl Issue assessments In l•llm­
phlet form, so that property owners could have 
them to compare with those or adjolnlnar di!!• 
trlctl!" 

"\ es EJ.1,crlenc,. In thos e cllle \\hl ch have 
l'rlnt,d assessment roll• In pamphl t turm Is 
that ,such publicity la a heh, In the chtl'ctlon 
of ln<'qualltlc11 .. 

" \ es. nut the only proper w a>· Is to tux land 
only." 

"\ But "ould not mak a "rong 1>rlnclple 
f a,u,ossment a right one." 

12 

• 
QUESTI ON 10. 

Would District Conferences 
with Ratepayers Help to Secure 

Better Assessment Values? 

• 
62 repli ed 1n th e afflrmAtive; 
8 replied 1n the nega ti ve; 

15 were doubtf ul; 
15 di d not rep ly to thi.!J questio n. 

COJDl[J:lf'l' . 
"Yes H11tcpa)cr11 In the district 11hould know better 

than an)one el~e the actual ,alue or properties." 

"Yee. If maps glvlnll' Information a111.I machinery 
\\ere a,allnble to rnako use or th e lnrormatlon 
galnecl In the cour MIi ol prot e11l and discussion.'' 

'"T he ltatepaycr11' A"11oclatlons might \\tll take up 
tho true11t1011 In regnr<I tu the l<>c11llty which they 
etnbrace.•• 

• 
' I do not think so. 'l'he ratq>a) ers duslre lo keep 
do" n taxation ou proper t>· O\\ ned b) them. \\ hat 
"" re,,ulre 18 a1<s 1111ors "Ith kno\\ ledge of the whole 
ell) so that one district would b-0 aescBBed on the 
eamo basis ns the rest of the city." 

"\"cs They \\OUld ht>lp to reduce Inflate,! assess­
ments nnfl arrho nt real ,·nlues" 

"Yes. Ir publication of district roll was made pre• 
, tousJy," 

"Yell. It each street or polling e11b-dlvlslon could 
bo nrrangell." 

" Doubtful. Too many to commit and too many 
theories to hnrrnonlze or combat'" 

•
" \ es. It one coultl be con, lncetl that people woultl 

be satlsftcd that assessment "ould be adJueted 
fnlrly on RPl'tlal, not 1111 al present wh~n the general 
opinion of the rntcpa} crs '" th t tho city oOlclal Is 
suprerne/' 

• Impartial Jud es nre the best. Contrary to human 
nature to fair!) tax one's aelr," 

e 
Ye11. but a better plan would 
option, In metho,I or raisin r 
1 nlltles." 

13 
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QUESTION 11. 

ln Expropriating Prop erty should the City b 
compelled to pay prices more than 20 ''/t in Ex­
cess of th e Assessed Valuation which has been 
in force wi th out protest from the taxpayer ? 

26 repli ed in t he affirmativ e; 
56 replied in the negative; 

(-:1 of th ese qunli fled by sayi ng 20"'r too low) ; 
(1 said 10 high enough) ; 
(1 sa id take at assess ed value without rai se) ; 

8 wore doubtful ; 
10 did not reply to this questio n. 

A common &nawer t o thi• questi on w u: 
"("It\' •hould s e th,it nil properllt s arr properly 

n!l~e~sel\"; 
or 

.. , e,. . Cit, must I>< a• n11y olhtr vurd1RSl'I' on 01wn 
market ,"· 

O'rKEB OPINXOlfS: 

"Any jtO\'l'l nm, nt ,hould ha, e the rlitht to t.1ke over 
at R"""~"•·d , alue any vropcrty It requires An 
as•ci;l'ment that i, accepted for taxntlvn should be 
aecepte,I 1or "ah, price" 

' 'Theorelicalh, the cit)· i;hould not ha,e to p11y mote 
than 20' , but so long as our prop.-rty 1,- not as-
11e.s,ed, b) the quallilerl a~, eF•ori<, at the prop<>r 
, aluatron. the n, erage citizen frel• he ls ju•tltled 
In i::ettln1, R\\ a.r with a• lo\\ an a•ses~ment as po•­
,slble Morally It I~ not defen~lble . Humanly It Is 
, er) · natural." 

··This queEllon can onh bt• answererl In l'OncN't< 
c&'WII and nrter equalization of , aluatlnn ." 

"It ,hould not be a , rry dlfllcult thing to ask t>ach 
rntepan•r to till out a d claratlon ea<'h year placing 
n value on his own propPrt) . AmP.nd As"""'ment 
Act to allow t:Xproprlatl c•n n t 20 c lncr,-a .. e on 
a~s(~sm e nt As e-sor 11 ... ed not go by d<·claratlons, 
but could g• t an td~a from them a11 to real ,alue 
tor Ju • tlfieatlon of his n~seE•m .. nt" 

"C'lt>· i;houl<\ 1,ay hil,:her than asses""~ ,alue RH It 
deprlvlls o"' nc r of option of holding at any price ." 

11 

QUES TI ON 12, 

er the City is compelled to pay such prices, 
shou ld it not have the right to collect Truces 
on the property on an Incr eased Assessment, 
going back seve ral years or, failing this, to 
take, say , 50 'µ> of the difference between 
Assessed Valuation and Sale Price? 

fi5 replied in the affl.rma.tive; 
(6 preferred the 50?, plan) ; 
(1 tbougbt 20 '1, enough); 
(Othel'1! had no pref orenco) ; 

21 replied in the negative; 
6 were doubtful; 
4 sa.id " impractica.ble" ; 

14 did not reply to this question . 

• 

'rO 'rBl8 QtJJ:S 'l'IO lf 

Ix citizen• re]'ll cl "No . Fl.ult I!'! v. Ith a bad 
"Y~tf'm, A"«P.s!lment shoul< l bf' on real value." 

Four more citizen• were or the opinion that "T ax 
cllY accPp t R Cor vrorerty ror gh·en year should be 
flnal. l'roperty changes hantls too often to be su b· 
j,,ct to retroac t ive taxallon. The 11rlcc a particula r 
proper t y "ell" a t 111 often the re•ult of a particu lar 
ln<llvltlual's fan<'Y or r1>qulrement. an,! not the value 
If RO!tl under pre .,~ure" 

O 'l'BEB OPDUONS : 

. ,f's. Take three ~·e 1111· arrear" on lncren11ed prlc ... 

Je~s 10" .'' 

"Might be fair tn collect tnx,•s on hlr;her aititel'sment 
ror four year" prevlo u !I, If Mme person owne. 1 the 

property.'' 
"Ye", and ~hoult\ apply to e\ ('ry sal4' of proper t )" 

In the city" 
15 



QUESTION 13 . 

When Properties Exempted from 
Taxation are Sold Should Not a 
Certain Percentage of the Sale 
Price go to the Municipality ? 

68 replied in the a.fflrmativc ; 
17 replied in the negative; 
5 were doubtful; 

12 said there should be no exemptions; 
8 did not reply to this question. 

CITXZEN COKMENT: 

"Ye,., If mont>y ,,. not bdn" r~lnvf'l•te,l for 
the "ame cla"s of property" 

"Ye,., unle1'!1 church or ho~pllal were abollt 
to further t>nlarge and bf'autlfy our city," 

"Y es--no t leFs than 10"1 ." 

"Xo--but taxf'a 1'houl<1 bf' C'oll~'Ctecl from day 
of E-ale." 

"Yes--say, 50%." 

"Xo--lf exemption ts juat lhl're should ~ 

no back !!laps." 

"1':o. &ner.t to the city In Ii, u of taxe" ha" 
likely accrued while the pro1,e•t>· was IM'lng 
use<l for tl,e pur1,oi<es for \\hlch lt \\RB,,­

empted." 

HI 

QUESTION 14 . 

• hould Real Estate Owners be required to 
give their own valuations to the Assess ment 
Department and, if so, should the city have 
the right, in case of apparent undervaluation, 
to take over any such properties at an advance 

• 
of 201,, on said valuation? 

44 replied in the affirmative (but 6 thought 
the idea impracticable); 

S6 replied in the negative; 

5 were doubtful ; 

15 did not reply to this question . 

CITIZEN COJDl:Elll'T: 

. No The city assf',.,.ment department'" exp<'rtll 
11hould be better judges of values. especially over 
a period of years. than a. temporary owner." 

"Yes. In the ca~e or the Klnirswa.y, London, each 
party a"ses!led their own property, and that price 
wa" pnl<l, but the un<lerstandlng was that Ir thf' 
"ch£me did not go through and the property wa» 
not taken, the property owner would pa.)· ta.,ce,. on 
the valuation put on It by Its O\\ ner ." 

•·.:-:o. t·,vldence of owner!< mli,;ht be taken, but not 

•

their valuation." 

·Good Idea-but has the city the power to go Into 
the real e"tate business? H ouse owneN!I would kno\l 
the city would not take the property, so would 
make low \·aluatlons. If too low the a"se,.,.or 
><houhl place hlR valuation, and then decision be 
made by jmlge at Court or Re\ lslon." 

'"'l'hlR woulll tPncl to prevent hold In~ for !!1!• ulatlon" 

17 



QUESTION 14-C:ontinur<I 

"YI'&. nut R!IRe!l11\ng nt 100 ?1, woulll elmpltry tho 
\\ hol(I p1·oce!IH." 

"Ye11. Hut <•n 1·egl11trntlon of tlPf'dll comnrl them to 
pay tn,N< on the ncrn1'<l cllne.-Pn<'t· of I\IIS('"Hm,•nt It 
111oro lhnn statP,I on vnluntlon."' 

"If l'nrh propl'rty looltt .. r wr.rr ro1n111>lle,I to make n 
1lf'd1unt1on RH to th<' \Rlue of hi" lnn,I nn<l bull<l· 
ln1t". nnd tr thl' lnw "f'l'I' such thnt hP woul,l hav 
to ~• II If ot'f, red n suhstantlnl ach anre, ai<B<'lll'mE'nt 
roul<I b" ,,.1ualizf'd. Then II i,nJta w,•re 111a<le abO\'I' 
ch·dar ,I ,rilnl', city or stnt e •hould get a shorn ot 
this '"Ith due allowance for rn1,ltal lnVl'Hted tn 
1 m pro, cmer. t11." 

l think lhnt It al e8t11te ow11er~ •houlcl bf' requlrNI 
to gh<' their own \ nlu1\llon tn the Afll"CM•ment 
n,·1,artment. I would ha1dly appr!l\e of the city hav­
ing tilt t·IKht to take th,• 1,ro1wrt} Better In such 
a t' that th, < It} ,.houhl h<' allow~d to J>Ul up the 

J IOJltH~ at auc-tlon and to n tnln. 1111y, one-hnlf he 
di!Je rcuce betw •·<n the 0\111,·r'" , aluiitlon an<l th e 
111lce realized at audlon 

"I'• rhap<> It ml~ht be "lse to rpqulre that uny 
munlclp11llty !<hall apply the au<'llon te•t to the 
O\\ ner 'R ,aluatlon nt th, • 1e,1ue,1 ot, ~a>·, O\ll tax­
iia)er&" 

l!I 

• 
These opinions do not sett le or pretend to settl e 
any questio n.s, but th ey raise 

SOME QUESTIONS WHICH ARE WORTH 

WHILE THINKING ABOUT : 

Rhould there be IO<'al option In raising reve­
nue• for munlclpalltle11? 

2. Should dlatr1ct conference& be el!tabllehed 
to AR!ll~t R81!el'BOrS? 

3. Shoulcl property ow nera be required to swear 
to the value or their property aa an aid to 
the As,.ea"'1Tlent Department In equalizing 
al'RE'l1Rment1? 

If this Is done, should munlclpnlltlee be 
authorized to purcha!!e any property at 120% 
or the awom value? 

• 
5 Should the a8!1<'88ment or lncomee be at­

tempted hy the munlclpalltlee or by the 
Provincial or Dominion Government&--the 
proceed" or the tax being dlatrlbuted pro 
rnta nmong the municipalities? 

6. l,;houhl Improvements on land be exempted 
or partially exemptt>d from taxation? 

Should the buAlne... tax be baud on business 
re,·enueZ 

,. Rhouhl business and Income taxes be col­
le<'ted In year of as~ee,.ment? 

!I Rhould part or all or the "unearned incre­
ment" be tnken by the city when property 
I~ transferred? 

10 :-houl,1 a Pro\ lnclal Bureau tor the equal­
ization of a"~e•sments be establlehed! 

111 


