Citizen Control of the Citizen’s Business

TORONTO'S CITIZENS CAN CONTROL TORONTO'S AFFAIRS ONLY
THROUGH FREQUENT, PROMPT, ACCURATE AND PERTINENT INFOR-
MATION WITH REGARD TO TORONTO'S BUSINESS.

ISSUED BY THE
BUREAU OF MUNICIPAL RESEARCH
189 Church Street, Toronto.
Telephone : Main 3620.

White Paper No. 56 June 2nd, 1922

TORONTO'S CIVIC BUDGET FOR 1922
Story No. 2

At the beginning of 1922, the total civic debt, in round
numbers, was

$130,000,C00

At the end of 1922, the total civic debt bids fair to be
$147,643,000

The general civic debt will, unless some works are
postponed, go up from

$63,000,000 to $71,607,000
and the Special and Public Utility debt from
$67,010,000 to $76,136,000
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Does not the table below show a burden of debt
sufficiently large to satisfy the most
sanguine citizen ?

December 1922

Nature of Debt
Per Capita | ; j _
SchoolDebt....| $ 37.33 | $ 3129 [ § 4084 | $ 34.40
General Debt... ... | 80.43 | 56.32 | 89.17 | 64.38
Special Debt ’ 125.25 102.87 | 138.43 116.08

- —_—

Total $ 24301 | § 19048 | § 26844 | $ 214.86

——————————— ———————————————— —————————————————————

Per Family
of Five . | \

School Debt $ 18665 | $ 15645 | $ 204.20 | $ 172,00
General Debt........] 402,15 281,60 | 445.85 ‘ 321.90
pecial Debt ... |  626.25 514.35 692.15 |  580.40

Total : $1,215.05 52.4( | $1.342.20 L $1,074.30




