Citizen Control of the Citizen’s Business

TORONTO'S CITIZENS CAN CONTROL ’I‘OR(JN-'l(-)_'-h: - A]-‘FAIH-& OI';LY_i
THROUGH FREQUENT, PROMPT, ACCURATE AND PERTINENT INFOR- |
_MAT]ON WITH REGARD TO TORONTO'S BUSINESS |

ISSUED BY THE

21 KING STREET EAST TELEPHONE: - ELGIN 1904

White ]’(”mr_\'n» 128 . = .”H‘lf 11th, 1928

CITY PLANNING

STORY No. 3

ST Y e is already definitely pledged
to a capital programme involving over $40,000,000.
This includes several major undertakings, such as
grade separations, duplicate water works system,
North Toronto sewage scheme and harbour improve-
ments, in addition to a number of lesser capital works.
The financing for the past few years has been, for the
most part, on account of public utilities, the debt
charges on which in no way effect the tax rate. On
the other hand, the debt charges on the above listed
commitments will be a direct burden on the general
taxpayer, while the continuous heavy financing in-
volved will place a considerable strain on the city's
credit.”

Toronto Commissioner of Finance,
p. 17, Civic Estimates 1928.
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C WHAT CITY PLANNING WILL DO
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THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM i R
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On TJanuary 31st, 1922 the

Toronto Bureau of Municipal Research

stated in its White f‘u‘f‘-o No. 61

“If the Bureau of Municipal Research were to assert
that on a certain date $10.000 disappeared from the
funds of the City of Toronto, considerable interest
would be stirred up and many would want to know
who was responsible and what steps were being taken
to prevent a recurrence,”’

Recent events have shown that this was not an
over-statement

[s it possible that there is anyone in Toronto who
believes that tens of thousands of dollars of public
and private funds are not wasted each year through
inadequate city planning ?

Actual theft of the taxpayers’ funds may be morally
worse than the tacit condoning of avoidable waste of
the taxpayers’ funds, but the difference does not
appear on a financial balance sheet. In fact it has
been stated frequently that waste, public and private,
is a greater economic drain on a community than

larceny, grand and petty




