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Citizen Control of the Citizen’s Business

TORONTO'S AFFAILIRS ONLY
AND PERTINENT INFOR

| TORONTO'S CITIZENS CAN CONTROI
| THROUGH FREQUENT PROMPT, ACCURATE
MATION WITH REGARD TO FORONTO'S BUSINESS
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The 1928 City Budget

STORY No 1

The 1928 Civic Budget of ordinary current
expenditures to be met oul of general taxation
taxation.

and incidental revenues other than

Toronto 1s raising 1n net gent ral taxes during 1928

$27,424,046.7 1

Using the estimate of population given in the official
estimates—>a83,000 this represents general taxation

per person of

$47.04

compared with $47.33 1n 1927 and $43.92 in 1926
When the ratepayers’ share ol local improvements are
added, the per capita taxation is $50.39 for 1928,

compared with $50.54 for 1927 and $47.35 for 1926.
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Effect of above changes in basis of Assessment on various
assessable properties and incomes.

(For sake of simplicity, assuming the taxpayer is a householder and public school supporter)
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A Change in the Basis of Assessment Does Not Decrease
Total Taxation.

When the basis of taxable assessment is altered, the
contributions of various taxpayers are altered—some are
increased and some decreased, but it does not change
the total amount of taxes levied. If the changes are for
the purpose of removing inequities and actually result in
removing these inequities, justice is served. But if the
results are the increasing of existing inequities or estab-
lishing others, they may be serious. Before changes are
made, therefore, it is necessary to analyze the results
which will follow and not simply to act upon plausible
but superficial representations. Moreover it is not
always obvious what the ultimate incidence of changes
may be. It is held, for example, that income taxes can-
not be passed on and that, normally, taxes on improve-
ment can be passed on, so that the apparent incidence
may not be the actual incidence. Proposed changes in
the tax basis are worthy of careful study.

The Bureau of Municipal Research is,
and has been from the first, supported by
private subscriptions from public-spirited
citizens. It has received no governmental
or municipal grants, for the reason that
its statements of fact and suggestions as
to policy must not only be independent
and unbiased, but must be so considered
by the general public. The value of the
Bureau to the citizens of Toronto de-
pends on its independence as an agency
of constructive criticism and citizen co-
operation.




