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T . - . - ~ ™1 Af2 1 T P | -
Lrea - - -+ Hrant - o 1
ol A ' id L. o LiGliE . . UITecLor - L Lo JO1UT 1 .
A i 4 b,
AUg U 3 [l 1 5
AT T T TR/ LROTNTLT T T NTREOT
LALA L'e o LAY | 1 VINLLL DL 1\ Ll v d 1
i + ~ T 4} ) ~ = - ~ + +
i | S L £ L ‘I A A LU S i A A wid ) e 2
it ) T ‘ e v . vy 1 1 1 i + A Q rotg Ot 311Y
flC L LU, 1I0LGT1CH Lnctegd virec I H1e. ecre 1T 1 L -
7‘ _J’I‘:: L I '7 I’ ||"L
¥ " 4 4 gt =0 S } - ' .
I . 4 b | }',.‘ # L € \ i i A AP . L il B
-~ emi e +r 3 4 v nA ¥ » + - | Pl T;L ) v T Im
- - -~ A 4 e A\A - u A s 1 | L A - B ke - . L L
Frm= = Xy ' + 1 n p }
ey 1 ’ - ~ y "
LV o1 1 5 I« GOLAYTICK eLor ol Wo ]
T o s ' Dy 2 - b 4 | P T ~ 1 T A5 v + 1
. v — | - L1 - - - S - - e 4 . s . ~d L] S - i = -
I = T1s e 24 + . e ! 4 ] ¥ * N Y
i, T 1 Ill e llg g W I 1¢ L il1 A € 1
T . 11l i1 )T .__' | g 1r1e L sopd 4 = 1 =
= oy 4 o2 4 T ) @)
) | : y 3 ) . x . —
wlclpal J Irn 1 1 1y 11l under rroil r i . '
] v - I g A } I \ |
14 el y 111 1 Lunicl L LY 11 1 Frovil 0
F— . $ 3 i for \ , o+ A y Y
1 10, I 1 1 9 I" W 1 \ v
- + Y 4 4 T, + . + + ~
’ ! .l i 1 I C 2 K : -
r $ : 4 \ ¥ ‘
yO7T I s LAY 1 1 [ 1T ¢ s tall rly L
xr ¥ | & oo & ' e g 1
ey o rilal relns oeptember lst.
] ) A A +
—Jvki‘.-l.u [ 5 I\. i .V \A \I A [
tario inied \ 4 T o ratio O )
L1l l i lpa.d \ 1dT1O0I[l, 1 | A L !
ont ¢ 1 B 3 FfFfEind ' Y+ . \ "3 + 4
cted and poin 1 official ro Intario 1N A 5 1
=% ¢ nh o y { p ¢ f
1e] 4 IIUMDel U1 I’ LULT 10Irl | thell paney 111 i )1\
r + K¢ ++arn Y + 4 & -« } f +} + N v
er part of August. ree of these 1 \ :
4 rs
ne DPOT nment for 151 ne tax IrpOSe f land 1d 11lding
ervice rea 1sed ] common hy L e L n o) i1 C LT 1 ! I
" 4 1 [ Y f 1 lI ] 1r | 29 { ]
L i 111AQlIlgsS. .« € L1 Calld 9 the I ) i eyl Propo -
+ ™Y o { ‘ v \ 1
4 2 £ l U LC 2] ) 1 untar 0 111Q :}l wount )1 I .
re v ’ 4 4 A 2 . $ t . T i f
J i1 thi elatlon |"' l1tl10on Thi L | lat V ¢ \ em )
4 4 v A 1
) ario ) amend the ) { lent act ) thats
A 1 4 + o= y y ) ¥
1.) 11l A L11lE EsLld Gl rnmelritl navin v L i =

An independent fact-finding organization reporting to the public on civic affairs
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mon facilitiec in business assessments have heen advaiced. Parking lot
are said to be essential to the eftective operation of shopping cen-
tres, much ¢ =i‘bwfor are essential in multi-storey denart 1t stores,
ind consegn 1y SJOLLd e assessed on the sarni h;rf}. ITn addition,
tayation of parking faciltlies at a preferred rate is held !y some autho
rities to give suburtan shopping centres an unfair advaniage over down-
town merchants whore parking areas, if provided oa ar individuzl “asis,
are suhject to full rusiness assessment. The contrary view maintail:
that shopping ceatres have benefited municipalities 'y consolidatin
suburban commer-ial development thereby reducing uasightly and uneco-
nomic ribnon developemnt. In addition, 'usiness concerns outside those
in shopping centres {requently are not assess: tomer parking

facilities since they are able to rely upon pt
Those who advocate the
ancilliary facilities in commercial
ssessment of each occupant argue that
= as essential to the conduct of tusinecss
hemselves, corridors, stalrs and washrocms
ly included in an assessment for tusiness tax
oppose thls view argue that husinecs taxes
spect to those areas
the ineclusion of common
ment inevital ly leadlng

of

as

—— de f )

cervice areac

to inecuities in

b 1]

allocation of
bulldings ag:
since t

ar
specifically used for hus

wvonld le
asses

i fer cus
i

- S e o
i proporcionact

inst the busiitess

he use of these facilities
the office facilities
e thercfore quite proper-

purpoces Those who

should " e paid oaly in re-
iness ra*p\“ﬁ: nd theat
an arhitrary cnnortion-

sment.

-



