LEGISLATOR F ONTARIO.

SECOHD PARLIAMENT —THIRD SESSIGR.

The Speaker took the chl
Colock. peaker to 1¢ Ch

Mr. DEROCHE presented the fifth report

i &% threo

::"tﬁo;ltt;f]: “rcd sis Committee, which
BILLS INT% DUCED,

¢ The following Bill, ‘ntrodused : —

;Mr Bothune—To in.or) srats the London

unction Railwyy Oompanvy,

Mr. Oliver--7, |

£ ==10 Inco 'wratc the North
SlmCDﬂ Jlﬂﬁtl-i: R.iih".’ly ; Vapaay, ’
JM"- Bﬁﬂm_n: ~To incorporate the London

urction Railv»y Jompany,

Mr. Rykert- To gmen” the indenture bo-
tween the London dnd Port Stanley Railway
Company and 5o Grest Westera Railway

Mr. Hardy- - I's ~onzolidate and amend the
charter of the Norfolk Ilﬂil“’ly-

Mr. Merricl,=1% incorpirate the Loya!
Orange’Asso,. wtion of Eastarn Oatario.

i My Hodgius—To amend the Act 36 Vie,
vap. 128, ent:Jied an Act to incorporate the
Toronto Fuel Assoction,

Mr. O'Donc zhge~To authoriz> the Corps.
ration of the City of Ottawa to widea Broal
strect in the said city,

Mr Moeredith—To incorporato the Loadon
Life Iusurance ' ' rapany.

Mr. Woo! —~To authoriza the Church:
wardens of §4. 'aul's, Lindsay, to sell cortan
lands,

Mr Derociic— To amend the Act respect-
ing the Credit Valley Railway Company.

Mr. Prince—To extend the time for the
completion ¢ the Sandwich and Windsor
Ratdway.

Also—Respcting a conceszsion lina in
Sandwich FEast, County of Essex,

Hon, Mr. Currie —Rospecting limiiations |

of actions and suits relating to morigage
sales, and provide a mode to condagt tuture
mwortgsge salcs,

- Mr, Farewell—To incarporato the Oasario |
i

(‘entral Railway Cempany.

1191 of the Cennty of Perth,
M:. Caldwell ~To incorporate the Haron
\Iﬂd Ottawa lialiway,

Mr. Gifford <To vast cortain lands ia the
High School Board of the town of Cobourg,
mg to empower it to sell the same.

Mr. Deacon—1a incorporate the Loyal
Orange Associatio. of Western Ontario,

Mr. Sinclair—To ~uable the trastess of the
Regular Baptist Church in Toronty to sall
‘ertain prgperty.. ’

PRESENTATICS .F PETITIONS.

. Mr. WILLIAMS, of Durham, moved
the petition presented to the Houss for
he incorporation of the Hamilton Exchange

5o received, aud referced to the Commibtee !

on Standing Orders,

Mr. RYKERT sald that if this petition
were mn_vad it would open the door to
other petitions, the promoters of which had
beenm told they could not be received.

After some disoussion, Hon. Mr. MOWAT
#said it would be inexpedient to allow any
raore private Bills to be received, for tho rea.

son that a many others would h
uEl'ﬂ“ 1 ave to |

|be receiv

Mr. Clarke (Norfolk) —To coafirm by-law |

;
|

F

)

in assuming to deal with the question of

THE ASS ESSMENT LAW,

Hon. Mr, OROOKS, in moving the second
reading of the Bill to amend the Mmm:t
Act, said he proposed, in explaining mﬁf; d
tent to which the Government felt justiioh

assessm touch briefly upon the qus-
tions wh':l:ﬁ ;: trath underlle some of tﬂ:;
proposed amendments, and EIPGOI.;H)' ;
which related to the alteration in the sum“ =
ment of bank stock. He did not propo e
offer any observations which were not en o |
ly pertinent to the amendments pm;m;o;lthu
the Bill before the Houze. He knew tha o]
ceneral question of taxation Was an ax:lr:n;m
Iy complicated ono, and difficult to de

—one of the uestions upon which politioal

i ibi have
economists and wrole cuqlqumhea Tht .

e d continue to ~didfer.
ii‘”dP,:E,blﬁu the widest difference

: ber
of practice with regnrd to _t_hﬁ mat y
of tlxation in the two communities nf'lllﬂﬂg
land and the United States. '!.‘hﬂ Bi 1“
sumed to deal with local taxation enbiro '?f
and, therefore, he quld content himse
with simply endeavouring to lay down '““:,:
limit which should guide legislation 18 8571
municipalities as might have 0CCasIon v :ﬂ
cuss it. The general principle applica 8
the system of ta;ntmn_ p;nptﬂlf:d ;ﬁ:ﬁt :;f
y rson Wwho ¢pBlo _ ‘
f:::galuézvernmnt should contribute to its
maintenancs in the same proportion ; or, 1n
other words, that the amount of taxation
which a man pays for the supporiof the
General Government, was s equivaleat for
the bencfits he derived from its adminis-
tration. The same principle was applicable to

Local Government, nxca[.;lt of course, in emall-
er proportion ; and to the extent that a man

contributed to the maintenance of the Local
Government, to that extent, relatively, shonld
he be benefitted by its legislation, Daring
iast year, and also in connection with the
leginfatinn which had from time to fims baen
enacted, there did not appear to him t> have
been a sufliciently distinct recognition of this
incinle, Kvery inhabitant of a country was
der the yeneral protection of the laws of
that country,and ander its goveramental ma.
chinery he enjoyed the fullest possible iberty
for himself and the most complete prosection
for his property which that machiaery as
existing could provide. Therefore tothe fall
extent to which he 18 protected ho should
contribute to its support, but when we cane
to Local Government,it was only locally thas
henefits could arise, and only to the extens
that such benefits did arise should the con-
munity be required to contribute. Forin-
stance, a municipality oaght not to tax a man |
to a greatwr extent than he derived bensfits |
from Ining within the municipalitjr, whether |
it were city, town, or country. The benetits
which the general public derived from Muni.
cipal Government would be sach as arose
from lichting the sticets, watering them
measur?s with respect to public health, an:
police. It did not follow that according t> |
the amount of a man's wealth he realizad |
benefits in proportion, and even greater
bencfits might accrue to 8nother citizen who
had realzed much less,. For instance, a
person who was content to live in a small
dwelling-house, and invest his means in an.
other way, derived no benelit from the mnai-
cipal expenditure, excopt eo far as, dwellin
in that municipality, he reaped in common
with those of smaller means living in a house
of the same dimensions. That is, he halthe
advantages of street lights, street watering,
and police in his own locality; but any
expenditure for the improvemeont of {he
streets in another portion of the Manicipali-
ty did not bring hum tho same am)unt of
advantago as if he were engaged in trade,
and extentively using these conveuisnces.
Taxation for the support of the Geaeral Gov-
ernment in Great Britain and this conatry |
was derived chiefly from indireot sources, |
and only when we came to l.yeil Govera.
ment was the principle of direst taxation
gought to be épplied. He had made some
;nv_utrgatmn into the matter, the result of |
which he proposed to lay before the tHoase '
The chmf zource of revenue for General Jov-
ernmentsl purposes was themerchandise con.
sumed, and to the oxtent to which the arti. |
cle was tuxed in order to raiso that reven::
80 far was its purchase-valae onhanced Tns
same rule might be applied to real roperty
fc_ur, to wha'ever extent it was tnms for m,ﬂ
nicipal purposes, the teuant, not the oW aer
was really the sufierer. The owner of real
property, in order to be plased in a fair Do-
sition, must have an cquivalent granted for
'@ha burden of taxation to which he was aub. |
jected, He had made an examiaation into
the subgect, and ho found that in the city of
Toronto, as one instance, fully 50 per cent
of the total amount raised for muuicipal p{“,
poses wag direotly traceablo to expeadityre
upon real estate, consisting either in local
improvement, or interest upon money bor
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