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 said that the people of she ocounty

: otes aov to lis pro
the Province have v - *“mlh e R

of bank atock ? ; should llke those who

tatiog the question to setils these
;:r':“:l - mtg- counsy of York, whioh

was bound for public oonvenience to looate

Court-house in the oisyof Toronto,
l:::;l:;d“ on these bulldings, which could
| sensa be
“nho' . .I;, their looatlon? Thaul I:}tlldlnga

nos put up or held for specuiasive pur-
::::l ar p;onpﬁm the Proviaclal bulid.
loge, surely, when the county had no
cholce about thelr locatlon, it would n:t lg;
saou
be compelled to $axes for $hem, Wish re.
. m‘:’a the officlals in Osgosde
from $he jud&n, i was paid
as unfale that the rest of the
to should pay Saxes oa
gentlemen weare
written law of To
that $axes should be p»id
imoomes, but Shere was an
unwritten law which made that provision to
a cerfaln extent nugatory, while in the
oase of the officlals of the courts the tax-
gatherer would be able $0 get at onoe ths
amcunt of the salarles patd. Among the
others It was often found that the amaas
of taxes a man pald was hardly proportionate
to his income. As he had remarked before,
the advooates of exemption were very ocare-
ful not to say much to the rural municipall-
tles about exemptions on church propersise
Thelr attention was directed mainly to the

advantsges of Provincilal and

' Dominlon property. It did nos follow,

&8 some of shere gentlemen coatended
tha$ she exemption of charches from Saxa.

tion ¢om . people to pay baxes $o support
churches to whioh sh EI! not balong, [
the masSter were olosely examlned I§ wou'”
be found that the Saxes were as nea:ly
equalized In thls respect as shey were in
others, and that as a rule shey wure
apportioned amoccording $o the amount of
benefit derlved. The theory was shat =l
taxatlon was impored on this priaciple, ba:
they found the merchants of Yooge.str.et

complalnirg that they pald tixes enough to |

warrant lis

belng paved avew every

elght or ten years, and that sh.ir

benefis the rest of
Taking the

money went ¢o
the olty

it was proposed o $ax so0 fino an ornsm-at
fo the olsy. If they Sook she cases of w0
cturcher, one worsh, say, $10,000, and t:e
okher $100,000, i was contended that by
exempling both the amount of bene
tis wass dlsproportionate to $he $ax:s
pald for other purposes (whioh Were,
of ccurse, affested by the exempiion) by tne
supgorters of $be §wo johnrohes respeotivel y,
In other words, 1§ was sald that those balong-
feg to the smaller one pald taxes for the
other. This had nol been proved, and tae
chances were as atrong'y agaiust such a sup
portion as In favour of 1s. If the churches were
taxed, the same disproportion, if there was
one, would atill exist, The only diffsrence
would be that Instead of the $ax.gatherer
goiog rounA to the peopls who supportsd tae
churches, and who, he belleved, pald pro.
y %o the exemptions of their
churches, the minlster and $rastess of t1e
chu oh would be made oollectors of taxes,
Every ninety-nine ous of a hundred would bs
practically paying as high a sax as he
was fo.day, for instead of paying 1% as an
individual ke would pay 1§ as & member
copgregation, The chnrches were a per-
marens investmens, they were not ereciod
for speculative purposes aAny mora than
Provizclal bulldivgs were, and s0 should
nod be subjeck %0 the mame rules as
property In general. The argumeny $hat the
cltizen » no$ be orlled upon to pay for
churches which he did not astend and In
which he did not believe was equa ly appli-

cable to schools, as both were for she genera! |

benefit of the country, The matter was one
which had nothing to do with the question
of Church and State, as It d1d no$ fuvolve a
recognition by the State of any particuls
Church, bot thelrjgeneral recogaitton as in.
struments for the beuefit of the communrisy,
The same argumens applied|*s Church lands
unlees they were held for fictitions purposes ;
for it they mid that all such ryeal es'ate
should be taxed, they must $sx the land on
which were the foundations of ghe baildiog
Eg lhul no dn:‘ll;i that if shie
irly presz¢n %0 the people of Toron:
sirong as thelr feallng had been in rufartnuo;
to the question of ¢xempilons, the large ma-
jorlty ot them would vote for the non-$axa-

slon of the ohurches, Then what Were
they golng to tax? Ho had shown that they
should not tax Dominlon or Provlacial
properdy, or schoole, or county property,

nos #ax churches to plesse

Then, if they did

as Increasiog ia |

A Mostropo'itan
Ciurch e¢ an exsmple, it resl'ly did |
seem as if there was somethlng weong whn |

of a|

for a return showlog fu detaii all
- come to the hands of the OatarteGovernment
or any officer thereof repressating the Omwn:

belonging $o the estate of the late
Meroer, of Toronto, showlag —

[ The report of the concloslog of the debs
i ® unavoldably held over, | o

tituled an Act $0 extena 1h Eieo3o |
okice for muniolpal pnrpun: e

the Ministry, whether or not onn

cfficer or officers ot the Central Pduz:.l :I: w:
been discharged for severl'y or cruelty ia
the punishment of peisoners; and whether o«
not any one 8o discharged has been appolat.

| :I“t: any cther offics under the Goavarn.

le who held a sentimental ides that s me
what they ought mnot to pay 1o

vhat matier, thoy had only the salarles
oljndguu&olergymm l«ft. Imn relerende
t0 shese there wes something to be eald on
boshjsides, The were now exempt,up
to §1,000, or $600 more than others, bat be
belleved they probably pald more
than the differerce, bscause clergy-
men would ust exempt themwelves,
but would return the full statement of $bh.ir
income, The majority of oclergymen were
nos very well pald, and he $hought the Pro-
vince was only dolng right in exempilag
miniaters of 1eliglon $0 a ocsriain exsens,
If, bhowever, fthey desired &% be
texed the same as others, Shey knuew
b:es, ard he supposed no ono in that Huuve
would oppose it. Ii was the same with re-
gard to their houses, which wers exempt up
to a value of $2000, He was not ex-
pressing she polloy of the Govera:
ment {n this matter, bui elmply
the views which had suggested themselv:s
to him in reference o the matter of exem ).
tions, and he was trylng t> show the P:o-
vince $hat this was, atber all, merely a clsy
of Toronko question, and would affeob tha
Provirce prejudiolally, (Cheers) He
pointed out that it was evideas
that honourable gentlemea  opposite
bad no pelloy on the quesilon, as, wh'le
they dea to exprecy regret that mno
reference had been made $o0 the matter in
the Address, they did not indicite in what
direction the reference should have bsen,
They were thus leaving the master
open for them $o adopt any polioy ia fuiu-e
whioch they might th'uk propsr §o pursus,
while they now atked the Houre %o vo'e
wen$ of confidence in the Goveramens$, (Ap- |
glsuse.)

Mr LAUDER sald 1§ wrs ajmistake $ojeap.
pose $has the Oppoaltion were supporting
the views of Ald, Hallam’s Committee, He
bad very little sympathy with $he views of
that Commitiee. As to the taxation of
churches, he concarred very largely in the
remerks of She hon, member for
Stoxmont and the Commissloner of
rublio Works, (Hear, hesr.) He thoughs,
however, there was room for an amendm<nt
of the law, especially in regard o the exem -
tion of bank stock, bullding soolety atack,
and to ou. It was manifestly unjusm
that the dividends [of the Bank of
Monfreal, for instance, received by psople

In Toronto should be exempt from taxatlon,
He thould vote for the amendmens, thou;n °
be repudiated the idea that he bad any sy -
pathy with Mr, Hsllam and_hls Committos,
(Hear, hear, and lavghter, )

After farther dlsousslon the House divide,
spd the smendment was lost, Yeas, 2);
Nagy», 41,

YEAS.—Messrs. Baker, Barr, Bell Boulter, Bro-
der, Biown, C.meron, (:de, Coutts, Crelght n
Deacon, Flesher, Grange, Harkin, Kean, Laiuler,
Macdcugall (Simcoe) Mc@Gowan, * errick, Monk,
Mosiyn, O'sutliven, Preston Richardson, Ros:ves-,

Scuts, Teoley, Wigle, Wills—29.

NAYS,—Meesrs. Ballantrne. Raxter. M:h+p. Bon
field Chisholm, C'srke (Norlolk) Clarks {'Ea—,ll:u-;-

- . Crooks, Dawson Deroche, Fercls, I am-
ing Fraser,Glbsop, Grahesm (Lsmbtop) Grant, Haney,
Hardy, Hay, Hodglas Hunter, Lane, Lyon, M :Ma-
hon, Marste, Miller,* Mowss, O'D) no,hce, Pard-e
Paat 'n. Robli son, Roae. Sinclate Soruger. Stef.

:ﬁ:mt:?'“m' Widdifleld, Willlams, Wii-on,

The House adjourned a' 1 (30 a,m,

NOTICES OF MOTION.

Mr. Crelghton—0Oa Tuesday noxt—Address
for & copy of crntraoy under whiaga th,

printirg of this House and of $he Pablls D,
perfmenss of ths Proviaos (s beiag per'orm
¢d; also, copies of all asrresponience relgs

Ing to an alteration {a tne terms of said oon-
traog, |

Mr, Bethane— Oa Tuesday nexy—B'1! j,. |

Mr, Lauder— Oa Tuesd ay next - Eaqulry of

Mr, Lauder—Qa Taesday next—Addre ' |
propersy

Auadrew
1. Amount of personal ostate, specifying

of what the same consists,

2. Amount ot real properly, stating valae,




