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SATURDAY, MARCH 12, 1892
M

vania the revenue was:-In 1887, $763,-

ONTARIO LEGISLATURE, | i3 e “So s, " s

P 1
gg::im&. mumm was as follows:
= —In 1886, $84,000; in 1887, 8561,
Bill Respecting the Fees of ?P&: Sli, ooo”,w'..ggoii 1801 5390:?00' 3
| Certain Officials, el g o g s e
igh., It was not proposed to devote this

revenue to any particular fund, as it was

N LEGAGOIES.,]| feltthatthissum could be applied in com-
i l:onntinn to the very large expenditure of
i the Province in public charities.

: . C —What is the nearness
The Alleged Discrepancy in the Mr. H. E. Clarke a

of relationship exel_npud!
b3 Public Accounts. Mr. Mowat—It ie proposed to exempt up
r' to $100,000 where the money goes to

father, mother, husband, wife, son, daugh-
; , ter, son-in-law or daughter-in-law,

| Py SN — Mr. Hardy moved the third reading of |
 AGAINST LEGISLATION OF A SINGLE- the bill to incorporate the Association of
.' ‘ , Ontario Land Surveyors, and to amend the |
BT 2 act respecting land surveyors and the sur- |
vey of lands. This was carried without

discussion, it being the first bill this session
ToroxTto, March 11, 1892, to receive its final reading.

islati Mr. Monk asked *““whether it is the inten-
[P Sagiitithee ANy Sheny- S ‘ tion of the Government during the present

wing bLills were introduced and received session to make any alterations in the
t reading :— prison and reformatory system, in accord-
r. Ross—Respecting the fees of certain | ance with the sixteen recommendations
lic officers. contained in the report pf the commission-
ers appointed to inquire into the prison and
reformatory system of Ontario ?”

r. Dryden—For the further protection

| h bees. Mr. Mowat stated that the subject was
M Stratton—To amend the Assessment still under consideration.

*“ MR. H. E. CLARKE'S MISTAKE,

 Mr. Sbharp—To amend the Municipal Mr. H. E. Clarke (Toronto), in moving

for a return showiog inbmunthly form t.hi;
Mr. iggar— i viai expenditure in the public institutions o
:;. f lt o NS M, W the Province from the year 1883 to the vear
" e . 1891, both inclusive, said his object was to
- Mr. Mowat—To provide for the payment | yscertain where the discrepancy existed be-

i succession duties, tween the accounts of the public institu-
/ ‘.l" r. annt‘_Re’wting Court ofAlgum tions as rﬂtv“l’ﬂ&d b}' the bu“l“ lllt_j. trh.
Thuuder Bay, * accounts as they appeared in the public ac-

, - counts. He said that the expenditure on
r. Guthrie—To enable Mary Soden to public institutions as reported by the in-

certain lands in the City of Guelph. spector in 1890 was §731,125, and by the
Ir. Tait—To authorise the Synod of the public accounts §769,901; in 1889 by the in-
ocese of Toronto to sell certain lands; also spector $739,105, and by the public accounts
incorporate the Toronto Transfer, Ware- $728,904; in 1888by the inspector $711,543,
asing & Railway Company. and by the public accounts $721,598, and so
Mr. Mowat—Respecting the collection of on. The totals for the past eight years
axes in Muskoka and Parry Sound. were by the inspector £5,199,470, and by
~Mr. Gibson presented the report of the the public accounts $£5,205,471, a discre
ter of titles and a return showing the ancy of $94,000; or omitting the $19,

nber of municipalities which have passed spent on Mimico in 1889, a discrepancy of
By -laws relating to the business tax, 5,000. 5

! A TAX ON LEGACIES. Mr. Gibson (Hamilton) said there were
~ In introducizg the bill to provide for the two ways of accounting for the sup
Poayment of succession duties, Mr, Mowat discrepancy. There was the §19,148 spent
! that it had been considered advisable for maintenance at Mimico which appears

t a duty should be imposed on all estates in the public accounts and which was not
persons dyiog hereafter. It was not pro- taken into account in the bursars’state-
Pri to tax estates under the value of ment as originally compiled by Mr. Clarke. |
000. Where an estate goes to remote But the second and chief way was this:
tions a duty of 5 per cent. would be The financial g:nr of public institutions
posed on amounts up to $100,000. ends on September 30, but that of the pub- !
the estate exceeds $100,000 even lic accounts on December 31. The three
eal descendants would be required to|  months ending December 31, 1882, are in-
y & duty of 2} per cent., while others cluded in the bursars’ statements as com- |
uld he assessed 5 per cent. If the estate })ilcd, but not in the statements made out
!:ned $200,000 a 5 per cent. duty would rom the public accounts while the state-
impesed. This heritage duty, he ex- ment compiled includes three months of the
ined, while new to this country, was not public accounts ending Decernber 31, 1891,
innovation, as » large revenue was raised the expenditure for which is not included |
England, as well as in New York and in the bursars’ statement. The expenditure
ennsylvania, from this source. In Eng- on public institutions for the three months
nd there was & scale of duty, according to ending December 31, 1882, was $128,469.
the nearness of the relation to the deceased. But since that time the expenditure on pub-
Everybody there paid a portion—not mere- lic institutions has increased largely. The
iy remote but lineal descendants—from 1 €.peaditure for the three months ending
per cent. up to 6 per cent. for lineal and 10 December 31, 1891, was $204,395. Now
per cent. for remote relations. It could the difference between these two
tasily be understood that a substantial amounts is $75,927, or just about
revenue would be derived in this way., In the same as the $75000 dis-
Pennsylvania a duty of 5 Er cent. was im- crepancy of which Mr. Clarke spoke as
-p?aed_on nearly all sums, but in this Pro. existing between the bursars’ accounts and |
vince it was thought advisable to exempt the public accounts, leaving out vhe $19,148

- all amounts up to $5,000. In New York 5 spent at Mimico. The additional dis- !

per cent. duty was imposed on all sums crepancy, if any, might be caused in this
over 8500 going to collateral relations, and | way: Oceasionally expenditures for public |
to near relations 1 per ceat. It was mot institutions are paid direct from the de-
easy to ascertain the total revenue from rtment, and advice is given to the
this source in England, but it would in. rears of such payments. It might be
terest the House to know that in Pennsvl. that some small accounts were paid by the
.department and mot en by th



