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ASSESSMENT APPEAL.

Huyrke, Co, J.] IN RE BEST AND WALTON. [Dec. 28, 1920.

Held, that under 5 Oco. V., eh. 50, sec. 5, sub-sec. 20, al
irnomesc- froin investimcnts over $80, as well as ail sueh ineomes
under that a nount if the total income of such person excecds
$1,500, are taxable, but in such ca5e only.

R. le. Hall, for Jicst and Walton.-----------
C. H. Iliddlifiel1a, for City of Peterborough.
HuycxE, Co. J. :-These are two appea!s, both involving the

saine principie. froin the city assommient, con firrned by the Court
of Revision. 'lhe trouble arises from different interpretations of 1U'
9 Geû. V., c h. 50, sec. 5, whieh is a substitution fôr R.S.O, eh.
195, sec. 5, su-e.20, referring to exemptions. In both case... î
the incoie froni investinent, etc., excceeds the $800) rnntioned,
but in eavh tae the total income of "such p,-rsoit" does not exceed
$1 ,500. 'l'le (ouit beloiv held both such incoSnes not exempt,.
and iii my judgiaenit the appeais must f ail. This conclusion has
not beezi reachcd without înuch liesitatioil and soine doubt, whieh -C
doubt stili exigts. The section is obscure and axnbiguous and
sceI)tible of bot]. interpretations pl-aced upon it. My task is

to find, if I can, the ineaning of the Legisiature and once fourni to
give it effect. ivsmns t.

1think the ineaning is to tax ail incoiièse f romnivsietec,Î
over $800, and also to tax much inconies under that anîount if the
total incoine of "such person" exceedB $1,5W0, bu%- in such case
only. In other woî'ds, an incoine of say $8W f rom investinents is
in any case taxable %while one of say $750 is only taxable if such
amount, added to personal earnings or any other incoixie, it al
aggregates $1 ,500 ùr more.

This is the best conclusion 1 can corne to after mnuch thought
and careful consideration, b it 1 amrn ft absolutely sure such con-
clusion is correct. If this is not what the Legisiature means '
it should, I think, be asked to niake its rneaning more explicit.
The result is that both theso appeals are disrnissed. e


