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We thus see that from bein^ well up to the front as a ju>ily taxed

city, Toronto has dropped considerably below even her nearest com-

petitor. Also, it is to be observed that smce UlOS, just one year, ilie

increase in land values has only been S4,774,t;:!l while the buildin-

values increased s;'.t.-ll)f..."JO; yet during' tliat time leases all over the

city have doubU 1 in ])rice and the realty market has been in a state

of semi-boom.

It means just one tiling, and that is; that men arc penalized for

building and improving the city. During the same time ihc business

assessment increased SI .:Ui(J.92:) and the income assessment S1.2S(),0S;!,

therefore, since the population only increased 14,ti()l during that time,

yet because of this added growth, which ought to iiave relieved the

burden somewhat, tlu ratepayers were called upon to put up with an

added valuation of S2,(14l.(K),S. Verily growth and prosperity are

very bad things, if this be the result.

In cities of the second class, having a population of 4.") to 90

thousand, we find a mo' dei)lorable condition of affairs.
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Not one of them have an adequate valuation of land, as will be

conclusively shown in the exhibit of cities of the third class. It is

true that in the City of London, owing to the rare common sense of

Mr. Stephen Grant, the assessment commissioner, the unjust and

demoralizing improvement tax has been so evenly adjusted that no

protests are in evidence, yet her land value is at least two-thirds too

low. The ecjuitable distribution of the improvement tax has pre-

vented her from making the mistake of granting privileges to factories,

as all others have done, yet the improver is penalized and her develop-

ment retarded just the same.

In the City of Hamilton we have perhaps the worst state of affairs

in the Provmce, and this is so in spite of the careful and painstaking


